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States CP
Text: The fifty states should fund inland waterway modernization.
The states can fund inland waterway modernization
Edwards 12 – Director of Tax policy Studies at CATO (“Cutting the Army Corps of Engineers,” Cato, March 2012, pdf unstable) 7/27/12 

The U.S. Army Corps of Engineers is a federal agency that constructs and maintains a wide range of infrastructure for military and civilian purposes.1 This essay concerns the civilian part of the agency, which employs about 23,000 people and will spend about $9.2 billion in fiscal 2012.2 The civilian part of the Corps—called "civil works"—builds and operates locks, channels, and other navigation infrastructure on river systems. It also builds flood control structures, dredges seaports, manages thousands of recreation sites, and owns and operates hydroelectric power plants across the country. While the Army Corps has built some impressive infrastructure, many of its projects have been economically or environmentally dubious. The agency's activities have often subsidized private interests at the expense of federal taxpayers. Furthermore, the Corps has a history of distorting its cost-benefit analyses in order to justify its projects. The civilian side of the Corps grew out of the engineering expertise gained by the agency's military activities early in the nation's history. In mid-19th century, Congress began adding civilian missions to the Corps in response to political demands and various natural disasters. Today we are left with an agency involved in far flung activities such as beach replenishment, upgrades to city water systems, agriculture irrigation, clean-up of hazardous waste sites, and efforts to revive the Florida Everglades. The Corps has been greatly mismanaged over the decades, with problems ranging from frequent cost overruns on projects to the major engineering failures that contributed to the disaster of Hurricane Katrina. In addition, the dominance of special-interest politics on the agency's activities has resulted in it supporting many wasteful projects. Fortunately, most of the Corps' activities do not need to be carried out by the federal government. Some of its activities—such as flood control and the management of recreational areas—should be turned over to state and local governments. Other activities—such as seaport dredging and hydropower generation—should be turned over to the private sector. This essay focuses on cutting the Corps' spending activities, and does not address the calls for reforming the agency's regulatory functions.3 The following sections look at the history of the Army Corps, the pork-barrel nature of its spending, its legacy of mismanagement, and its role in Hurricane Katrina. The essay concludes that the bulk of the agency's civilian activities and assets should be privatized or transferred to state and local governments. The remaining activities of the Corps that are truly federal in nature should be transferred to the Department of the Interior. The civilian side of the Army Corps should be closed down. 
Solvency 

States will collaborate with one another – especially for self-preservation in the face of war.

Mendelsohn 09, Barak Mendelsohn, Assistant Professor at Haverford College for International Politics, War on Terrorism, Conflict and the Middle East, Instructor at the Hebrew University, Jerusalem for Strategy in the Middle East, “Combating Jihadism: American Hegemony and International Cooperation in the War on Terrorism.” https://litigation-essentials.lexisnexis.com/webcd/app?action=DocumentDisplay&crawlid=1&srctype=smi&srcid=3B15&doctype=cite&docid=91+Geo.+L.J.+1003&key=4529115affeed57e6aa0c1c184016015
Note that the appearance of this self-preservation inclination and in¬terstate cooperation does not require a high level of shared norms and beliefs among states. Bull points at three complexes of rules that help to sustain international order, each presenting different depths of shared goals:6 First, "constitutional normative principles" identify states as the primary political organization of mankind, bound together by the rules and institutions of a collective society. Second, "rules of coexistence" restrict the use of violence to states, limit the causes for which states can legitimately start a war, and restrict the manner in which wars are con¬ducted. Such rules also emphasize the principle of equality among states and their obligation to respect the sovereignty of other states and not intervene in their domestic affairs. Finally, rules that regulate coopera¬tion among states go beyond what is necessary for mere coexistence and may even extend beyond political and strategic realms to cooperation in economic and social matters. Interstate collaboration for the sake of self-preservation falls within a logic of coexistence." Therefore, a plu¬ralist international society bent on the preservation of political and cul¬tural differences between states and based on the principles of state sov¬ereignty and nonintervention is sufficient to produce self-preservation tendencies. Importantly, a pluralist international society is not merely a sufficient condition for interstate cooperation; the case of the war on the iihadi movement provides additional support for a pluralist view of the current international society. At a time when many English School scholars high¬light solidarism—the promotion of cosmopolitan values that concern the rights of the individual and lead to a more interventionist understanding of international order—this book demonstrates the critical role of adher¬ence to pluralist principles in producing interstate collaboration, and testifies to the pluralist nature of the international society. 

States solvency in the status quo – already funding and implementing most projects.

Transport politic 12 [ “Clearing it Up on Federal Transportation Expenditures” Yonah Freemark:  February 16th, 2012 : http://www.thetransportpolitic.com/2012/02/16/clearing-it-up-on-federal-transportation-expenditures/]

» The federal government has already devolved most of its transportation powers to local and state governments. And there is little evidence that further reducing the power of Washington will produce better transportation investments. The reaction to President Obama’s 2013 budget for transportation has ranged from the dismissive — “it’s too big to be part of the discussion” — to the supportive (myself, among others), most of the commentary revolving around the proposed program’s large size. Another theme, however, has reemerged in the discussion: The role of the federal government in funding transportation. It’s not a new conversation, of course; in American transportation circles, the roles of the three major levels of government are constantly being put into question. The argument goes something like this: The federal government, because of its national power and ability to collect revenues from the fuel taxes it administers, is a wasteful spender and it chooses to invest in projects that are inappropriate enough that they wouldn’t be financed by local governments if they were in charge. Harvard Economist Edward Glaeser argues for the de-federalization of transport spending, suggesting “Whenever the person paying isn’t the person who benefits, there will always be a push for more largesse and little check on spending efficiency. Would Detroit’s People Mover have ever been built if the people of Detroit had to pay for it? We should move toward a system in which states and localities take more responsibility for the infrastructure that serves their citizens.” He also suggests, somewhat contradictorily, that federal funding “tie spending to need or performance.“* USC’s Lisa Schweitzer asserts that if cities want improved sidewalks or public transportation, they should pay for them themselves. ”The typical arguments [are] that “those things are good for us!”,” she writes. “Of course they are. Why can’t you fund them at the city, or in the case of transit, the state level?” [She adds that she will defend federal investment in a future discussion.] Bruce Katz of Brookings chimes in. “The states and metropolitan areas are once again playing their traditional roles as “laboratories of democracy” and centers of economic and policy innovation,” he adds. “An enormous opportunity exists for the next president to mobilize these federalist partners in a focused campaign for national economic renewal.” The federal government, it is implied, is just too intrusive to make the right decisions. Here’s the thing: The large majority of decisions on transportation spending with federal dollars is already made at the state and local levels. And state and local governments already contribute huge sums to the operation, maintenance, and expansion of their transportation programs. Once the federal government collects tax revenue, it distributes funding to the states based on formulas agreed upon by members of Congress. For the most, part, the money goes back to the states and to metropolitan areas, which then fund projects based on the priority lists that they generate. It is true that Washington allocates some money for transit and some for highways, but within those categories, states and local governments generally have power to pay for the projects they want. Washington does run very competitive grant programs — exactly the type of performance-based financing Mr. Glaeser demands — for transit investment projects and for programs like TIGER (and, indeed, for the much-hated high-speed rail program). Federal guidelines require most of these projects (unlike those funded by formula) to meet cost-effectiveness and ridership standards. This was not true at the time of the Detroit People Mover (a project I admit I abhor), but it is certainly true now.*** While earmarks (now out of the equation entirely) got a lot of attention as being wasteful, even at the height of the process they only accounted for about 5% of transportation spending from Washington. I can think of plenty of expensive and arguably inappropriate transit projects paid for by local governments that would not meet the guidelines to be funded by the federal government under its competitive programs. Should we hail Mr. Katz’s “laboratories of democracy” that produced these? Would Mr. Glaeser have these federal grant programs dismantled so states or localities could fund underperforming transit? Meanwhile, states and local governments are contributing massively to transportation funding already, just as Ms. Schweitzer asks them to. I studied Oregon and Illinois a year and a half ago and found that only about a quarter of Oregon’s Department of Transportation budget comes from Washington; about a third of Illinois’ comes from the national capital. What about those profligate transit agencies that are egged on by the federal government’s wasteful spending? Their operations spending comes from local, state, and fare revenues — not Washington. And expansion projects — especially the big ones — are mostly financed by local revenues, like dedicated sales taxes that voters across the country have approved repeatedly over the past twenty years. The six largest transit expansion projects currently receiving or proposed to receive funding from the Obama Administration this year each rely on the federal government to contribute less than 43% of total costs. Perhaps Detroit would have p aid for the People Mover even if it had had to use its own revenues to do so. 

AT No funding

State spending cuts during recessions mean infrastructure will fail.

Washington Post 12 [“Why can’t we just leave infrastructure spending to the states?” Brad Plumer at 02:46 PM ET, 03/21/2012 : http://www.washingtonpost.com/blogs/ezra-klein/post/why-cant-we-just-leave-infrastructure-spending-to-the-states/2012/03/21/gIQAjpYBSS_blog.html]
Yesterday, I pointed out that Rep. Paul Ryan’s GOP budget proposal would require the federal government to spend less and less on transportation over time. Reihan Salam asks whether this is really such a bad thing. Can’t state governments just pick up the slack? That’s possible, sure. But it hasn’t happened so far. As a recent report (pdf) from the Congressional Budget Office detailed, the federal government’s share of infrastructure spending has already been shrinking since the 1960s and 1970s. And the states, which still provide the vast majority of spending on roads and highways, haven’t made up the difference. The end result? There’s less infrastructure spending overall as a percent of GDP: Keep in mind that this is all happening at a time when infrastructure is getting increasingly expensive to build — the CBO notes that the cost of building highways has tripled since 1980, far faster than inflation. States are spending the same, but getting less and less. Now, maybe this would all be okay if we were keeping our roads and bridges and pipes in good shape. But various experts and groups like the American Civil Society of Engineers seem to think that we’re woefully under-investing in infrastructure of all sorts. One potential pitfall with handing over more and more infrastructure responsibilities to the states, meanwhile, is that states tend to cut way back on spending during recessions. And local funding can be pretty erratic, all told. Here’s a graph from New America’s Samuel Sherradan, based on CBO data: We’ve seen this in the current downturn. Sherraden observes that California’s transportation spending declined by 31 percent from 2007 to 2009 after the housing bubble burst and local tax revenue fell. The same goes for Texas, which saw an 8 percent drop. “[I]t is clear,” Sherraden writes, “that leaving a greater share of infrastructure spending to state and local governments makes infrastructure investment more vulnerable during downturns.” Now, this isn’t the last word on how best to divvy up responsibility on transportation between state and local governments. That’s a long-running, complicated debate — I’d recommend Robert Jay Dilger’s paper (pdf) for a history and overview. And, it’s true, some experts like Edward Glaeser argue that states would be less likely to build costly boondoggles if left to their own devices (although states are perfectly capable of building costly boondoggles of their own, see here and here for rebuttals to Glaeser). But that’s a separate discussion. For the purposes of the Ryan budget, there’s no guarantee that states will rush in to fill the infrastructure gap if the federal government pulls back sharply. 

California can’t do HSR – financial constraints.

WSJ (News Service) 5/18/12
(California's Kafka Express, http://danieljmitchell.wordpress.com/2012/05/19/californias-train-to-nowhere/)

The good news in this debacle is that the state’s fiscal woes will make it nearly impossible to complete Governor Jerry Brown’s runaway high-speed rail train. The bad news is that the Governor is going to try anyway. Transportation experts warn that the 500-mile bullet train from San Francisco to Los Angeles could cost more than $100 billion, though the Governor pegs the price at a mere $68 billion. The state has $12.3 billion in pocket, $9 billion from the state and $3.3 billion from the feds, but Mr. Brown hasn’t a clue where he’ll get the rest. …In 2008 voters approved $9 billion in bonds for construction under the pretense that the train would cost only $33 billion and be financed primarily by the federal government and private enterprise. Investors, however, won’t put up any money because the rail authority’s business plans are too risky. Rail companies have refused to operate the train without a revenue guarantee, which the ballot initiative prohibits. Even contractors are declining to bid on the project because they’re worried they won’t get paid. Mr. Brown is hoping that Washington will pony up more than $50 billion, but the feds have committed only $3.3 billion so far—and Republicans intend to claw it back if they take the Senate and White House this fall. If that happens, the state won’t have enough money to complete its first 130-mile segment in the lightly populated Central Valley, which in any event wouldn’t be operable since the state can’t afford to electrify the tracks. …Mr. Brown and the White House are betting that the state will be in far too deep when the money runs out to abandon this mission on Camino Unreal. The Governor also figures that the $100 billion bill will seem smaller spread out over 30 years. What’s an extra $3 billion a year when the state’s already $16 billion in the hole?

AT Uniformity

Political polarity makes uniformity impossible.

John Kincaid, Robert B. and Helen S. Meyner Professor of Government and Public Service and director of the Meyner Center for the Study of State and Local Government at Lafayette College, editor of Publius: The Journal of Federalism, 2004, ‘Trends in Federalism: Continuity, Change and Polarization’, http://dspace.lafayette.edu/bitstream/handle/10385/521/Kincaid-BookoftheStates-2004.pdf?sequence=1, TB

The partisan polarization evident in the 2000 presidential election and in Washington, D.C., is a new contextual trend that is increasingly shaping federalism and intergovernmental relations. In 2003, it became evident that polarization has strained the traditional bipartisanship of the Big 7 state and local associations, especially the National Governors Association (NGA), where partisan conflict led to the firing of NGA’s chief lobbyist, to reduced dues payments by some states, and to several states withdrawing from the NGA for a time. Although bipartisanship still prevails generally in these associations, continued polarization will weaken their ability to present a united front, especially on major issues that have significant impacts on both the states and the national electoral balance.¶ This polarization has affected public, presidential, congressional and judicial responses to virtually all public policy issues and introduced fundamental philosophical differences over some long-standing federal-state practices and intergovernmental programs. The consequences of polarization were reflected, for example, in the battles that scuttled reauthorization of three major intergovernmental programs in 2003: the 1996 welfare-reform law, the Transportation Equity Act for the 21st Century (TEA-21), and the Individuals with Disabilities Education Act (IDEA). The compromises needed to enact legislation under conditions of polarization will likely make some intergovernmental programs more complex and somewhat schizophrenic.¶ This polarization also makes it impossible to resurrect bipartisan and nonpartisan intergovernmental institutions, such as the U.S. Advisory Commission on Intergovernmental Relations (ACIR), which were dismantled or defunded during the 1980s and 1990s. These institutions sought to foster intergovernmental cooperation and consensus building. The ACIR, for example, an independent bipartisan commission established in 1959, was defunded in 1996.

Centralization is key to uniform transportation and communication.

Nagel 96 [Robert F. Nagel, Spring 1996, “The Future of Federalism”, HeinOnline, p.660, http://heinonline.org/HOL/Page?handle=hein.journals/cwrlrv46&div=25&g_sent=1&collection=journals] aw

The sorts of considerations and possibilities that I have been mentioning would not be especially important if the general politi- cal culture of the United States were strongly supportive of decen- tralization. While we do have deeply held habits and beliefs about political practices at the state and local level, in this century many aspects of our culture have favored centralization. Some of these, such as the psychic effects of the national government's association with the war power and with a vast capacity to tax and spend, are built in. Other causes of our national political culture are not inevi- table but seem close to it. These include ease of mobility, nation- wide channels of communication, and an optimistic, pragmatic spirit that does not easily abide the variations and imperfections that are inevitable consequences of decentralization.
AT Private Funding deficit

Competition for investors will cause not only a race to the bottom but also a race to defraud the top.

Hongbin Cai, Professor in Economics and Associate Dean at Guanghua School of Management, Peking University, and Daniel Treisman, Professor at the Department of Political Science University of California, Los Angeles, October 2002, Forthcoming: Journal of Public Economics, ‘State Corroding Federalism’, pg. 2-3, http://www.econ.ucla.edu/people/papers/Cai/Cai251.pdf, TB

In this paper, we challenge this sanguine view, at least in its application to developing countries. We argue that the central government’s ability to correct distortions introduced by interregional competition should be considered endogenous. Moreover, interregional competition for capital may itself encourage regional governments to act in ways that corrode the capacities of the central state. The result is not just a ‘race-to-the-bottom’ but a race to escape—or defraud—the top. In countries from China to Russia and Argentina, increased interregional competition for capital in recent decades coincided with falling central government revenues, high or increasing tax evasion, and intense political conflict—overt or covert—over the distribution of revenues and regulatory authority.3
Previous models of tax competition generally assumed that local governments would compete for capital in growth-promoting ways. Even the works that focused on distortions crucially assumed a framework of constitutional order in which the central government could autonomously set its tax rates, collect taxes, and enforce regulations. In some contexts—municipal finance in the US, for instance—this is an innocuous assumption. However, in many countries where decentralization is a live political issue—even the US on occasion—central law enforcement is imperfect and constitutional arrangements insecure.4 In such cases, the struggle to attract mobile capital can take less benign forms.
Building more infrastructure and spending tax revenues prudently are not the only ways that subnational governments can woo businesses. Another way is to promise to protect firms from the need to pay central taxes in full or comply with central regulations. Subnational governments reduce local business costs by deliberately undermining central policies and capacity. Such protection occurs in many guises, some illegal, some legal, others of unclear status. A mayor may lobby or pressure central tax collectors to look the other way when they audit a certain firm; a state governor may throw obstacles in the way of central regulatory agents. If regional courts rule first on such matters, they may delay or even impede resolution in the center’s favor. While such activities may be rare in developed countries, we believe they are extremely common in developing and even middle income countries.
Competition prods states to illegally attract investors. 

Hongbin Cai, Professor in Economics and Associate Dean at Guanghua School of Management, Peking University, and Daniel Treisman, Professor at the Department of Political Science University of California, Los Angeles, October 2002, Forthcoming: Journal of Public Economics, ‘State Corroding Federalism’, pg. 2-3, http://www.econ.ucla.edu/people/papers/Cai/Cai251.pdf, TB

Under certain conditions, decentralization and the interjurisdictional competition it stimulates can have large desirable effects. The need to attract capital may render local officials more honest and efficient, and prompt them to invest more in infrastructure. However, under other conditions, decentralization can have serious negative consequences, eroding the institutional foundations that make competition work to the benefit of all. If federalism—or more generally, decentralization—can sometimes preserve markets, at other times it may help to corrode the central state and with it the benefits of economic integration and legal order.¶ Most previous models assumed that local governments compete to attract capital in growthpromoting ways, for instance by investing in infrastructure or providing public goods cost-effectively. We showed that if competition for capital is intense, businesses are hard to attract with infrastructure, and central bureaucracies are weak or have devolved enforcement powers downward, then local officials may instead compete by offering firms covert protection against central taxes and regulations.24¶ In response, central government will reduce central tax collection effort and investment in law-and-order. If the central government is much more predatory than local governments, this could increase welfare. But if both level governments are equally benevolent or predatory, welfare would be higher under complete centralization. 

AT Fed key

Federalism fails to account for regional differences; national leadership is key.

Rico Maggi, Socioeconomic Institute, University of Zurich, ’92, Transportation Research Part A: Policy and Practice, “SWISS TRANSPORT POLICY FOR EUROPE?¶ FEDERALISM AND THE DOMINANCE OF LOCAL ISSUES”

AS is well known, transport infrastructure has a¶ network character. This has two important implications¶ in the case of transport policy proposals relating¶ to the national or international road-network¶ (for the ease of the argument the analysis will be¶ restricted to road transport, but the model could easily¶ be adapted to other modes). First, the road network¶ creates spatial externalities because any single¶ link in a specific location can have impacts on the¶ national economic development (e.g. if it solves a¶ bottleneck problem of national relevance). With regard¶ to the national development, these externalities¶ would lead to a suboptimal provision of (large-scale)¶ transport infrastructure in the case of a federalist¶ solution, because local or regional units would take¶ a free-rider position. This is the reason why, traditionally,¶ motorway networks, train systems etc. are¶ planned on a national level. A second implication of¶ the network character of transport is that the costs¶ and benefits of a specific transport policy project¶ may be unequally distributed among the nodes of a¶ network and, moreover, an imbalance may also exist¶ between the areas along the link and those surrounding¶ the nodes. Thus, (internal) economic benefits will¶ often occur in the nodes whereas (external) ecological¶ disbenefits are felt in the areas along the links.¶ The consequence of these externalities is a growing¶ local resistance against the planning and implementation¶ of national or international transport infrastructure¶ projects. Especially in Austria and Switzerland,¶ it has also provoked an increasing demand for restrictive¶ regulation of transit traffic on roads.¶ These distributional aspects become relevant for¶ democratic decision-making. Given a normal spatial¶ settlement pattern, the majority of the people (voters)¶ will normally live in the centers (nodes) and the¶ minority in the areas along the links. To find majorities,¶ the policymakers will therefore usually propose¶ transport projects establishing more performing¶ links between the big nodes. This solves the externality¶ problems in the case of simple majority rules.¶ However, if federalist elements are introduced in¶ decision-making on centrally provided goods (or regulations),¶ the local perspective will become relevant¶ and may lead to a dominance of local issues in national¶ policy.

Fed key

USFG is key to solving current transportation issues – urban renewal, disaster relief, social equity, and security.

Bruce D. McDowell, President of the Intergovernmental Management Associates, and Sheldon Edner, Director of the Center for Federal Management Leadership, 2002, Publius (2002) 32 (1): pg. 1, ‘Introdcution: Federalism and Surface Transportation’, Oxford Journals, TB

Against this real-world backdrop, federal legislation requires cooperation and coordination. This is a good and necessary policy. Ports and airports need good access to surface transportation if their goods and passengers are to continue trips without interruption. Highways, transit, bicycle and pedestrian facilities, commuter railroads, and ferries must fit together as part of a transportation network if they are to unlock commuter congestion. At the same time, air quality, noise, and numerous other quality-of-life considerations must be addressed. Serving the public, ensuring equity among diverse groups, and improving transportation safety are key goals. ¶ The Federal government's interest in transportation stems from multiple sources, principally including interstate commerce and military preparedness. State and local interests are produced much more directly by traditional geographic responsibilities for providing services. The resulting patchwork of ownership and funding for the physical system is complicated and complex. ¶ But getting cooperation and coordination to occur can be hard and frustrating work. American federalism has been evolving shared responsibilities for transportation facilities and services for more than 100 years. Over this period, the federal role has shifted from facilitating farm to-market commerce, to connecting all the nation's metropolitan areas to each other, to solving urban mobility and congestion problems, and to promoting global competitiveness. Along the historical path of nationbuilding there have been doses of military preparedness, urban renewal, disaster relief, social equity, and, most recently, homeland security. As the Canadian comparison in this symposium illustrates, however, this path is by no means the only one the United States could have taken. It reflects, instead, the uniquely American experiment in governing.

Only federal leadership can solve freeriding and inter-state disputes.

Rico Maggi, Socioeconomic Institute, University of Zurich, ’92, Transportation Research Part A: Policy and Practice, “SWISS TRANSPORT POLICY FOR EUROPE?

FEDERALISM AND THE DOMINANCE OF LOCAL ISSUES”

Switzerland will not be a member of the EC in¶ the near future. Nonetheless, because of its central¶ location in Europe, Swiss transport policy decisions¶ are relevant for the European transport infrastructure¶ network.1 The way in which the European perspective¶ enters Swiss decisions on transport policy¶ depends on the institutional arrangements of direct¶ democracy in Switzerland. As a function of federalist¶ elements in the direct democratic instruments (initiative,¶ referendum) in Switzerland, all policy issues¶ are treated to some degree as if they were local public¶ goods. In a federalist context, however, transport¶ projects are evaluated according to the spatial distribution¶ of their local impacts in terms of costs and¶ benefits. In the case of transport policy projects with¶ large scale spatial impacts, the ensuing spatial externalities¶ will incite the regions (cantons) to take a free¶ rider position. As a consequence of this "relevance¶ of local issues," the transport infrastructure supply¶ can be suboptimal for a nation like Switzerland-or,¶ in analogy, for Europe as a whole.¶ ]In an earlier paper (Maggi, 1990), the author applied¶ the model presented here on three transport related referenda¶ in Switzerland. Two of these (on a heavy vehicle levy¶ and on a motorway user charge) are also included in the¶ present paper and, in addition, three votes on motorway¶ trunks in 1990. While the former paper discussed the situation¶ in Switzerland as through-traffic country in a European¶ context in a more general way, the present study concentrates¶ on the question whether or not local issues¶ dominate in the five road transport referenda under consideration.¶ It is concluded that to solve these problems, the¶ decisions on large-scale transport policy projects¶ must either be taken on a national (or even European)¶ level-a solution that seems unfeasible in the¶ case of Switzerland and the EC-or the regions supplying¶ the transport infrastructure must be compensated¶ for their contribution to the national or international¶ integration.

Fed key

National authority is key to foreign relations.

Curtis A. Bradley, Professor of Law and Hunton & Williams Research Professor, University of Virginia School of Law, 2002, Berkley Journal of International Law, “World War II Compensation and Foreign Relations Federalism”, http://scholarship.law.duke.edu/cgi/viewcontent.cgi?article=2098&context=faculty_scholarship&sei-redir=1&referer=http%3A%2F%2Fscholar.google.com%2Fscholar%3Fas_ylo%3D2000%26as_yhi%3D2015%26q%3Dfederalism%2BAND%2Bwar%26hl%3Den%26as_sdt%3D0%252C30#search=%22federalism%20war%22, 

Many foreign affairs scholars believe that federalism is, or at least should be, irrelevant to foreign affairs.4 Under this view, the nation must speak with one voice, not fifty voices, if it is to operate effectively in the international realm. In addition, if individual states are allowed to engage in foreign affairs activities, the argument goes, they will be in a position to impose harmful externalities on the entire nation—for example, by triggering retaliatory sanctions against the United States. For these reasons, as Professor Louis Henkin con-tends in his influential book on foreign affairs law, "Foreign relations are na-tional relations."5 This is the view I am calling "one voice nationalism." Proponents of one voice nationalism often rely on broad statements made during the Founding period.° The constitutional Founders generally agreed that, during the Articles of Confederation period, the national government had not been given sufficient power to conduct foreign relations? The Founders thus often referred to the need for more national control in this area. In defending the constitutional grants of foreign affairs powers to the national government, James Madison stated in The Federalist that, "if we are to be one nation in any respect, it clearly ought to be in respect to other nations."8 Similarly, in defending cer-tain grants of federal court Jurisdiction over foreign affairs matters, Alexander Hamilton stated that "the peace of the WHOLE ought not to be left at the dispo-sal of a PART."8 These statements are often quoted out of context to suggest that the Constitution disallows the states from doing anything that might affect foreign relations. Supporters of one voice nationalism also typically rely on broad Supreme Court dicta from decisions during the late nineteenth century and the early to mid-twentieth centuryi° They rely on the Court's statement in the 1889 Chi-nese Exclusion Case that, "For local interests the several States of the Union exist, but for national purposes, embracing our relations with foreign nations, we are but one people. one nation, one power."11 And they quote United States v. Belmont, decided in 1942, for the proposition that, "in respect of our foreign relations generally, state lines disappear. As to such purpose . . the State does not exist."12 Professor Henkin, for example, ties this quotation from Belmont to the broad statements from the Founding, stating that, "At the end of the twenti-eth century as at the end of the eighteenth, as regards U.S. foreign relations, the states 'do not exist.-13 

Federal leadership and vision key to maintain infrastructure.

Hatch 10 [Henry J. “Hank” Hatch, p.e., Dist.m.asce, April 2010, ASCE, The Infrastructure Round Tables, http://www.asce.org/uploadedFiles/Publications/CE_Magazine/2010_Issues/04_April/410CE-A.pdf] aw

America’s infrastructure needs bold leadership and a compelling national vision. During the 20th century, the federal government led the way in building our nation’s greatest infrastructure systems by means ranging from the New Deal   programs to the interstate highway system and the Clean   Water Act. Since that time, federal leadership has diminished and the condition of the nation’s infrastructure has suffered. Currently most infrastructure investment decisions are   made without the benefit of a national vision. That strong   national vision must originate with strong federal leadership   and be shared by all levels of government and the private sector. Without a strong national vision, infrastructure will continue to deteriorate. 
AT Permutation

Brightlines and restricted action leads to gridlock and kills solvency – only perm can solve.

Erin Ryan, Associate Professor of Law at Lewis & Clark Law School, 2007, Maryland Law Review 66.3, pg. 511-512, ‘Federalism and the Tug of War Within: Seeking Checks and Balance in the Interjurisdictional Gray Area’, http://works.bepress.com/erin_ryan/5/, TB

Demanding attention from both a national and local actor, interjurisdictional problems do blur that boundary, pitting concerns about tyranny and needs for pragmatism against one another.  But it is arguably the tension between federalism’s check-and-balance and problem-solving values that has made our system such a robust form of government—enabling it to adjust for changing demographics, technologies, and expectations without losing its essential character. A model of federalism that engages these tensions is a model that can endure.  But the New Federalism’s focus on preserving bright-line boundaries above all else renders it unable to effectively mediate the competition between federalism values, contributing to a governmental ethos that obstructs even desirable regulatory activity in the interjurisdictional gray area (such as federal initiative that might have been taken in the aftermath of Hurricane Katrina).  Taken to its extreme, the New Federalism model can lead to jurisdictional gridlock, posing obstacles to novel approaches to interjurisdictional regulatory partnerships17 and discouraging efficient responses to some of society’s most pressing problems.18
Bureaucracy ensures states are hesitant to flex funds from highways, only with federal pressure will they do so – only perm can solve.

Robert J. Dilger, Director of West Virginia University’s Institute for Public Affairs and Professor in the Eberly College of Arts and Science’s Department of Political Science, 1998, Publius (1998) 28 (1): pg. 53-54, ‘TEA-21: Transportation Policy, Pork Barrel Politics, and American Federalism’, Oxford Journals, TB

One of ISTEA's implementation difficulties was Congress' failure to designate the highways within the National Highway System until 1995. Another difficulty was created by the U.S. DOT, which took nearly two years to issue its planning regulations.9 Worried that they could later become subject to federal sanctions, many state and local transportation officials were reluctant to implement new planning procedures in the absence of federal guidelines. Moreover, because most transportation projects typically take several years to go from conception to construction to use, many states already had a large number of projects "in the pipeline" when ISTEA went into effect and were not in a position to make radical changes in their funding patterns during ISTEA's initial two to three years. In addition, most MPOs were not accustomed to playing such a major role in transportation policymaking. Many of them lacked the staff, expertise, procedures, and political connections necessary to exercise their new responsibilities.10 As a result, it was not surprising that a major shift in transportation funding patterns did not take place during ISTEA's initial three years. In 1992, for example, state and local officials invested nearly all (about 97 percent) of their flexible highway funds in traditional highway projects, principally highway construction and repair.11
Since then, MPOs, particularly ones representing populations greater than 200,000, have strengthened their staff resources, though often by contracting out services to planners in the private sector rather than hiring their own permanent staff. The new planning procedures were also put into place.12 Nevertheless, most of ISTEA's funding continued to be spent on highway construction and repair. State and local officials "flexed" less than $3 billion of the more than $70 billion that could have been moved from highway construction to other transportation modes, and most of those flexed funds (55 percent) were concentrated in the $6 billion Congestion Mitigation and Air Quality Improvement Program (CMAQ) that specifically discouraged, with the exception of funding for High-Occupancy Vehicle (HOV) lanes, funding for highway uses.13
The administration claimed that flexing nearly $3 billion in ISTEA's highway construction funds to other transportation modes was an indication that "state and local governments have responded enthusiastically to the increased flexibility in federal programs."14 Although the amount flexed under ISTEA increased from year to year, reaching nearly $800 million in 1996, flexing less than 4 percent of available funds, while noteworthy, does not represent a major policy shift. Moreover, most of the "flexing" occurred in just three states, New York, California, and Massachusetts.15
States MUST have funding approved for projects by the federal government – perm is the only mechanism for solvency.

Robert J. Dilger, Director of West Virginia University’s Institute for Public Affairs and Professor in the Eberly College of Arts and Science’s Department of Political Science, 1998, Publius (1998) 28 (1): pg. 53-54, ‘TEA-21: Transportation Policy, Pork Barrel Politics, and American Federalism’, Oxford Journals, TB

State departments of transportation (DOTs) continued to play the primary role in distributing funds from ISTEA's other highway programs. Recognizing that some states may want to reallocate some of their highway funds to mass transit and other non-highway transportation uses, they were allowed to transfer up to half of their National Highway System funds (up to $10.5 billion nationwide) to their STP without federal approval, or all of those funds ($21 billion nationwide) with the approval of the U.S. Secretary of Transportation. States could also transfer up to half of their bridge funds ($8 billion nationwide) and up to 20 percent of their Interstate Maintenance funds ($3.4 billion nationwide) to their STP. States could transfer all of their Interstate Maintenance funds ($17 billion nationwide) if they had met their interstate maintenance needs. Although STP's 10 percent set-aside restrictions and apportionment formula to urbanized areas did limit state autonomy somewhat, the block grant, coupled with the ability to "flex" funds from other federally financed transportation programs, clearly enhanced the ability of state transportation officials to target their transportation resources to projects that they thought were most appropriate for their state
Perm is normal means – federal government gives funding to the states that then individually allocate funds and implement projects

Robert J. Dilger, Director of West Virginia University’s Institute for Public Affairs and Professor in the Eberly College of Arts and Science’s Department of Political Science, 1998, Publius (1998) 28 (1): pg. 53-54, ‘TEA-21: Transportation Policy, Pork Barrel Politics, and American Federalism’, Oxford Journals, TB

Two important lessons can be derived from the examination of ISTEA and its reauthorization process. First, although federal transportation funding patterns continued relatively unchanged under ISTEA, with highway construction and repair remaining the program's dominant focus, ISTEA did decentralize transportation policy, changing its programmatic focus from national-state to state-local. Moreover, although proposals to further decentralize transportation policy garner little support in Congress, TEA-21 retained ISTEA's basic features and will continue the decentralization that it brought about. Despite the 1,850 congressionally mandated "demonstration" projects, states will continue to dominate the project selection under TEA-21, and MPOs will continue to see their influence in project selection increase, especially MPOs representing areas widi populations exceeding 200,000. Also, TEA-21 should provide local officials in rural areas a limited, but increased, role in selecting projects in their areas.
Perm is normal means – feds give funding for states to use

Ross. R. Fulton, Partner at Rayburn Cooper & Durham, P.A. Attorneys at Law, 4/26/2007, “Our Federal System”: States’ Susceptibility to Challenge When Applying Federal Affirmative Action Law, University of Chicago Law Review,   http://lawreview.uchicago.edu/sites/lawreview.uchicago.edu/files/uploads/74.2/74_2_Fulton.pdf, TB

In the 1980s and ’90s, Congress passed a series of highway laws providing states with federal funds to augment state highway projects—but with “strings attached.”1Under these laws, states only receive federal funds if they agree to implement congressionally designed affirmative action programs on state highway projects using federal funds.2 These laws accomplish Congress’s goal of promoting minority participation in state highway projects but leave states the responsibility of enacting and implementing the specific affirmative action programs.3 Congress’s authority to place conditions on federal funds stems from its constitutionally based Spending Power.4 Normally, Congress passes laws that are directly implemented by the federal government. By contrast, the Spending Power allows Congress to achieve its policy goals indirectly, using federal funds to incentivize state action.
Permutation

Perm: do both with income taxation 

Musgrave 97
Richard A. Musgrave, formerly H.H. Burbank Professor of Political Economy, Emeritus, Harvard University and formerly Adjunct Professor of Economics, University of California, Santa Cruz, “Devolution, Grants, and Fiscal Competition,” American Economic Association, The Journal of Economic Perspectives, Vol. 11, No. 4, pp. 65-72, Autumn 1997, http://www.jstor.org/stable/2138462 
 As an alternative to competition, the relationship among fiscal jurisdic-tions may be seen in terms  of  cooperation  and  coordination.  Tax coordination in  a federal  system  need  not  involve  a sharp  division  of  tax  bases  by levels  of government.  Income taxation,  as in  the  United  States,  may apply  at both  the federal  and  state  levels  and  in  some  countries  is  administered  in joint  form. With progressive taxation effective  at only  the  central  level,  the  retail  sales tax supplemented  by low-rate  income  taxation  is  left  to  the  states.  The property tax, when  used  to finance  specific  local  outlays,  retains  a component  of benefit taxation  and  as such  is suitable  for  the  local  level.  All  in  all,  the  existing  dis-tribution  of  tax  bases  among  our  levels  of  government  makes  fairly  good sense. Nevertheless,  cooperation  between jurisdictions  is required.  The retail sales tax calls for cooperation  to protect  revenues  against mail and cross-border shopping.  Personal income  taxation  calls for  cooperation  to  enable  jurisdictions  to reach  the  total  income  of  their  residents,  including  that  earned  outside  their borders,  a  task  facilitated  by  the  availability  of  federal  returns  to  state  tax authorities. More  complex  needs  for  coordination arise  under  the  corporation  income  tax. For corporations  operating  within  a number  of states,  the  source  of income  has  to  be  assigned  among  jurisdictions  and  with  it the  division  of  tax base.  Further  problems  arise  in  the  tax  treatment  of  related  enterprises,  and so forth. The  need  for  tax  coordination  is  magnified  at  the  international  level,  and especially so in a world of growing economic  integration. As the mobility of capital and  other  resources  becomes  more  global,  national  governments  become  more local in nature. Coordination  between national  governments  then  becomes  essential, lest the compounded  powers of devolution,  competition  and globalization  destroy the  integrity of  fiscal systems. Techniques  of  coordination  can  be  devised, solutions which permit coexistence  and do so without forcing uniformity or retreat from equitable taxation  (P. Musgrave, 1991). What might be harmful collusion  in the  market for  products  can  become  constructive  cooperation  in  the  interjurisdictional fiscal setting. What is bad for the private goose  may, if properly applied, prove good  for the public gander.   

States and the federal government should do transportation infrastructure jointly

NCSL 11 [National Conference of State Legislatures, 2011, “Surface Transportation Federalism”, http://www.ncsl.org/documents/transportation/SurfTransFederalism.pdf] aw

The National Conference of State Legislatures (NCSL) calls on Congress to work closely with states   to develop a shared, long-term vision for financing and funding surface transportation systems that   will enhance the nation’s prosperity and the quality of life of all Americans.   The federal government plays a vital role in supporting a national surface transportation system that   meets national defense needs, addresses fairly and equally the mobility needs of all Americans and   facilitates interstate commerce. NCSL supports the continuation and preservation of a federal-aid   surface transportation program. The federal program should direct spending to national priorities   while allowing for state and insular area flexibility in local and regional variations.  It is also essential   that the federal-aid surface transportation program incorporate requirements and foster goals of   other national policies that impact transportation decision-making.   Recent federal reauthorizations have recognized the unique contributions of each transportation   mode to the productivity of the states and the nation, and to the ability of this nation to compete   globally in the emerging and existing international economies.  These laws contemplate an integrated   transportation system for the movement of both goods and people, with increased emphasis on   adopting technologies that improve productivity.  NCSL urges Congress to increase funding for   federal-aid surface transportation programs and provide states enhanced programming flexibility and   increased responsibility for meeting a multitude of national goals.  The ability of states to maintain   flexibility in decision making and comply with environmental and other mandates is dependent upon   regulatory flexibility as well as adequate and reliable funding. 
Permutation

Federal government should match state railway funding—allows state flexibility 

NCSL 11 [National Conference of State Legislatures, 2011, “Surface Transportation Federalism”, http://www.ncsl.org/documents/transportation/SurfTransFederalism.pdf] aw

 User fees designated for deposit in the HTF should be made available for flexible   transportation usage by states.  States should have flexibility in the use of funds for intercity   passenger rail service, including Amtrak.  The federal match should encourage state efforts in   specific programs of national significance, but not discourage flexibility in state or insular area   transference of categorical funds.  Despite separate federal authorizing legislation for Amtrak,   Congress must ensure that surface transportation authorizing legislation acknowledges and   fully supports the role of passenger rail for ensuring interstate mobility.  States that invest in   or otherwise support passenger rail services to complement highway mobility options should   be rewarded and encouraged. 
Only perm can solve—Decentralization fails democracy gains are insignificant, lack of good budget management, and no way to generate enough revenue without money from the government 

Erik Wibbels, Associate Professor at Duke University, October 2k, American Journal of Political Science, Vol. 44 No. 4, “Federalism and the Politics of Macroeconomic Policy and Performance”, pg. 689, JSTOR, http://www.jstor.org/stable/2669275?seq=2, TB

First, federal political institutions are often less democratic than their counterparts in the developed world. Civic participation is often marginal at the provincial level; the local press can be compromised; provincial judicial systems are often unfair; and provincial politics often rely on clientelism (Prod’homme 1995; Wildasin 1997). Thus, even if one accepts the suspect assumption of the economic literature on fiscal federalism that local electorates are fiscal conservatives by nature (Shah 1998), the quality of democratic institutions in these nations complicates the transmission of that information to politicians. The importance of democratic accountability vis-à-vis provincial fiscal policy can be overstated, however. Give the three additional characteristics outlined below, one can expect provincial politicians to resist reforms even under ideal democratic conditions. Second, resistance to reform is likely because subnational governments in developing nations have limited capacity to raise money on international financial markets. Where subnational governments are unable to borrow from any institution other than their own national or provincial banks, the market concerns that push national officials toward stabilazation policies do not operate.2 The importance of a free market for provincial debt as an important signaller to voters of state overspending is often overlooked in the U.S. literature on state fiscal performance (for an exception, see Gold 1995). Absent bond markets that punish overspenders, provincial voters often lack information on fiscal performance. Instead, national governments in developing federations generally have to guarantee provincial loans, taking on the role of lender of last resort. Because provincial defaults will ultimately reflect on national credit ratings when national guaratees are implicit (if not explicit), provincial governments face tempting incentives to default at the expense of national governments. Third, the tendency for divergent economic policies is exacerbated by the vertical fiscal imbalance characteristic of most federal nations. State governments can rarely achieve economies of scale in tax collection and cannot raise the revenues consistent with their expenditure requirements (Oates 1977). The result is extensive systems of fiscal transfers from central to provincial governments. Provincial finances are, therefore, subject of “fiscal illsuion.” Fiscal illusion occurs when citizens cannot recognize the full clost of a public good and tend to overdemand that good. Since provincial citizens associate provincial services with relatively low provincial tax burdens, they underestimate the costs to themselves of provincially provided public goods. The result if overdemand on provincial spending. Thus, extant political pressures will often be to increase spending, not cut it in accord with national austerity efforts. 

Permutation

Federal power allows government to safeguard the states

Chemerinsky 97
Erwin Chemerinsky, Founding Dean and Associate Professor of Law at the University of Southern California Law Center, 45 u. Kan. L. Rev. 1219 (1996-1997), “Federalism Not as Limits, But as Empowerment,” 1996-1997.
This simple idea has important consequences for the debate over  federalism because it helps to explain why it is misguided to focus on  federalism as being solely or primarily about protecting state sovereignty.  Federalism must be about protecting the interests of both the federal and  the state governments. Indeed, from this perspective, the single most  important provision in the Constitution concerning federalism is Article  VI, which expressly declares that federal law is supreme.46 It is the  constitutional provision that most directly speaks to the relationship of  federal and state law and thus between federal and state governments.  Yet it is striking that throughout this symposium there has been scarcely  a mention of the Supremacy Clause.  Put another way, focusing on federalism almost entirely as constraints  on federal power commits a basic logical fallacy of confusing the part  with the whole. The total concern must be about upholding the powers  and prerogatives of both federal and state governments. Safeguarding the  states is a part, but not the entirety of the appropriate focus in federalism  decisions.  

All three levels of government play a key role in financing infrastructure 

Bell et al. 05  
(George Washington Institute of Public Policy Mike Bell, David Brunori, Royce Hanson, Chanyong Choi, Lori Metcalf, and Bing Yuan, 11-5- 05 ‘State and Local Infrastructure Financing,’ Pg 1, http://www.gwu.edu/~gwipp/papers/wp028.pdf)  

Governments at all three levels—federal, state, and local—play a significant role in ¶ financing public infrastructure. The federal government contributes to state and local ¶ infrastructure through either direct expenditures in the form of grants or indirect expenditures in ¶ the form of tax credits, loans, and loan guarantees (Feldman, Mudge, and Rubin 1988). The use ¶ of excise taxes and user fees is especially prominent in transportation finance. Federal  transportation funds are composed mainly of fuel taxes, which account for 90 percent of the ¶ revenues deposited into the Federal Highway Trust Fund (Morris 2001), which is responsible for ¶ 75 percent of all highway and mass transit capital expenditures (in 2001). State governments ¶ also rely on user taxes and fees as their primary sources of funding. These taxes and fees include ¶ state motor fuel taxes, vehicle licenses and registration fees, emission fees, and sales taxes. Due ¶ to variations in state tax structures, not all user revenues are designated for transportation ¶ disbursements. In many states, local governments also levy gas and vehicle sales taxes (Morris ¶ 2001). Such taxes are generally, albeit not universally, earmarked for transportation projects. 
Permutation - New federalism solves

Regan 95 – (HOW TO THINK ABOUT THE FEDERAL COMMERCE POWER AND INCIDENTALLY REWRITE UNITED STATES v. LOPEZ) ,  Page 6, http://heinonline.org/HOL/Page?handle=hein.journals/mlr94&div=32&g_sent=1&collection=journals
If we are prepared to rethink more fundamentally, we can produce¶ a theory of the commerce power that is internally consistent,¶ that is faithful to the general intention of the Framers, that does no¶ more damage to the text of the Commerce Clause than our current¶ theory, that justifies the results - though not all of the arguments¶ - in the major commerce power precedents, and that embodies an¶ attractive conception of our federalism. Such a theory should appeal¶ to originalists and believers in an evolving tradition alike.
AT Race to Bottom

States cause race to the bottom and decrease public services 

Oates 99 [William E. Oates, September 1999, “An Essay on Fiscal Federalism”, Journal of Economic Literature, JSTOR, http://www.jstor.org/stable/10.2307/2564874] aw

 The  general  idea  of  decentralizing   the  provision  of  public  services  to  the   jurisdictions of concern has been widely   recognized.  It manifests itself  clearly on   both sides  of the  Atlantic. We see it  in   Europe  under the  nomenclature  of  the   "principle  of  subsidiarity," where  it  is   explicitly  enshrined  in  the  Maastrict   Treaty  as  a  fundamental  principle  for   European  union.  In  the  U.S.,  it  often   appears more  informally as an aversion   to the "one size fits all" approach.   Somewhat  paradoxically,  however,   this view  is the  subject  of  a widespread   and fundamental  challenge  both  at the   theoretical  and  policy  levels.  The   source  of  this  challenge  is  the  claim   that  interjurisdictional  competition   among  decentralized  levels  of  govern-   ment  introduces  serious  allocative  dis-   tortions.  In  their  eagerness  to  promote   economic  development  with  the  crea-   tion of new jobs (so the argument goes),   state  and  local  officials  tend  to  hold   down tax rates  and,  consequently,  out-   puts  of  public  services  so  as to  reduce   the  costs  for  existing  and  prospective   business  enterprise.  This  results  in  a   "race to  the  bottom"  with  suboptimal   outputs of public services.24 

States are “racing to the bottom” to attract business

Cornell and Taylor 2000
(Stephen Cornell, Director
Professor of Sociology and of Public Administration and Policy
Faculty Associate, Native Nations Institute  At Udall Center for Studies in Public Policy, Jonathan Taylor, research fellow at the Harvard Project on American Indian Economic Development, and a senior policy scholar at the Udall Center for Studies in Public Policy at the University of Arizona 06-26-00, “Sovereignty, Devolution, and the Future of Tribal-state Relations” http://nni.arizona.edu/pubs/tribal%20state%20relations.pdf  
Some of the critics of devolution argue that it pits government against government in a “race to the bottom” to make regulations less and less stringent in order to attract business. For example, the critics of the New Federalism argue that as states compete with each other for business, they will move toward the least common denominator in environmental or workplace regulation, welfare benefits, taxation, and the like, trying to capture business from or shift costs to other states. Similarly, critics of tribal sovereignty argue that less developed tribes will be more willing to accept hazardous wastes, relax worker safety regulation, or be otherwise overeager to attract businesses by lowering standards. Tribal sovereignty, in this argument, means lax regulation that will either (a) force the state to compete with the tribe by loosening its own standards, eventually harming the public good, or (b) put the state economy, state workers, or the state environment at risk as the effects of lax tribal standards spill off the reservations into nonIndian communities and the state as a whole. Adherents of these various views use them to argue against recognizing the inherent sovereignty of tribes and as justifications for asserting state jurisdiction rather than establishing government-to-government partnerships with Indian nations. They promote a devolutionary pattern in which state power grows relative to tribal power, and tribal self-determination becomes increasingly hostage to state actions. 

“Race to the Bottom” reduces standards to promote development

Spence 12 [David B. Spence, Prof. of Law, Politics & Regulation, University of Texas at Austin, 3/2/2012, “Federalism, Regulatory Lags, and Energy Production, Northwestern, http://www.law.northwestern.edu/searlecenter/papers/Spence_Federalism_Energy_3-4.pdf]

A second rationale (or set of rationales) for federal regulation focuses on the ability or  willingness of state governments to regulate.  Even when externalities fall primarily on locals,  local governments may not be up to the job.  That is, they may lack the ability  to regulate  effectively, due to the lack of resources or scientific competency. 130   Detecting the presence of  this problem is difficult, however, because it hypothesizes a desire to regulate on the part of the state that has not been evidenced in the policy process.  Stated differently, it might be  presumptuous to assume the desire to regulate in the absence of regulation.  However, the socalled "race to the bottom" hypothesis suggests that states may under-regulate because they must  compete with one another for jobs and economic development by reducing environmental or  other regulatory standards. 131   This race to the bottom  argument is often framed as a kind of  prisoners dilemma 132 in which local governments collectively would prefer more stringent  regulatory standards, but cannot sustain any cooperative effort to maintain stringent regulatory  standards in the face of temptation -- namely, the opportunity to attract business and jobs.  Not  everyone accepts the race to the bottom hypothesis, 133 and it has sparked an interesting literature  examining the logical and normative implications of state and local decisions to reduce  environmental standards in order to promote development. 134  

Federal regulation is key to prevent a race to the bottom

Spence 12 [David B. Spence, Prof. of Law, Politics & Regulation, University of Texas at Austin, 3/2/2012, “Federalism, Regulatory Lags, and Energy Production, Northwestern, http://www.law.northwestern.edu/searlecenter/papers/Spence_Federalism_Energy_3-4.pdf]

Most federal energy regulatory regimes can be justified according some combination of the first, second and fourth rationales described in the previous section. Some energy facilities are subject to a suite of risk-based regulations that focus not on a particular industry, but on controlling interstate/spillover externalities (e.g. air or water pollution) or preventing a race to the bottom across a variety of industries (including energy).  These kinds of regulatory regimes are the product of republican moments, driven by public concern over the risks at issue. 150     Coal-fired power plants and oil refineries, for example, are subject to risk-based regulation by a variety of federal agencies under several federal statutes, each focused on managing a particular set of environmental, health and safety risks.  Thus, new or modified coal-fired power plants and oil refineries must obtain air and water discharge permits under the Clean Air Act and Clean Water Act, respectively. 151   Because air and surface water pollution crosses state boundaries, 152 federal regulation makes sense, but federal regulators have stopped short of regulating entirely intrastate water pollution, for the most part.  At the same time, coal-fired power plants must comply with OSHA worker protection regulations 153 and hazardous waste management requirements under RCRA 154 that may involve relatively few interstate impacts.  Nevertheless, in the absence of such regulation, one might imagine states competing for mobile capital investment (and the resultant jobs and economic development) by lowering their regulatory  standards. 155    

The only way to stop the “Race to the Bottom” is to have federal regulation

Macey and Butler 96, Macey, Jonathan, Yale Law School, 1-1-96, “Externalities and Matching Principle: The Case for Reallocating Environmental Regulatory Authority” http://digitalcommons.law.yale.edu/cgi/viewcontent.cgi?article=2440&context=fss_papers

A leading rationale for federal domination of environmental regulation is to prevent states from competing for economic growth opportunities by lowering their environmental standards in a so-called "race to the bottom.»36 The notion is that all states compete for economic growth by lowering environmental standards below the level they would select if they acted collectively at the national level.37 What is individually rational for individual states is collectively irrational at the national level.38 Professor Richard Stewart describes the implication of this dynamic in concise terms: Given the mobility of industry and commerce, any individual state or community may rationally decline unilaterally to adopt high environmental standards that entail substantial costs for industry and obstacles to economic development for fear that the resulting environmental gains will be more than offset by movement of capital to other areas with lower standards. Ifeach locality reasons in the same way, all will adopt lower standards of environmental quality than they would prefer ifthere were some binding mechanism that enabled them simultaneously to enact higher standards, thus eliminating the threatened loss of industry or development. 39 According to this logic, federal regulation is necessary to correct a political market failure at the state level. But there is a faulty link in the syllogism-each locality does not reason in the same way. Localities have different preferences for environmental quality, for a variety of economic and aesthetic 

Federal regulation is key to prevent a race to the bottom

Spence 12 [David B. Spence, Prof. of Law, Politics & Regulation, University of Texas at Austin, 3/2/2012, “Federalism, Regulatory Lags, and Energy Production, Northwestern, http://www.law.northwestern.edu/searlecenter/papers/Spence_Federalism_Energy_3-4.pdf]

Most federal energy regulatory regimes can be justified according some combination of the first, second and fourth rationales described in the previous section. Some energy facilities are subject to a suite of risk-based regulations that focus not on a particular industry, but on controlling interstate/spillover externalities (e.g. air or water pollution) or preventing a race to the bottom across a variety of industries (including energy).  These kinds of regulatory regimes are the product of republican moments, driven by public concern over the risks at issue. 150     Coal-fired power plants and oil refineries, for example, are subject to risk-based regulation by a variety of federal agencies under several federal statutes, each focused on managing a particular set of environmental, health and safety risks.  Thus, new or modified coal-fired power plants and oil refineries must obtain air and water discharge permits under the Clean Air Act and Clean Water Act, respectively. 151   Because air and surface water pollution crosses state boundaries, 152 federal regulation makes sense, but federal regulators have stopped short of regulating entirely intrastate water pollution, for the most part.  At the same time, coal-fired power plants must comply with OSHA worker protection regulations 153 and hazardous waste management requirements under RCRA 154 that may involve relatively few interstate impacts.  Nevertheless, in the absence of such regulation, one might imagine states competing for mobile capital investment (and the resultant jobs and economic development) by lowering their regulatory  standards. 155    

AT No solvency – economy

States can’t manage macroeconomic fiscal issues – three warrants.

Erik Wibbels, Associate Professor at Duke University, October 2k, American Journal of Political Science, Vol. 44 No. 4, “Federalism and the Politics of Macroeconomic Policy and Performance”, pg. 688-689, JSTOR, http://www.jstor.org/stable/2669275?seq=2, TB

In a federal system, however, subnational officials respond to different constituencies. Herein lies the cause of policy divergence across levels of government (Riker 1987). Policy divergence is particularly likely with respect to economic reform because electororates hold national, not subnation, governments responsible for macroeconomic performance, and international pressures tend to be focused on national governments. Because provincial leaders are insulated form accountability for the nation’s macroeconomic situation, subnational adjustment policies are subject to collective action problems. From the point of provincial politicians, the gains achieved via state-level economic reform cannot be contained within state boundaries because state economies are so open. Furthermore, the impact of any one state’s reform efforts is likely to be marginal in terms of the overall success of economic adjustment. As a result, Olson’s (1965) free-rider problem becomes operational. Economic adjustment takes on the quality of a public good requiring the individual states to cooperate, but it is more rational for individual provincial politicians to avoid the political costs associated with austerity. Under these circumstances, the coordination of national fiscal and monetary policies as adjustment tools is complicated, posing a challenge to national economic stability (Prud’homme 1995; Treisman 1999a). Subnational fiscal fragilities in federal systems can effect macroeconomic performance in three ways: (1) provincial fiscal policy can starve central governments of revenue sources, encouraging fiscal imbalance at the federal level; (2) monetary policy can generate inflation is federal authorities cover subnational fiscal imbalances via seignorage; and (3) federal indebtness can increase if national governemtns assume provincial debt to ensure the solvency of provincial governments. As a result, economic adjustment policies have an improtant subnational component in federal sysytems. These threats to macroeconomic performance are largely moot in unitary systems where local governments are best understood as bureaucratic extensions of central governemnts. Absent the divergent incentives and politial autonomy generated by federalism, subnational officials in unitary systems are responsible to their central governments and therefore have few motives to resist economic reforms. 

AT No solvency – HSR

Regional HSR coordination is superior to national planning.

Henry L. Vega and Leo Penne, George Mason University, Center for Transportation, Policy, Operations, Logistics, American Association of State Highway and Transportation Officials, ’08, Transport, “Governance and Institutions of Transportation Investments in US Mega-Regions”

It has been suggested that state and local policymakers¶ face challenges and opportunities for cooperation in a¶ mega-region. In the case of the United States, public capital¶ financing still rests with voters on individual project¶ referendums, set forth to the voters as capital plan budgets,¶ dedicated tax increases or as bond issues. This type¶ of financing has been estimated to account for 25–35% of¶ state and local capital expenditures and for an even higher¶ fraction of core infrastructure financing (Haynes 2006).¶ From a regional development perspective, however,¶ in the areas such as economic development policy, the¶ benefits of competition have been observed to outweigh¶ the benefits of coordination, while regional control often¶ is a recipe for disaster. Transportation is a special sector¶ because positive externalities can be massive and regional¶ coordination can be the optimal solution (Glaeser¶ 2007). In particular, a regional approach to groundbased¶ transportation can make sense in the regions with¶ enough information and incentives to get things right¶ faster than the federal government, with the added benefit¶ that the region holds a greater ability to internalize¶ cross-jurisdiction externalities. However, the prioritization¶ of investments has been suggested must be done on¶ a case-by-case basis. High-speed rail, for example, would¶ make more sense in the Northeast rather than in the¶ Arizona Sun Corridor. Some of the priorities constantly¶ suggested by some state and local governments as most¶ suitable for regional coordination are the following

AT Lopez

Decentralization causes funding fights—local authorities devolve to fighting over allocation of funds instead of implementation.

Robert J. Dilger, Director of West Virginia University’s Institute for Public Affairs and Professor in the Eberly College of Arts and Science’s Department of Political Science, 1998, Publius (1998) 28 (1): pg. 53-54, ‘TEA-21: Transportation Policy, Pork Barrel Politics, and American Federalism’, Oxford Journals, TB

Second, the conflict between state and local government officials over transportation decisionmaking and the funding battles that ultimately led to Congress' inability to reauthorize ISTEA in 1997 highlight the crosspressures that congressional members and interest groups often face when considering intergovernmental policies. When parochial self-interest conflicts with the broader goals of American federalism, federalism often loses. For example, the local government lobby, which typically abhors federal mandates, advocated mandates for MPOs because those mandates would enhance local government decisionmaking authority. Also, despite die GOP's majority status in both the House and the Senate and that party's advocacy of decentralization and devolution, the GOP did not rally behind Representative Kasich's and Senator Mack's transportation devolution proposal. In fact, their proposal received very litde support in the Congress. Moreover, instead of the debate focusing on which government should have the authority to make the program's major decisions, the debate revolved almost exclusively around how much money would go to each congressional district or state. The participants' behavior during ISTEA's reauthorization suggests that it is relatively easy to advocate decentralization or devolution in the abstract, but it is much harder to act on those convictions when decentralization or devolution means giving up money or decisionmaking power. Given this, it is unlikely that transportation policy will ever be fully devolved to the states and localities. It is not in Congress' interest to give up one of its prime sources of particularized benefits. When the politics of pork conflicts with federalism principles, pork will almost always prevail.

No net benefit to the CP—Even with decentralization, national action is required

Bruce D. McDowell, President of the Intergovernmental Management Associates, and Sheldon Edner, Director of the Center for Federal Management Leadership, 2002, Publius (2002) 32 (1): pg. 7-8, ‘Introdcution: Federalism and Surface Transportation’, Oxford Journals, TB

 During the past two decades, American federalism has been anything but static. Efforts at reform have been many; taking the pulse of the system has been difficult. Contending political agendas in and between presidential administration's and Congress have wrought significant changes in the character and direction of federalism. Presidents Jimmy Carter, Ronald Reagan, George Bush, and Bill Clinton each sought reforms to simplify intergovernmental relationships and return some responsibilities to the states, but these efforts remain a work in progress. Coupled with continuing crosscurrents in congressional actions, these presidential efforts have combined to further stir the batter in America's marble-cake federalism. The outcomes have been hard to characterize with clarity. Transportation is one of the policy areas that has been a bellwether in characterizing the status of the federal-state relationship. With roots that reach back to 1916, the U.S. Department of Transportation's (DOT) surface-transportation program is among the most widely touted but most misunderstood grant-in-aid programs. It is a composite of several different forms of grants, including categorical, formula, discretionary, and competitive programs. The current program is authorized at roughly $218 billion, spread over six years. It is slated for reauthorization in FY 2004. Primary responsibility for its implementation rests jointly with the Federal Transit Administration (FTA) and the Federal Highway Administration (FHWA). The last two reauthorizations of the program-the Intermodal Surface Transportation Efficiency Act of 1991 (ISTEA) and the Transportation Equity Act for the 21st Century of 1998(TEA-21)-have both been identified as environmentally supportive infrastructure enhancement programs. For some observers, the provisions in these acts that support flexibility and transferability of highway and transit funds are consistent with a continuing devolution of federal responsibility to state and local decision-makers. For others, the continuation of multiple categorical grants - such as the bridge program, the Congestion Mitigation and Air Quality program (CMAQ), and the National Highway System (NHS)-reflects the continuation of centralized, yet balkanized programs aimed at supporting key interest-group priorities. Decentralization of program responsibility through devolution of certain decisions to local officials who agree to work together in metropolitan planning organizations (MPOs) is combined with continuing national and state responsibility for ensuring the implementation of the Clean Air, Americans with Disabilities, National Environmental Policy, and Civil Rights acts. This combination supports competing claims and counterclaims that there has been both grant reform and a shoring up of the status quo in federal control. In this complex setting, many misunderstandings have flourished about the structure and implementation of the surface transportation program. 
T
Infrastructure Investment includes only new infrastructure
Chang, et. al. 10
(Diana Chang, Sheryl Pankhurst, Matthew Schneer, and Daniel Schreiner, Monitoring and State Improvement Planning Division Recovery Act Facilitators “MSIP ARRA Monitoring and Technical Assistance” leadershipmega-conf-reg.tadnet.org/.../original_S3-105-ARRA_Technical-RAF.ppt)
Financial support for a physical asset or structure needed for the operation of a larger enterprise.  Therefore, infrastructure investments include support for tangible assets or structures such as roads, public buildings (including schools), mass transit systems, water and sewage systems, communication and utility systems and other assets or structures that provide a reliable flow of products and services essential to the defense and economic security of the United States, the smooth functioning of government at all levels, and society as a whole.  However, an infrastructure investment does not include “minor remodeling” as defined in 34 CFR §77.1(c).’  

Vote negative for limits - they expand the topic by allowing affirmatives that alter infrastructure instead of increasing it – Unlimits the topic, makes clash impossible, and overburdens the neg with research, which makes for bad debates. There’s infinite ways that we could repair or maintain infrastructure. 
Overview

Topical Plans have to be new infrastructure – the aff just modifies old infrastructure. That’s a voter for Limits. Under limiting the topic is better than over limiting it. In a topic under their interpretation, there would be an infinite number of alterations that they could make to existing infrastructure. Explodes the topic and could make it about fixing one brick on a large building. 
AT Race to the Bottom

1. If an aff is actually topical, then negative teams won’t go for T – SPS is a great empirical example

2. Good debate can still occur – if we can prove our interpretation isn’t arbitrary, then we should win

AT: Overlimits

Nope – [INSERT CASE-LIST]

Overlimiting is better than underlimiting – the college courts topic proves that education is still obtained with two affs and it leads to more specific strategies and learning – big topics force us to rely on generics which gut in-depth education

Studies prove – depth is better than breadth.

Arrington ‘9 (Rebecca, UVA Today, “Study Finds That Students Benefit From Depth, Rather Than Breadth, in High School Science Courses” March 4)

A recent study reports that high school students who study fewer science topics, but study them in greater depth, have an advantage in college science classes over their peers who study more topics and spend less time on each. Robert Tai, associate professor at the University of Virginia's Curry School of Education, worked with Marc S. Schwartz of the University of Texas at Arlington and Philip M. Sadler and Gerhard Sonnert of the Harvard-Smithsonian Center for Astrophysics to conduct the study and produce the report. "Depth Versus Breadth: How Content Coverage in High School Courses Relates to Later Success in College Science Coursework" relates the amount of content covered on a particular topic in high school classes with students' performance in college-level science classes. The study will appear in the July 2009 print edition of Science Education and is currently available as an online pre-print from the journal. "As a former high school teacher, I always worried about whether it was better to teach less in greater depth or more with no real depth. This study offers evidence that teaching fewer topics in greater depth is a better way to prepare students for success in college science," Tai said. "These results are based on the performance of thousands of college science students from across the United States." The 8,310 students in the study were enrolled in introductory biology, chemistry or physics in randomly selected four-year colleges and universities. Those who spent one month or more studying one major topic in-depth in high school earned higher grades in college science than their peers who studied more topics in the same period of time. The study revealed that students in courses that focused on mastering a particular topic were impacted twice as much as those in courses that touched on every major topic.
AT Reasonability
1. No way to know what’s reasonable and not

2. They make debate bad – they vastly underlimit the topic by using any sort of aff that’s repair or maintainance 
3. If we Prove they make Debate Bad for the negative, this is a neg ballot

JV

There is bipartisan support for repeal of Jackson-Vanik - it will pass.

Vicki Needham, 7-19-12 (Staff Writer, The Hill, " Deal struck in House on Russia trade bill", http://thehill.com/blogs/on-the-money/1005-trade/239005-house-democrats-republicans-reach-agreement-on-russia-trade-bill- :)

House Republicans and Democrats reached an agreement on Thursday for moving a bill that would extend permanent normal trade relations (PNTR) to Russia and make a statement on Moscow's human-rights record, upping the bill's chances of clearing Congress before the August recess.   Top lawmakers on the House Ways and Means Committee announced that they will mark up the trade legislation next week.   Panel Chairman Dave Camp (R-Mich.), ranking member Sandy Levin (D-Mich.), trade subcommittee Chairman Kevin Brady (R-Texas) and the subcommittee's top Democrat, Jim McDermott of Washington, collectively introduced legislation mirroring the measure approved Wednesday by the Senate Finance Committee.   "I am pleased that we were able to gain bipartisan support for this important legislation that supports U.S. jobs and exports, and I look forward to marking it up next week," Camp said.   The trade bill would repeal the 37-year-old Jackson-Vanik provision that violates international trade rules and include the Magnitsky human-rights legislation that has been approved by the House Foreign Relations Committee. The measures will likely be merged in the House Rules Committee before heading to the floor.   "The bill we are introducing today includes important additional measures relating to the enforcement of key provisions, ranging from the protection of intellectual property rights, to barriers to U.S. exports, and Russia's compliance with its WTO commitments," Levin said.   "At the same time, we must continue to use the opportunity of action on Russia PNTR to send a clear message to Russia of our deep concern about their continuing failure to work with the other nations of the world to address the violence against civilians in Syria," he said. \
Transportation infrastructure costs political capital

Ong, July 18th [Carah, Miller Center: University of Virginia, 2012, “Solving the Rancor of Executive Privilege Disputes” http://millercenter.org/ridingthetiger/category/narrative-2012]

Although President Eisenhower signed the 1954 Federal Aid Highway Act in the days following Nixon’s speech, both Congress and state leaders resisted the bill because of costs and Eisenhower’s insistence that it be budget-neutral. But, the president pressed his case to Congress and eventually struck a deal with governors, creating a national gasoline tax to fund the interstate system. On June 29, 1956, President Eisenhower signed the Federal-Aid Highway Act, which authorized the building of the interstate highway system, the largest public works project in the nations history, providing $25 billion for the construction of 41,000 miles of roads over a period of 20 years. The nation faces a very similar challenge today in its declining transportation infrastructure. This Spring, the Miller Center released a report, titled “Are We There Yet? Selling America on Transportation” that calls attention to the nation’s transportation infrastructure challenges. The report puts the situation frankly: Two imperatives have collided: on the one hand the imperative to invest in a transportation system that will continue to grow our nation’s economy, create jobs, and enhance U.S. competitiveness; on the other hand, the imperative to come to grips with the nation’s short- and long-term fiscal problems, including especially the federal treasury’s unsustainable and still growing level of debt. In short, it’s not that our political leaders don’t agree that transportation is important or that infrastructure investments are needed; rather they can’t agree on whether or how to fund those investments given the current budget situation. 
Political Capital key to ensure passage
Reuters 7/13/12 First-term House Republicans urge action on Russia trade Friday, July 13, 2012 5:01 p.m. EDT By Doug Palmer

WASHINGTON (Reuters) - U.S. business groups, armed with a letter of support from 73 first-term Republicans in the House of Representatives, said on Friday they were redoubling efforts to win approval of a controversial Russian trade bill in coming weeks. "We are pressing very hard to encourage a resolution by the August recess," said Randi Levinas, executive vice president of the U.S.-Russia Business Council, arguing U.S. jobs were at stake if the bill is not approved. "This is not a slam dunk and it's not something that's very easily done. But we are pushing extremely hard to invite the parties to come together and have the discussions that are necessary so we don't face a competitive disadvantage" in the Russian market, said Levinas, who also leads a coalition of about 150 business organizations pushing for the bill. The groups bolstered their case for action on the legislation with a letter signed by 73 Republicans elected in 2010, in many cases running against the policies of Democratic President Barack Obama. "Mr. President, it is our understanding that you support the effort to extend (permanent normal trade relations) to Russia. ... We stand ready to work with you to achieve this goal and invite you to work with us, shoulder to shoulder, at all levels in order to swiftly move the necessary legislation through both houses of Congress," the freshmen lawmakers said. The push to pass the legislation comes at a low point in U.S.-Russia relations, with many U.S. lawmakers angry over Moscow's support for the government of Syrian President Bashar al-Assad and questioning Russia's commitment to democracy, human rights and fair trade. Congress is under pressure to lift a Cold War human rights provision known as the Jackson-Vanik amendment and approve "permanent normal trade relations," or PNTR, because of Russia's expected entry into the World Trade Organization in August. If it does not act, Russia could deny U.S. firms some of the market-opening concessions it made to join the WTO, putting those companies at a disadvantage to foreign competitors in one of the world's 10-largest economies. 'WE NEED TO ACT SOON' The Finance Committee in the Democratic-led Senate announced plans to vote on Wednesday on the PNTR bill, including new measures to address human rights concerns in Russia. "Increasing our exports to Russia will help create new jobs and give America's economy the shot in the arm it needs," Senate Finance Committee Chairman Max Baucus said in a statement. "Russia is joining the WTO no matter what Congress does ... so we need to act soon." Senator Orrin Hatch, the top Republican on the Finance panel, said he had worked with Baucus to toughen the PNTR bill by adding a number of reporting requirements to ensure Russia abides by its WTO commitments. One of the provisions holds Russia's feet to the fire by requiring the U.S. Trade Representative's Office to report within six months on what it is doing to ensure Moscow honors its obligations and then to file an annual report thereafter. "America's relationship with Russia is complex, demanding both carrots and sticks to ensure Russia is a reliable international partner. With this legislation, we have achieved that critical balance," Hatch said. In the Republican-led House, Ways and Means Chairman Dave Camp has said he prefers a "clean" bill free of human rights provisions while calling on Obama to work harder to round up bipartisan support for PNTR. Unlike Baucus, Camp has not scheduled committee action on the legislation, lacking a Democratic co-sponsor for his preferred approach to the bill. Levinas acknowledged that passing PNTR required "a number of pieces to fall into place before the August recess. But there's still conceivably time to get this done," she said.
Repeal key to solve relations – on the brink now 

RT 12/26  (“Russia urges US to repeal Cold War era legislation” -- http://rt.com/politics/russia-jackson-vanik-lavrov-679/)

With US-Russian relations sliding from reset to regret, one way to brighten the economic and political picture is to repeal the Cold War-era Jackson-Vanik amendment, Russian Foreign Minister Sergei Lavrov told reporters on Monday. Interestingly, Lavrov said that Jackson-Vanik is more of a hindrance to American businesses than it is to Russian ones, especially with Russia set to enter the WTO in 2012. “Russia's entry into the WTO opens broad vistas for more intensive business contacts and a quality change of the entire economic relationship, naturally, on the condition the U.S. Congress repeals the notorious Jackson-Vanik amendment, which actually makes U.S.business its hostage," the minister said. Lavrov asserted Russia’s dedication to improving bilateral relations with the United States Russia "will continue to improve the atmosphere of bilateral cooperation and build confidence and mutual understanding. We aim for an air dialogue even on the most difficult subjects," he said. The Russian membership in the WTO is a totally new stage of the Russian integration into the world economic system, Lavrov said, which will redound to the world’s benefit. "We are ready to promote global economic stability, efficient solutions to crises, and strengthening of international institutions," the minister said. In 1972, Soviet Premier Leonid Brezhnev introduced the so-called "diploma tax” as a means of covering the cost of would-be emigrants who had received a higher education in the Soviet Union. This move caused US Congress in 1974 to enact Jackson-Vanik, which denied ‘most-favored nation’ status for states limiting the emigration rights of their citizens. In March, 2011, US Vice President Joe Biden urged a repeal of the law.

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

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

2NC Impact Wall

The DA o/w’s and turns case case - 
1. Russia has the nuclear capability to erase the US off the map within 30 minutes
2. Russian Relations are a pre requisite in fighting Nuclear Terrorism 
3. Relations solve war- only truly existential risk
Bostrom 2 (Nick, PhD Philosophy – Oxford University, “Existential Risks: Analyzing Human Extinction Scenarios”, Journal of Evolution and Technology, Vol. 9, March, http://www.nickbostrom.com/existential/risks.html)

The unique challenge of existential risks Risks in this sixth category are a recent phenomenon. This is part of the reason why it is useful to distinguish them from other risks. We have not evolved mechanisms, either biologically or culturally, for managing such risks. Our intuitions and coping strategies have been shaped by our long experience with risks such as dangerous animals, hostile individuals or tribes, poisonous foods, automobile accidents, Chernobyl, Bhopal, volcano eruptions, earthquakes, draughts, World War I, World War II, epidemics of influenza, smallpox, black plague, and AIDS. These types of disasters have occurred many times and our cultural attitudes towards risk have been shaped by trial-and-error in managing such hazards. But tragic as such events are to the people immediately affected, in the big picture of things – from the perspective of humankind as a whole – even the worst of these catastrophes are mere ripples on the surface of the great sea of life. They haven’t significantly affected the total amount of human suffering or happiness or determined the long-term fate of our species. With the exception of a species-destroying comet or asteroid impact (an extremely rare occurrence), there were probably no significant existential risks in human history until the mid-twentieth century, and certainly none that it was within our power to do something about. The first manmade existential risk was the inaugural detonation of an atomic bomb. At the time, there was some concern that the explosion might start a runaway chain-reaction by “igniting” the atmosphere. Although we now know that such an outcome was physically impossible, it qualifies as an existential risk that was present at the time. For there to be a risk, given the knowledge and understanding available, it suffices that there is some subjective probability of an adverse outcome, even if it later turns out that objectively there was no chance of something bad happening. If we don’t know whether something is objectively risky or not, then it is risky in the subjective sense. The subjective sense is of course what we must base our decisions on.[2] At any given time we must use our best current subjective estimate of what the objective risk factors are.[3] A much greater existential risk emerged with the build-up of nuclear arsenals in the US and the USSR. An all-out nuclear war was a possibility with both a substantial probability and with consequences that might have been persistent enough to qualify as global and terminal. There was a real worry among those best acquainted with the information available at the time that a nuclear Armageddon would occur and that it might annihilate our species or permanently destroy human civilization.[4]  Russia and the US retain large nuclear arsenals that could be used in a future confrontation, either accidentally or deliberately. There is also a risk that other states may one day build up large nuclear arsenals. Note however that a smaller nuclear exchange, between India and Pakistan for instance, is not an existential risk, since it would not destroy or thwart humankind’s potential permanently. Such a war might however be a local terminal risk for the cities most likely to be targeted. Unfortunately, we shall see that nuclear Armageddon and comet or asteroid strikes are mere preludes to the existential risks that we will encounter in the 21st century.

Turns Prolif
2) Relations key to international agreements which solve prolif – causes extinction

Taylor -02 [Stuart Taylor, Senior Writer with the National Journal and editor at Newsweek, Legal Times, 9-16-2002]

The truth is, no matter what we do about Iraq, if we don't stop proliferation, another five or 10 potentially unstable nations may go nuclear before long, making it ever more likely that one or more bombs will be set off anonymously on our soil by terrorists or a terrorist government. Even an airtight missile defense would be useless against a nuke hidden in a truck, a shipping container, or a boat. [Continues…] Unless we get serious about stopping proliferation, we are headed for "a world filled with nuclear-weapons states, where every crisis threatens to go nuclear," where "the survival of civilization truly is in question from day to day," and where "it would be impossible to keep these weapons out of the hands of terrorists, religious cults, and criminal organizations." So writes Ambassador Thomas Graham Jr., a moderate Republican who served as a career arms-controller under six presidents and led the successful Clinton administration effort to extend the Nuclear Nonproliferation Treaty. The only way to avoid such a grim future, he suggests in his memoir, Disarmament Sketches, is for the United States to lead an international coalition against proliferation by showing an unprecedented willingness to give up the vast majority of our own nuclear weapons, excepting only those necessary to deter nuclear attack by others.

Turns Terrorism
3) Relations solve Russian nuclear sales to terrorists and are key to intel – risks extinction

Sid-Ahmed, 2004 (Mohamed, Managing Editor for Al-Ahali, “Extinction!” August 26-September 1, Issue no. 705, http://weekly.ahram.org.eg/2004/705/op5.htm)

A nuclear attack by terrorists will be much more critical than Hiroshima and Nagazaki, even if -- and this is far from certain -- the weapons used are less harmful than those used then, Japan, at the time, with no knowledge of nuclear technology, had no choice but to capitulate. Today, the technology is a secret for nobody. So far, except for the two bombs dropped on Japan, nuclear weapons have been used only to threaten. Now we are at a stage where they can be detonated. This completely changes the rules of the game. We have reached a point where anticipatory measures can determine the course of events. Allegations of a terrorist connection can be used to justify anticipatory measures, including the invasion of a sovereign state like Iraq. As it turned out, these allegations, as well as the allegation that Saddam was harbouring WMD, proved to be unfounded. What would be the consequences of a nuclear attack by terrorists? Even if it fails, it would further exacerbate the negative features of the new and frightening world in which we are now living. Societies would close in on themselves, police measures would be stepped up at the expense of human rights, tensions between civilisations and religions would rise and ethnic conflicts would proliferate. It would also speed up the arms race and develop the awareness that a different type of world order is imperative if humankind is to survive. But the still more critical scenario is if the attack succeeds. This could lead to a third world war, from which no one will emerge victorious. Unlike a conventional war which ends when one side triumphs over another, this war will be without winners and losers. When nuclear pollution infects the whole planet, we will all be losers. 
Turns Econ
4) Russia key to global trade and economy – both impacts go nuclear

Austin ‘09 (Michael, Resident Scholar – American Enterprise Institute, and Desmond Lachman, Resident Fellow – American Enterprise Institute, “The Global Economy Unravels”, Forbes, 3-6, http://www.aei.org/article/100187)

Conversely, global policymakers do not seem to have grasped the downside risks to the global economy posed by a deteriorating domestic and international political environment. If the past is any guide, the souring of the political environment must be expected to fan the corrosive protectionist tendencies and nationalistic economic policy responses that are already all too much in evidence.  After spending much of 2008 cheerleading the global economy, the International Monetary Fund now concedes that output in the world's advanced economies is expected to contract by as much as 2% in 2009. This would be the first time in the post-war period that output contracted in all of the world's major economies. The IMF is also now expecting only a very gradual global economic recovery in 2010, which will keep global unemployment at a high level.  Sadly, the erstwhile rapidly growing emerging-market economies will not be spared by the ravages of the global recession. Output is already declining precipitously across Eastern and Central Europe as well as in a number of key Asian economies, like South Korea and Thailand. A number of important emerging-market countries like Ukraine seem to be headed for debt default, while a highly oil-dependent Russia seems to be on the cusp of a full-blown currency crisis.  Perhaps of even greater concern is the virtual grinding to a halt of economic growth in China. The IMF now expects that China's growth rate will approximately halve to 6% in 2009. Such a growth rate would fall far short of what is needed to absorb the 20 million Chinese workers who migrate each year from the countryside to the towns in search of a better life.  As a barometer of the political and social tensions that this grim world economic outlook portends, one needs look no further than the recent employment forecast of the International Labor Organization. The ILO believes that the global financial crisis will wipe out 30 million jobs worldwide in 2009, while in a worst case scenario as many as 50 million jobs could be lost. What do these trends mean in the short and medium term? The Great Depression showed how social and global chaos followed hard on economic collapse. The mere fact that parliaments across the globe, from America to Japan, are unable to make responsible, economically sound recovery plans suggests that they do not know what to do and are simply hoping for the least disruption. Equally worrisome is the adoption of more statist economic programs around the globe, and the concurrent decline of trust in free-market systems. The threat of instability is a pressing concern. China, until last year the world's fastest growing economy, just reported that 20 million migrant laborers lost their jobs. Even in the flush times of recent years, China faced upward of 70,000 labor uprisings a year. A sustained downturn poses grave and possibly immediate threats to Chinese internal stability. The regime in Beijing may be faced with a choice of repressing its own people or diverting their energies outward, leading to conflict with China's neighbors.  Russia, an oil state completely dependent on energy sales, has had to put down riots in its Far East as well as in downtown Moscow. Vladimir Putin's rule has been predicated on squeezing civil liberties while providing economic largesse. If that devil's bargain falls apart, then wide-scale repression inside Russia, along with a continuing threatening posture toward Russia's neighbors, is likely.  Even apparently stable societies face increasing risk and the threat of internal or possibly external conflict. As Japan's exports have plummeted by nearly 50%, one-third of the country's prefectures have passed emergency economic stabilization plans. Hundreds of thousands of temporary employees hired during the first part of this decade are being laid off.  Spain's unemployment rate is expected to climb to nearly 20% by the end of 2010; Spanish unions are already protesting the lack of jobs, and the specter of violence, as occurred in the 1980s, is haunting the country. Meanwhile, in Greece, workers have already taken to the streets.  Europe as a whole will face dangerously increasing tensions between native citizens and immigrants, largely from poorer Muslim nations, who have increased the labor pool in the past several decades. Spain has absorbed five million immigrants since 1999, while nearly 9% of Germany's residents have foreign citizenship, including almost 2 million Turks. The xenophobic labor strikes in the U.K. do not bode well for the rest of Europe.  A prolonged global downturn, let alone a collapse, would dramatically raise tensions inside these countries. Couple that with possible protectionist legislation in the United States, unresolved ethnic and territorial disputes in all regions of the globe and a loss of confidence that world leaders actually know what they are doing. The result may be a series of small explosions that coalesce into a big bang. 
Turns Heg
Collapsing US-Russian cooperation will increase global missile sales and the risk of conflict—it will destroy U.S. leadership

Simes ‘07 (Dimitri, President of the Nixon Center and Publisher of The National Interest, Foreign Affairs, “Losing Russia; The Costs of Renewed Confrontation,” Nov/Dec – lexis)
But if the current U.S.-Russian relationship deteriorates further, it will not bode well for the United States and would be even worse for Russia. The Russian general staff is lobbying to add a military dimension to the Shanghai Cooperation Organization, and some top officials are beginning to champion the idea of a foreign policy realignment directed against the West. There are also quite a few countries, such as Iran and Venezuela, urging Russia to work with China to play a leading role in balancing the United States economically, politically, and militarily. And post-Soviet states such as Georgia, which are adept at playing the United States and Russia off against each other, could act in ways that escalate tensions. Putin's stage management of Moscow's succession in order to maintain a dominant role for himself makes a major foreign policy shift in Russia unlikely. But new Russian leaders could have their own ideas -- and their own ambitions -- and political uncertainty or economic problems could tempt them to exploit nationalist sentiments to build legitimacy.  If relations worsen, the UN Security Council may no longer be available -- due to a Russian veto -- even occasionally, to provide legitimacy for U.S. military actions or to impose meaningful sanctions on rogue states. Enemies of the United States could be emboldened by new sources of military hardware in Russia, and political and security protection from Moscow. International terrorists could find new sanctuaries in Russia or the states it protects. And the collapse of U.S.-Russian relations could give China much greater flexibility in dealing with the United States. It would not be a new Cold War, because Russia will not be a global rival and is unlikely to be the prime mover in confronting the United States. But it would provide incentives and cover for others to confront Washington, with potentially catastrophic results. 

Turns Jobs
Repeal boosts job growth

Bloomberg 3/2 (Bloomberg News – via Moscow Times, “White House Sees Repeal of Jackson-Vanik Yielding Jobs”, 2012, http://www.themoscowtimes.com/business/article/white-house-sees-repeal-of-jackson-vanik-yielding-jobs/453958.html)

The Obama administration is pressing Congress to throw out the Soviet-era Jackson-Vanik amendment to restrict trade with Russia, making a plea on behalf of U.S. farmers and manufacturers. The United States will seek to repeal the law “as soon as possible” to give American exporters the same benefits as their overseas competitors, U.S. Trade Representative Ron Kirk told the House Ways and Means Committee on Wednesday. The legislation, passed in 1974, barred favorable U.S. trade with the Soviet Union to punish the nation for blocking emigration for its Jews citizens. Annual waivers have been allowed and widely used since 1993, two years after the communist government collapsed. “We ought to lift it,” Secretary of State Hillary Clinton said Tuesday in testimony to the Senate Foreign Relations Committee. “Failing to lift it will put our farmers and manufacturers and our workers at a disadvantage.” Russia is now poised to join the World Trade Organization in May or June, Prime Minister Vladimir Putin said this month. President Barack Obama said he supports Russia becoming a member of the international trade arbiter, which would allow reduced tariffs and greater transparency. U.S. producers won’t benefit from lower trade barriers as long as Jackson-Vanik remains in effect, said Randi Levinas, executive director of the U.S.-Russia Business Council, with members such as General Electric, Caterpillar and Chevron. The United States wouldn’t gain intellectual property protection and adoption of food safety regulations on products from Russia, she said. While waivers have worked for almost two decades, Russia’s joining the WTO would put the United States in violation of the trade arbiter’s rules because Russia wouldn’t get the certainty that trade accords provide, said Joshua Meltzer, a fellow at the Brookings Institution in Washington specializing in global economy and development. The United States wouldn’t be able to complain about any Russian trade violations at the WTO, he said. “We are ready to bring Russia into the rules-based system in a way that gives us more enforcement tools to enable enhanced market access and a level playing field for U.S. exporters,” Kirk told lawmakers. Members of Congress, including Representatives Chris Smith, a New Jersey Republican, and Ileana Ros-Lehtinen, a Florida Republican, question repealing the law and easing trade with Russia, citing its human rights record, including a crackdown on journalists and concerns of fraud in recent elections. Lawmakers also are wary of Russia’s role, with China, in blocking UN Security Council resolutions seeking change in Syria as President Bashar Assad’s loyalists use tanks and artillery to crush a rebellion. Senator Richard Durbin of Illinois, the chamber’s No. 2 Democrat, told reporters Tuesday that Russia’s attitude toward Syria would “definitely” slow debate on overturning the Jackson-Vanik amendment. “A great deal depends on what happens in Syria and what happens with the Russian vote at the United Nations,” Durbin said. The United States had a $19.7 billion trade deficit with Russia in 2010, according to the U.S. Trade Representative’s office. Trade between the nations has increased about sevenfold since the United States began granting the waivers, according to a report by Bloomberg. Normalizing trade with Russia “is a vote to create American jobs,” Clinton told lawmakers yesterday. Increased trade with Russia could help progress toward Obama’s goal of doubling U.S. exports to $3.14 trillion by 2015, from $1.57 trillion in 2009. “Not one thing” is required from the United States to reap the benefits of the trade agreement, Kirk said. “It gives us protection we don’t have now.” The House Ways and Means Committee hasn’t scheduled action on the law, according to Jim Billimoria, the panel’s spokesman. Michael Steel, a spokesman for Speaker of the House John Boehner, an Ohio Republican, declined to comment on the speaker’s intentions for the proposal. In an Oct. 25 speech, Boehner expressed concerns about “significant outstanding commercial issues that must be addressed,” without elaboration. U.S. exports to Russia may more than double in five years, to $19 billion from $9 billion in 2010, under WTO membership, according to a November report from the Peterson Institute for International Economics in Washington. The U.S. Chamber of Commerce, the nation’s largest business group, is joining the U.S.-Russia Business Council in lobbying lawmakers to repeal the Jackson-Vanik amendment as a way to eliminate a competitive disadvantage.

Uniqueness Wall
Jackson Vanik will pass – multiple backers 

Moscow Time 7/14/12 (“73 Republicans call for repeal of Jackson-Vanik” http://english.ruvr.ru/2012_07_14/81484044/)
73 U.S. congressmen sent a letter to Barack Obama on Friday in support of the speedy repeal of the Jackson-Vanik amendment. All signatories are authors of the opposition Republican Party of the United States. The letter was also welcomed by a number of American business associations. Special emphasis was placed on the document due to the fact that Russia will be joining the WTO before the end of the summer. If the country is not endowed with the status of permanent normal trade partner of the U.S., "U.S. exporters and their workers will not be able to take advantage of the benefits provided by this market," state the congressmen. They say they are willing to work together at all levels with the president to ensure the rapid passing of the necessary legislation through both houses of Congress.
JV is moving forward

Agri-Pulse Staff 7/16/12 House GOP Freshmen Voice Support for Russia PNTR By Agri-Pulse staff © Copyright Agri-Pulse Communications, Inc. http://www.agri-pulse.com/House-GOP-Freshmen-Voice-Support-for-Russia-PNTR-07162012.asp
Seventy-three House Republican freshmen wrote to President Obama expressing their commitment to work with him to grant Russia permanent normal trade relations so that the United States can expand export opportunities and job growth. Next month, Russia will join the World Trade Organization (WTO), and the United States must act quickly to take advantage of economic opportunities created by the concessions that Russia made to join the WTO. Ways and Means Chairman Dave Camp has committed to introducing a PNTR bill and is working with the White House to find a House Democrat sponsor to ensure a bipartisan path forward on this important jobs bill. In the letter, the freshmen wrote: “Without authorizing PNTR, U.S. exporters and their workers will not be able to take advantage of this market and the United States will not be able to use the binding dispute-settlement provisions needed to ensure full enforcement of Russia’s commitments…We believe this effort is important to complete a comprehensive trade agenda which will open markets not just in Russia, but across the globe, and will create economic growth and needed jobs here at home.” 

Gaining Momentum - WTO
The Hill 7/17/12 OVERNIGHT MONEY: Senate Finance moving to open up Russia trade By Vicki Needham, Bernie Becker and Peter Schroeder - 07/17/12 06:23 PM ET http://thehill.com/blogs/on-the-money/1007-other/238531-overnight-money-senate-finance-moving-to-open-up-russia-trade
The U.S. Chamber of Commerce, among other business groups, have ramped up their efforts in recent weeks to convince lawmakers to grant PNTR to Russia before the nation officially becomes a member of the WTO in August. Businesses make the case that U.S. companies will be a competitive disadvantage if Congress can't complete a deal before leaving for the monthlong August recess. The Chamber sent a letter to members of Congress on Tuesday, urging them to act swiftly to approve PNTR. “It’s a common mistake to think Jackson-Vanik gives the United States leverage over Russia," said Bruce Josten, the Chamber's executive vice president for Government Affairs. "On the contrary, keeping Jackson-Vanik on the books allows Moscow to deny the benefits of those market-opening reforms to American workers, farmers, and companies — and do so with the WTO’s blessing.” U.S. companies see huge potential in Russia, which boasts the ninth largest economy in the world and a growing middle class., the letter said. Because no other WTO member has a law similar to Jackson-Vanik, all of Russia’s trading partners except the United States will immediately benefit from Russia membership. PNTR does not extend any “trade preferences” to Russia. "Rather, it exclusively benefits U.S. workers, farmers, ranchers, and companies selling their goods and services in the Russian market," Josten said. "The United States gives up nothing — not a single tariff — in approving PNTR." As John Murphy, the Chamber's vice president for International Affairs said in a Free Enterprise blog post on Tuesday: "Momentum is building ... With Russia’s accession to the WTO set for August, we can’t afford to wait." 
Jackson Vanik repeal will pass– bipart support and WTO 

Needham 6/21 (Vicki, reporter for the Hill, Reporter for Island Packet, editor for Orange County Register, graduate from Northwestern University, Trinity University, The Hill, “Senators, Obama administration aim for compromise on Russia trade”, http://thehill.com/blogs/on-the-money/1005-trade/234173-senators-obama- administration-aim-for-compromise-on-russia-trade)

Senate Finance Committee members said Thursday are backing a plan to link legislation repealing Jackson-Vanik, which allow for grant normal permanent normal trade relations (PNTR) with Moscow, with a human rights bill that would punish Russian officials involved with the death of lawyer Sergei Magnitsky, who died in police custody.  Obama administration officials, U.S. Trade Representative Ron Kirk and Deputy Secretary of State William Burns, told the Finance panel on Thursday that they prefer separate tracks for the two measures but will continue to work with lawmakers toward a compromise to pass a measure before the August recess. Regardless of current differences, lawmakers and Obama administration officials agree that PNTR needs to be granted before Russia joins the World Trade Organization (WTO) in August. Burns acknowledged Thursday that there is a "constructive dialogue" continuing with lawmakers and that the administration's concerns are being considered. He opted to reserve a final opinion on how the administration will react until a bill emerges from the Senate. House Ways and Means Chairman Dave Camp (R-Mich.), who held a Wednesday hearing, is siding with the Obama administration in pressing for a "clean" PNTR bill.

Jackson Vanik repeal will pass but political capital is key

The Hill 6/24  (“Business Groups See Progress in Moving Russia Trade Bill,” The Hill, 6/24/12, http://thehill.com/blogs/on-the-money/1005-trade/234439-business-groups-see-progress-on-russia-trade-bill)//SR
Business groups say they feel encouraged that Congress will approve Russian trade legislation before the August recess. The groups said the Obama administration will have to work quickly to bridge their differences to pass the legislation, but the groups expressed confidence it would get done. “A lot of progress was made this week,” said David Thomas, vice president for trade policy, with the Business Roundtable. Lawmakers on Capitol Hill along with trade officials are trying to balance the passage of permanent normal trade relations (PNTR) for Russia with a push by a broad coalition of lawmakers to link the measure with human rights legislation. The latter bill would withhold visas for Russian officials accused of human rights violations. Hearings at the House Ways and Means and Senate Finance committees this week revealed the gap between lawmakers and the White House, which opposes the linkage and finds itself in an unlikely partnership with Capitol Hill Republicans. U.S. Trade Representative Ron Kirk and House Republicans are calling for lawmakers to pass a clean repeal of the Jackson-Vanik provision, which would grant Russia permanent normal trade relations. 

Will pass now – bipart support but political capital is key

JTA 6/14 (JTA, global Jewish news service, “Senators introduce Jackson-Vanik repeal for Russia” http://www.jta.org/news/article/2012/06/14/3098196/senators-introduce-jackson-vanik-repeal-for-russia 6/14/12)

A bipartisan slate of U.S. senators introduced a bill that would graduate Russia out of Jackson-Vanik trade restrictions. The bill, introduced Tuesday by Sens. Max Baucus (D-Montana), the chairman of the Senate Finance Committee; John Thune (R-S.D.), the senior Republican on the Senate's International Trade subcommittee; John Kerry, the chairman of the Senate's Foreign Relations Committee; and John McCain, the senior Republican on the Armed Services Committee, finds Russia "in full compliance with the freedom of emigration requirements" of the law passed at a time when the former Soviet Union was inhibiting Jewish emigration. Russia wants the 1970s-era restrictions on trade lifted to facilitate its joining the World Trade Organization. The WTO invited Russia to join last November. The Baucus bill is backed by NCSJ: Advocates on Behalf of Jews in Russia, Ukraine, the Baltic States & Eurasia."Russia has satisfied the central requirement of the amendment's intent: the right to emigrate," NCSJ Chairman Richard Stone said in a statement. "Jews are able to decide to emigrate or to choose to remain in Russia, where they can practice Judaism and participate in Jewish culture without reservation." A number of human rights groups oppose lifting Jackson-Vanik, and legislation is under consideration in the U.S. House of Representatives that would
AT: Magnitsky
No linkage and JV first - Most recent statements

Sloan 6/17 (Tim, RIA Novosti, “White House Pushes for Jackson-Vanik Repeal Without Reference to Magnitsky Bill”, June 16th, 2012, http://en.ria.ru/russia/20120619/174119356.html)//LP 

The U.S. Administration on June 18 said it considers it necessary to distinguish between the adoption of the Magnitsky blacklist and the cancellation of the Jackson-Vanik amendment. A group of influential U.S. senators, including former Republican presidential candidate, John McCain, proposed in mid-March to introduce a blacklist of Russian officials allegedly linked to Hermitage Capital lawyer Magnitsky’s death, in a Moscow pre-trial detention center in November 2009, in exchange for the cancellation of the Jackson-Vanik amendment - a 1974 law which denies Russia top U.S. trading status. Moscow has warned the U.S. Administration that replacement of Jackson-Vanik Amendment with the Magnitsky blacklist is 'unacceptable', Russian Presidential Aide Yury Ushakov said on Sunday. The International Committee of the Senate of the Congress will vote on the Magnitsky bill on Tuesday. Russian President, Vladimir Putin, and U.S. counterpart, Barack Obama, held a meeting on the sidelines of G20 summit in Los Cabos, Mexico on June 18. President Obama again called for the U.S. Congress to repeal the Jackson-Vanik amendment. He said the move would stimulate U.S.-Russia trade. “Our position is – we want the Jackson-Vanik amendment repealed. We want to establish permanent normal trade relations with Russia, because we believe that it is in the interests of American businesses, American workers and it will help create jobs in the United States. And we would like it to be done separately,” Deputy National Security Adviser for U.S. Strategic Communications, Ben Rhodes, said at a briefing in Los Cabos. “On commercial ties, we're actually in agreement in seeking greater access to Russian markets for U.S. businesses, on seeking the repeal of Jackson-Vanik, for instance, to facilitate that effort. So I think there are areas of agreement and areas where we'd like to make progress, even though we recognize there have been difficulties and tensions in aspects of the relationship in recent weeks,” Rhodes added.

Jackson Vanik before Magnitsky and no linkage

Vasilyeva 6/7/12  (Nataliya Vasilyeva, AP business writer, “US official urges repeal of Russia trade law,” Kansas City Star) 

http://www.kansascity.com/2012/06/07/3646516/us-official-urges-repeal-of-russia.html

"Once Russia becomes a member of the World Trade Organization, we need to make sure that American businesses have the full advantages of that, and therefore it's necessary for us to lift Jackson-Vanik," Kirk told the American Chamber of Commerce in Russia. Some U.S. lawmakers have indicated they would support repeal of Jackson-Vanik in exchange for passage of the so-called Magnitsky bill that would bar Russian officials accused of human rights abuses from the United States. That bill calls for publicly identifying Russians tied to human rights abuses, but the Obama administration worries that could affect relations with Moscow. The bill was introduced by two Democrats and also is backed by prominent Republicans, including Sen. John McCain. The bill was named for lawyer Sergei Magnitsky, who had accused Interior Ministry officials of corruption. He died in jail in 2009 from untreated pancreatitis. Proponents of the bill say the death, and allegations of torture in jail, highlight corruption in Russia's judicial system. Prospects for passing the measure as a stand-alone bill are uncertain, and senators saw an opportunity to boost its chances by tying it to the repeal of Jackson-Vanik. Kirk said the two measures should not be linked. "Our priority is for the Congress to lift Jackson-Vanik in a clean bill which deals only with the issue relevant to our ability to maintain our competitiveness," he said, adding the administration will "continue our work" with lawmakers concerned about Russian human rights
Relations from JV turns this --- repeal spurs bilateral NGO ties that protect rights

Kliger 10 (Dr. Sam, American Jewish Committee, “The Jackson-Vanik Amendment and U.S.-Russian Relations”, AJC, 2-4, http://www.ajcrussian.org/site/apps/nlnet/content2.aspx?c=chLMK3PKLsF&b=7718799&ct=8023853)

5)      Some human rights groups and NGOs in Russia like the Moscow Bureau for Human Rights and the Civic Chamber of the Russian Federation also express the need for abolishing J-V and suggest that such repeal would contribute to the improvement of U.S. – Russia relations and would enhance the development of civil society in Russia.  To ensure continuing emigration freedom and improve the human rights situation in Russia, J-V Amendment could be replaced by cooperation between American and Russian NGOs that would place the amendment’s provisions under civil society control.  A move to abolish the amendment would be considered a serious step toward the new approach of “re-setting” relations between the U.S. and Russia, and would contribute to the efforts of the newly established Obama-Medvedev Commission and particularly to its Civil Society Working Group led by Dr. Michael McFaul and Vladislav Surkov, which first met here in Washington last week.  This Working Group, for instance, in cooperation with American and Russian NGOs can take control of the amendment’s provisions.
Obama wants to separate Magnitsky and JV – he will not pass a coupled bill
RIA Novosti, 7/18 (“US Senate Committee Ties Jackson-Vanik to Magnitsky Bill”, RIA Novosti, 7/18/2012, http://en.ria.ru/world/20120718/174667628.html)

The Jackson-Vanik Amendment, passed in 1974, barred favorable trade relations with the Soviet Union because it would not let Jewish citizens freely emigrate. The restrictions imposed by Jackson-Vanik are often waived, but remain in place and are a thorn in the side of Russia-U.S. trade relations. The Magnitsky case, along with the Jackson-Vanik Amendment and the rift over the Syrian crisis, is a major stumbling block in the “reset” of U.S.-Russian relations. The Obama administration, which has been evasive about the proposed legislation, said on June 18 it considers it necessary to distinguish between the adoption of the Magnitsky blacklist and the repeal of the Jackson-Vanik Amendment.
And, Obama won’t agree to it

Martinez 3/14 [Ken, Moscow Times, McFaul Pushes for Trade Status,

http://www.themoscowtimes.com/business/article/mcfaul-pushes-for-trade-status/454625.html]

The Obama administration will not support any human rights or democracy legislation in exchange for Congress repealing the 1974 Jackson-Vanik amendment, the U.S. envoy to Russia said in Washington on the eve of a gathering of U.S. ambassadors Tuesday. U.S. Ambassador Michael McFaul spoke about relations with Russia, telling scholars at two think tanks that refusing to lift Jackson-Vanik would not make Russia more democratic. "If you don't believe me, ask Navalny," Ambassador Michael McFaul said, referring to an open letter published on the blog of Vladimir Milov, leader of the Democratic Choice movement, on Monday evening. The letter, which was also signed by Alexei Navalny and other key opposition figures in Moscow, urged the United States to remove the largely symbolic Cold War trade restriction. The signatories included organizers of demonstrations against President-elect Vladimir Putin who recognize the lagging enthusiasm of protesters but have found it nearly impossible to unite around a common policy agenda. The opposition leaders criticized U.S. politicians who argue that the repeal of the 1974 Jackson-Vanik amendment should be tied to improvements in human rights and that Putin and his "cronies" would be the main beneficiaries of a repeal. "Although there are obvious problems with democracy and human rights in modern Russia, the persistence on the books of the Jackson-Vanik amendment does not help to solve them at all," the letter said. The group of opposition leaders wrote that trade restrictions imposed under the amendment inhibit Russia's competitiveness on international markets, discourage diversification from oil and leave Russia "hanging in a petro-state limbo." They argue that this model of development prevents the emergence of an independent middle class that would demand democratic political changes in the future. "Jackson-Vanik is not helpful in any way — neither for the promotion of human rights and democracy in Russia, nor for the economic interests of its people," the group said. "[The amendment] is also a very useful tool for Mr Putin's anti-American propaganda machine," the writers added, "it helps him to depict the United States as hostile to Russia, using outdated Cold War tools to undermine Russia's international competitiveness." Some in Congress support linking the repeal of Jackson-Vanik to the Sergei Magnitsky Rule of Law Accountability Act of 2011 — legislation proposed to promote human rights and named after an anti-corruption lawyer who died in prison after being beaten, tortured and denied medical care that experts said would have saved his life. The legislation would include visa bans and the freezing of financial assets for a wide range of officials involved in cases of human rights violations. The United States did quietly issue visa bans on dozens of Russian officials, but McFaul says going further would be counterproductive for the "reset" policy and offer no additional benefit. "We believe that we can ban people from coming to this country that do grossly abusive things regarding human rights. And it was strengthened by a human rights executive order last August that we took to give additional authorities. So from our point of view, this legislation is redundant to what we're already doing," McFaul said at an event on Capitol Hill organized by the Foreign Policy Initiative. McFaul, former National Security Council senior director for Russia and a key architect of the administration's reset policy, said repealing the amendment is the administration's top trade priority for 2012 and that he sees no reason for it not to happen. "Jackson-Vanik from our position is a total no-brainer. There's no upside to holding onto Jackson-Vanik right now. Zero. And viewed in human rights terms, there's no upside," the ambassador said.
Magnitsky Act would improve US-Russia relations

Weiss 4/13 – staff writer @ The American Interest (Michael, “Resetting the Reset”, The American Interest, April 13, 2012, http://www.the-american-interest.com/article.cfm?piece=1250) KD
The pushback was immediate. Days after McFaul delivered those remarks, veteran anti-Putin activists Gary Kasparov and Boris Nemtsov, one of the signatories of Milov’s statement, took to the pages of the Wall Street Journal to criticize the Ambassador forpresenting only half the story. They were pro-linkage. “Replacing Jackson-Vanik with [the Magnitsky Act] would promote better relations between the people of the U.S. and Russia while refusing to provide aid and comfort to a tyrant and his regime at this critical moment in history,” they wrote. Kasparov and Nemtsov also quoted Navalny in a similar vein.
Top of Docket

Jackson Vanik is Obamas Top Priority 

Baker 7/18 (Peter Baker, “ Senate Panel Advances Trade Bill With Russia”, The New York Times, 7/18/2012, http://thecaucus.blogs.nytimes.com/2012/07/18/senate-panel-advances-trade-bill-with-russia/)

A Senate committee advanced a measure on Wednesday to normalize trade relations with Russia for the first time since the fall of the Soviet Union while also sanctioning officials implicated in human rights abuses. With the measure passed in the Senate Finance Committee on a unanimous vote, lawmakers dispensed with two decades of resistance to lifting cold war-era restrictions under the so-called Jackson-Vanik law. But senators insisted on the human rights sanctions to send a message to President Vladimir V. Putin as Moscow under his new term cracks down on dissent. The trade move has been a priority of President Obama’s as he seeks to improve Russian-American relations, but his administration unsuccessfully lobbied against adding the sanctions, arguing that it was already taking action on human rights. The sanctions have provoked deep anger in Moscow at a time when Mr. Obama has been seeking help from Mr. Putin in resolving the crisis in Syria.
Top of Docket and Obama Push- meeting with Putin, WTO vote
Needham 6/18 (Reporter of Congress for The Hill, a congressional newspaper that publishes daily when Congress is in session, with a special focus on business and lobbying, political campaigns (Vikki, “Obama Presses for Improved Trade Ties with Russia”, The Hill, 18 June 2012. <http://thehill.com/blogs/on-the-money/1005-trade/233311-obama-presses-for-improved-trade-ties-with-russia>.) 

President Obama urged Congress on Monday to repeal a human-rights provision that will open up trade for U.S. businesses to Russia. Obama met Monday with Russian President Vladimir Putin and emphasized the need to improve and expand trade ties between the two nations at the Group of 20 summit in Los Cabos, Mexico. "In particular, we discussed the need to expand trade and commercial ties between the United States and Russia, which are still far below where they should be," Obama said during a press conference following the meeting. "And I emphasized my priority of having Congress repeal Jackson-Vanik, provide permanent trade relations status to Russia so that American businesses can take advantage of the extraordinary opportunities now that Russia is a member of the WTO," he said. Russia has scheduled a July 4 vote on its World Trade Organization membership, meaning Congress will have 30 days to repeal the nearly 40-year-old Jackson-Vanik provision that will pave the way for permanent normal trade relations (PNTR). Neither leader mentioned in their remarks, a human rights bill under consideration by Congress that could be tied to PNTR legislation.  

K2 Relations

Repeal’s key to all areas of cooperation --- spills over to security ties
Teplitskaia ‘02 (Helen, Founder and President – American-Russian Chamber of Commerce and Adjunct Professor – Northwestern University Kellogg Graduate School of Management, “Jackson-Vanik: Fighting an Enemy that No Longer Exists”, http://www.google.com/url?sa=t&rct=j&q=&esrc=s&source=web&cd=2&cts=1330788184098& ved=0CDUQFjAB&url=http%3A%2F%2Fwww.arcci.org%2Fspotlight%2Fspotlight%2520files%2Finterviews%2Fjackson%2520final.doc&ei=6DZST5f3CIH3gge6wZjRDQ&usg=AFQjCNEd_kXiBnhBHw4meSIuYO1rhYyUMA&sig2=jgOFOjKtllkuIrkNz0oyJg)
Finally, there are powerful geopolitical incentives to rescinding Jackson-Vanik. In the new war against global terrorism the U.S. needs support from Russia on the UN Security Council and in Central Asia.  Despite domestic opposition, president Putin has already taken numerous steps to enhance US-Russian security cooperation. Lifting Jackson-Vanik would send a message to all Russia that the U.S. is serious about forging a stronger alliance. 

In the new circumstances facing the two countries, and with an urgent need for stronger commercial, political and security cooperation, it is well past time to repeal a cold war relic that is not only outdated but counterproductive. 

Commercial ties underpin security and political cooperation --- JV repeal’s key

Aslund ‘11 (Anders, Ph.D. – University of Oxford and Senior Fellow – Peterson Institute for International Economics and Gary Clyde Hufbauer, Senior Fellow – Peterson Institute for International Economics, “The United States Should Establish Permanent Normal Trade Relations with Russia”, IEE Policy Brief, November, http://www.iie.com/publications/pb/pb11-20.pdf)
Russia’s joining the WTO does not require any US legislative action. All conditions for Russia’s accession have been settled. The Russian State Duma has until June 15, 2012 to ratify its accession. Thirty days after Russia’s notification to the WTO of its ratification, Russia will become the 154th member of the WTO. However, US benefits of Russia’s accession to the WTO are not automatic. They will materialize only if the United States Congress grants permanent normal trade relations (PNTR) status to Russia—by repealing application to Russia of the 37-year-old Jackson-Vanik Amendment, which bars favorable trade relations with countries that restrict emigration. President Barack Obama, in a statement issued November 10 after the Working Party’s preliminary approval of Russian accession, said he looked forward to working with Congress “to end the application of the Jackson-Vanik Amendment to Russia in order to ensure that American firms and American exporters will enjoy the same benefits of Russian WTO membership as their international competitors.” It is imperative that Congress respond constructively in the same spirit of bipartisanship that led to the successful approval earlier this year of the Colombia, Korea, and Panama trade accords. Political wrangling, misjudgment, and miscalculations must not be allowed to cost the United States a significant new source of economic growth and cooperation in the future.  WHAT THE UNITED STATES WILL GAIN FROM GRANTING RUSSIA PNTR

The potential benefits to the US economy from Russia’s WTO accession are substantial but the United States can enjoy them only if it grants Russia PNTR. US exports to Russia could double over the next five years—from $9 billion in 2010 to $19 billion—adding jobs in the services, agriculture, manufacturing, and high-tech sectors. More generally, with Russia’s accession to the WTO and the United States granting PNTR to Russia, US-Russia commercial relations will be set on a sounder and friendlier footing, facilitating cooperation on national security and political issues. By strengthening the rules-based global trading system, WTO accession and PNTR will discourage Russia from undertaking protectionist measures.

JV collapses US/Russian trade ties and invites follow-on Congressional measures that deck relations

Lozansky ‘12 (Dr. Edward, President and Founder – American University in Moscow, “Time to End an Obstacle to U.S. Access to the World's 9th-Largest Economy”, Russia Blog, 1-19, http://www.russiablog.org/2012/01/time-to-end-an-jackson-vanik-obama-executive.php)
Why Does It Matter? Continued application of Jackson-Vanik matters for three reasons: First, as already indicated, the amendment hurts American interests more than Russia. Under WTO rules producers in other countries will be guaranteed access to one of the world's most important emerging economies. American producers will not. Second, continued misapplication of the Jackson-Vanik amendment violates America's own commitment to the rule of law. In 1974 the amendment set in place a legal standard, and that standard long since has been met. Yet - over two decades since the fall of communism - the discriminatory law holding hostage America's trade relations with Russia remains in effect. Even though repeated administrations have claimed to be in favor of "graduating" Russia from Jackson-Vanik, the pretense continues that new and elusive legislation is required - despite the plain language of the law giving the President that authority. Laws should be enforced as they are written. Third, misuse of Jackson-Vanik against Russia sends a dangerous, negative message about U.S. intentions toward Russia and the future of the "reset" between what remain the world's two greatest nuclear powers. Singling out Russia for trade discrimination signals that the United States still refuses full normalization of relations with Moscow - more than 20 years after the end of the Soviet regime! Congressional critics (and most of the Republican presidential candidates) are never short of reasons to criticize Russia on human rights, democratic reform, or other matters that can and should be debated on their own merits. Thus, the Administration's pretense that Congressional action is needed not only bottles up U.S.-Russia trade ties but invites treatment of Russia as a political punching bag. Do political concerns lead to trade barriers with such paragons of democracy and human rights as China (graduated from the amendment in 2000) or Saudi Arabia (never subject to the amendment)? No. But Russia remains locked in a time-warp from the 1970s, still branded as the communist adversary that no longer exists.

JV’s a symbolic issue and Russia’s top priority

Englund ‘11 (Will, Pulitzer Prize Winning Moscow-Based Columnist – WP, “Russia Close to Gaining Membership to WTO”, Washington Post, 11-9, Lexis)
WTO membership - which would become official in mid-December if things go smoothly in Geneva - is one of the benefits that Russia was seeking in the "reset" of relations with the United States. If it happens, that would leave as Moscow's one remaining major goal a repeal of the Jackson-Vanik amendment, a Soviet-era law that ties trade to Russia's treatment of religious minorities. Jackson-Vanik is a significant, if symbolic, irritant to the Russians. The chances of its repeal seem to be fading.

Repeal of Jackson-Vanik is key to continued US-Russia relations.

Gvosdev ‘12 (World Politics Review, Nikolas K. Gvosdev is the former editor of the National Interest, and a frequent foreign policy commentator in both the print and broadcast media, http://www.worldpoliticsreview.com/articles/11441/the-realist-prism-resetting-the-u-s-russia-reset)
An upcoming decision-point could offer a good indication of what to expect. The World Trade Organization is expected to ratify Russia’s accession later this spring. However, American firms will not be able to take advantage of Russia's WTO membership as long as U.S. trade with Russia is still subject to the Cold War-era Jackson-Vanik amendment. Congress would first have to agree to "graduate" Russia from the terms of the legislation, but many members remain hesitant. An unofficial swap would see Russia given permanent normal trading relations status, but with new legislation applying "smart sanctions" against specific Russian individuals and entities accused of condoning human rights abuses, most notably in the death of Russian lawyer Sergei Magnitsky. Whether this Solomonic compromise could work, however, remains to be seen. The Russian government has already responded very negatively to sanctions unilaterally imposed by the State Department and may be quite unwilling to accept such a compromise, even if it means graduating Russia from Jackson-Vanik. At the same time, there remains resistance within Congress to "giving up" one of its last remaining tools to pressure Russia on a whole range of issues, from chicken imports to religious freedom. The fate of the Jackson-Vanik amendment, therefore, is the canary in the coal mine for U.S.-Russia relations. If a successful repeal is negotiated, it bodes well for regenerating the relationship. However, if Obama, like George W. Bush before him, is unable to secure Russia’s graduation, this could end up being a fatal blow to the whole idea of the reset. 

Symbolic irritant that spills over to the rest of the relationship

Miller ‘11 (Jacqueline, senior associate, “The WTO and the Reset” EastWest Institute -- April 8 --http://www.ewi.info/wto-and-reset)
It took Barack Obama several months and some tough lobbying to finally win congressional approval for the New START treaty last December, which was seen as the key to the administration’s reset with Russia. Another fight could already be brewing over Obama’s support for Russia’s World Trade Organization (WTO) membership, which is the next big goal of the administration’s Russia policy. Citing Russian human rights abuses and lack of democratic development, congressional critics want to keep Russia subject to the Jackson-Vanik amendment—a Cold War relic that, if left in place, would effectively nullify both Russian and U.S. gains from Russian WTO membership. But, somewhat surprisingly, the administration could develop a win-win outcome by taking a page from its dealings with China, another country whose human rights practices stir congressional unease. The Jackson-Vanik amendment to the 1974 Trade Act denies permanent normal trade relations (PNTR) to non-market economies that restrict emigration. The amendment was passed unanimously by both houses of Congress to pressure the Soviet Union to allow Soviet Jews to emigrate. In 1994, the Clinton administration found Russia to be in full compliance with the amendment’s freedom-of-emigration requirements. And in 2002, the United States officially began describing Russia as a market economy. Presidents Clinton, Bush, and now Obama all declared their intention to work with Congress to repeal the legislation as it applies to Russia, but no action has been taken. The reason: Congress still sees Jackson-Vanik as a lever to punish Russia for its human rights record even when the executive branch is prioritizing the security aspects of the bilateral relationship. Jackson-Vanik’s ongoing application has been a major symbolic irritant in the relationship, even though the United States has granted Russia a waiver every year since 1992. But once Russia joins the WTO, which could happen next year, Jackson-Vanik will go from being a symbol of mistrust to inflicting actual harm both to Russia and the U.S.-Russia relationship. 

Repeal key to solve relations – on the brink now 

RT 12/26  (“Russia urges US to repeal Cold War era legislation” -- http://rt.com/politics/russia-jackson-vanik-lavrov-679/)
With US-Russian relations sliding from reset to regret, one way to brighten the economic and political picture is to repeal the Cold War-era Jackson-Vanik amendment, Russian Foreign Minister Sergei Lavrov told reporters on Monday. Interestingly, Lavrov said that Jackson-Vanik is more of a hindrance to American businesses than it is to Russian ones, especially with Russia set to enter the WTO in 2012. “Russia's entry into the WTO opens broad vistas for more intensive business contacts and a quality change of the entire economic relationship, naturally, on the condition the U.S. Congress repeals the notorious Jackson-Vanik amendment, which actually makes U.S.business its hostage," the minister said. Lavrov asserted Russia’s dedication to improving bilateral relations with the United States Russia "will continue to improve the atmosphere of bilateral cooperation and build confidence and mutual understanding. We aim for an air dialogue even on the most difficult subjects," he said. The Russian membership in the WTO is a totally new stage of the Russian integration into the world economic system, Lavrov said, which will redound to the world’s benefit. "We are ready to promote global economic stability, efficient solutions to crises, and strengthening of international institutions," the minister said. In 1972, Soviet Premier Leonid Brezhnev introduced the so-called "diploma tax” as a means of covering the cost of would-be emigrants who had received a higher education in the Soviet Union. This move caused US Congress in 1974 to enact Jackson-Vanik, which denied ‘most-favored nation’ status for states limiting the emigration rights of their citizens. In March, 2011, US Vice President Joe Biden urged a repeal of the law.
Repealing Jackson-Vanik is key to relations and cooperation via modernization.

Aslund & Bergsten, ’10 [ANDERS ASLUND and C. FRED BERGSTEN June 21, 2010 Foreign Policy: Let Russia Join the WTO http://www.npr.org/templates/story/story.php?storyId=127981016]
The United States still maintains the Jackson-Vanik Amendment, adopted in 1974 denying favorable trade status to Russia, citing its restrictions on the free emigration of Jews from the Soviet Union. The law, a relic of the Cold War, has no practical effect but is a serious irritant in relations between the two countries. And as a practical matter, if Jackson-Vanik remains in force, Russia would simply not apply WTO rules to the United States, perpetuating trade discrimination against American companies. Hence the amendment should be scrapped immediately after Russia joins.  Now is the right time for Obama and Medvedev to resolve the last obstacles on the way to Russian entry to the WTO. The resulting encouragement of Russia's modernization is very much in the interest of both countries. Russia urgently needs to modernize, and the United States, bogged down in Afghanistan and facing the prospect of a nuclear-armed Iran, needs 
Russian cooperation more than ever.
Repeal is key to stabilize the reset and ensure US-Russia relations. 

Ptashnikov 2-29 [Andrei Ptashnikov, The Voice of Russia, Feb 29, 212, “What will happen to reset after Russian, U.S. elections?” http://english.ruvr.ru/2012_02_29/67183952/]
Launched by U.S. President Barack Obama soon after came to power, the reset has been rolling on with varying success for more than three years. It peaked in April 2010 when the new Russian-American Strategic Arms Reduction Treaty was signed in Prague, but then slowed down sharply over Washington’s plans to build a missile defense shield in Europe with Russia vehemently opposing them. The follow-up turbulent events in Northern Africa and the Middle East revealed serious disagreements between the two countries over how the acute problems facing the Arab world should be approached. The same can be said of the situation around Iran. Finally, the pre-election campaign in Russia and the United States has pushed domestic problems to the foreground. Yet despite the above circumstances and despite the fact that both sides have been closely watching each other, the Russian-U.S. relations have on the whole improved under Obama.  Will the reset continue after the presidential elections? Most experts agree that it will if Vladimir Putin becomes Russia’s next president and Barack Obama returns to the White House. But there may be other options in case Obama fails to win a second term. Two major events held in Washington a few days ago prove that the future of Russian-American relations arouses huge interest. One was a roundtable on the issue and the other was the World Russia Forum with prominent politicians and experts from both countries attending. Although opinions divided, everyone agreed that broader cooperation in various fields was needed. Congressman Gregory Meeks believes that much will depend on bilateral trade. Unfortunately, the “cold war”-era Jackson-Vanik amendment restricting trade with Russia is still in force. The “cold war” has long become a thing of the past, yet continues to hamper business, the congressman said. It’s hard to disagree with Mr. Meeks. But far from all U.S. congressmen share this view, which explains why President Obama’s repeated promises to lift Jackson-Vanik remain unfulfilled.  A recent opinion poll held by the authoritative Gallup service shows that the number of Americans who see Russia as a threat has shrunk 
dramatically from more than 30% two decades ago to just 2% now. Let’s hope that the trust-building momentum will be preserved after the elections. 
JV collapses US/Russian trade ties and invites follow-on Congressional measures that deck relations

Lozansky 12 (Dr. Edward, President and Founder – American University in Moscow, “Time to End an Obstacle to U.S. Access to the World's 9th-Largest Economy”, Russia Blog, 1-19, http://www.russiablog.org/2012/01/time-to-end-an-jackson-vanik-obama-executive.php)

Why Does It Matter? Continued application of Jackson-Vanik matters for three reasons: First, as already indicated, the amendment hurts American interests more than Russia. Under WTO rules producers in other countries will be guaranteed access to one of the world's most important emerging economies. American producers will not. Second, continued misapplication of the Jackson-Vanik amendment violates America's own commitment to the rule of law. In 1974 the amendment set in place a legal standard, and that standard long since has been met. Yet - over two decades since the fall of communism - the discriminatory law holding hostage America's trade relations with Russia remains in effect. Even though repeated administrations have claimed to be in favor of "graduating" Russia from Jackson-Vanik, the pretense continues that new and elusive legislation is required - despite the plain language of the law giving the President that authority. Laws should be enforced as they are written. Third, misuse of Jackson-Vanik against Russia sends a dangerous, negative message about U.S. intentions toward Russia and the future of the "reset" between what remain the world's two greatest nuclear powers. Singling out Russia for trade discrimination signals that the United States still refuses full normalization of relations with Moscow - more than 20 years after the end of the Soviet regime! Congressional critics (and most of the Republican presidential candidates) are never short of reasons to criticize Russia on human rights, democratic reform, or other matters that can and should be debated on their own merits. Thus, the Administration's pretense that Congressional action is needed not only bottles up U.S.-Russia trade ties but invites treatment of Russia as a political punching bag. Do political concerns lead to trade barriers with such paragons of democracy and human rights as China (graduated from the amendment in 2000) or Saudi Arabia (never subject to the amendment)? No. But Russia remains locked in a time-warp from the 1970s, still branded as the communist adversary that no longer exists.

Repeal of Jackson-Vanik is key to relations

Gvosdev 2/10/12 (World Politics Review, Nikolas K. Gvosdev is the former editor of the National Interest, and a frequent foreign policy commentator in both the print and broadcast media, http://www.worldpoliticsreview.com/articles/11441/the-realist-prism-resetting-the-u-s-russia-reset)

An upcoming decision-point could offer a good indication of what to expect. The World Trade Organization is expected to ratify Russia’s accession later this spring. However, American firms will not be able to take advantage of Russia's WTO membership as long as U.S. trade with Russia is still subject to the Cold War-era Jackson-Vanik amendment. Congress would first have to agree to "graduate" Russia from the terms of the legislation, but many members remain hesitant. An unofficial swap would see Russia given permanent normal trading relations status, but with new legislation applying "smart sanctions" against specific Russian individuals and entities accused of condoning human rights abuses, most notably in the death of Russian lawyer Sergei Magnitsky. Whether this Solomonic compromise could work, however, remains to be seen. The Russian government has already responded very negatively to sanctions unilaterally imposed by the State Department and may be quite unwilling to accept such a compromise, even if it means graduating Russia from Jackson-Vanik. At the same time, there remains resistance within Congress to "giving up" one of its last remaining tools to pressure Russia on a whole range of issues, from chicken imports to religious freedom. The fate of the Jackson-Vanik amendment, therefore, is the canary in the coal mine for U.S.-Russia relations. If a successful repeal is negotiated, it bodes well for regenerating the relationship. However, if Obama, like George W. Bush before him, is unable to secure Russia’s graduation, this could end up being a fatal blow to the whole idea of the reset. 

AT: Relations Resilient

Equal partnership: Putin thinks JV is a symbol of US domination that prevent relations

Skrin 9 (Market & Corporate News , 1-30, “West should perceive Russia as equal partner: Putin,” Lexis)

Russia’s Prime Minister Vladimir Putin has urged Western companies to leave behind the colonial thinking in their relations with Moscow. It is necessary to work in a civilized and honest manner and get rid of colonial ideology, Putin told a meeting of the International Business Council at the World Economic Forum in Davos, Switzerland on Thursday. Russia wants to be perceived in the West as an equal partner without any exemptions or exclusions, the Russian Premier underlines. At present, we are going through tough times amid the unfolding financial and economical meltdown, Putin complains. Even so, he adds, Russia has no intention of restricting capital flows despite a large rise in capital outflow that saw a whopping 130 billion dollars leave the country last year. We have deliberately made this move, Putin explains, bearing in mind that these actions by the Russian authorities should give a clear signal that we will be seeking to stick to all our obligations. For that to happen, we will try to make our economy and our country open and we have already achieved a lot in this direction lately, Putin maintains. Saying that Russia was not allowed to buy certain technologies and even finished products in the West Putin said that apart from the limitations inherited from the past, new ones were being imposed - in Europe to a lesser extent, while in the United States many of them remained. Above all the Jackson-Vanik Amendment to the US- Soviet Trade Bill, which the Russian Premier said was an "anachronism that has nothing to do with common sense". "The problem of the Jews' departure from the Soviet Union no longer exists, neither does the USSR against which the discriminatory amendment was enacted," Putin stressed. He said the main limitations remain in people’s minds, and we should get rid of them. "We are not disabled people, we do not need help, we want to be an equal and reliable partner," Putin stressed. "The world has changed in the sense that it is necessary to be self-critical and listen more to what is happening on our planet as a whole. This is exactly what we need if we want to have long-term partnership between us," he said, the ruvr.ru website said.
PC Key

Congress won't repeal Jackson-Vanik before the lame duck session absent Obama showing strong leadership on the issue.

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

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

Obama administration is lobbying to repeal Jackson-Vanik, only the president can sell the Democrats.

Brian Wingfield, 7-12-12 (Brian Wingfield is a reporter for Bloomberg News in Washington, Bloomberg News, "Why U.S.-Russia Trade Is Stuck in the Cold War")

Russia will join the World Trade Organization next month, a deal 18 years in the making. That’s good news for U.S. businesses. They’ll get guaranteed tariff reductions. Russia will also have to honor international agreements dealing with intellectual property, and if there are disputes, the U.S. can call on the WTO to arbitrate. There’s only one thing in the way: Congress.  The WTO requires its members to grant each other so-called permanent normal trade relations. But the U.S. is forbidden to do so with Russia under the 1974 Jackson-Vanik amendment, passed to restrict trade with the Soviet Union as punishment for its persecution of Jews who wanted to emigrate. Now lawmakers worried about looking soft on the old Cold War foe—in the middle of campaign season—are stalling on repealing the amendment.  They “just don’t get the sense of the breadth of the market opportunities,” says Randi Levinas, executive director of the Coalition for U.S.-Russia Trade, a Washington lobbying group led by 22 U.S. companies including PepsiCo (PEP), General Electric (GE), Caterpillar (CAT), Boeing (BA), and Procter & Gamble (PG). “They think of it as a communist country.”  The U.S. already trades with Russia, the world’s ninth-largest economy, under an exception to Jackson-Vanik granted annually by every president since 1992. Right now the flow of merchandise is tiny: In 2011 the U.S. shipped Russia $8.3 billion worth of goods—just 0.6 percent of all exports, according to the Department of Commerce.  The Obama administration, which wants to double U.S. exports by the end of 2014, has been lobbying Congress to repeal Jackson-Vanik, as have business groups. Christopher Wenk, an international trade lobbyist with the U.S. Chamber of Commerce, says his and other groups have pressed their case in more than 250 meetings with lawmakers and aides this year.  Senate Democrats want to link a repeal bill with a House-sponsored measure that calls for the U.S. to publish a list of people associated with human-rights violations in Russia, deny them visas, and freeze any financial assets in the U.S. It’s named for Sergei Magnitsky, a lawyer for London-based Hermitage Capital who exposed government corruption in Russia and died in a Moscow prison in 2009, allegedly after guards beat him.  Republicans are struggling to speak with one voice on the country that Mitt Romney has called the U.S.’s “No. 1 geopolitical foe.” In the Senate, Republicans John McCain of Arizona and Roger Wicker of Mississippi are siding with the Democrats, vowing to withhold support for permanent trade ties if the Magnitsky bill doesn’t pass. House Republicans including Ways and Means Committee Chairman Dave Camp say they prefer the Obama administration’s argument that the Jackson-Vanik repeal should be passed with no strings attached—yet no lawmaker has introduced such legislation in the House. Instead, more than 70 Republican freshmen, led by Missouri Representative Billy Long, are passing it back to President Obama, lobbying him to press harder for a bill without the human-rights provision. “I can’t sell the Democrats,” says Long. “The president can.”  With lawmakers leaving Washington in August for a five-week recess, the Jackson-Vanik repeal needs to be one of Congress’s “top priorities,” Wenk says, or U.S. companies could miss out on deals with Russia. Says Wenk: “You’re going to start seeing us cranking up the dial.” 

Political capital key 

Barkley 6/22 (Tom, Reporter at Dow Jones, “U.S., Russia Trade Bill Seen as Tough Going”, http://www.nasdaq.com/article/us-russia-trade-bill-seen-as-tough-going-20120619-01309)

U.S. President Barack Obama said Monday after his bilateral meeting with Russia's President Vladimir Putin on the sidelines of the Group of 20 meeting in Mexico that he emphasized that establishing permanent, normal trade relations with Russia was a priority "so that American businesses can take advantage of the extraordinary opportunities now that Russia is a member of the WTO." But winning passage by August, when Russia is expected to formally join the WTO, will be difficult in an election year given ongoing concerns about issues ranging from Russia's human rights practices to policy differences on Syria and Iran. Republican presidential challenger Mitt Romney recently called Russia "our No. 1 geopolitical foe." Mr. Brady said approving permanent, normal trade relations with Russia will be a "hard lift," and urged the Obama administration to step up its efforts to win over congressional support.

Obama’s push is key. 

Reuters, 4-26 [Reuters 26 Apr 2012 U.S. lawmaker urges Obama push on Russia trade bill http://www.cnbc.com/id/47191558]

With a major push from the White House, "it's possible" the bill could be passed by the August recess, Camp said. However, some trade policy observers think the hot-button issue could be delayed until after the U.S. elections in November.  Unless Congress approves PNTR by revoking a Cold War-era provision known as the Jackson-Vanik amendment, Russia would be entitled under WTO rules to deny U.S. exporters tariff concessions it made to join the world trade body.
AT: PC Low – Healthcare

Healthcare didn’t cost Obama much PC – studies prove

UD 6/22 (University of Delaware Center for Political Communication, “Mandate Divisions”, UDaily, 6/22/12, http://www.udel.edu/udaily/2012/jun/health-insurance-mandate-062212.html)//KB

As the United States Supreme Court prepares to rule on the constitutionality of the 2010 health care law, a new National Agenda Opinion Poll by the University of Delaware’s Center for Political Communication reveals Americans are divided along party and ideology lines on a key provision of the law. Democrats and liberals overwhelmingly favor insurance mandates, whereas large majorities of Republicans and conservatives oppose them. The national telephone survey of 906 Americans was conducted by the Center for Political Communication from May 20 to June 6. Professors David C. Wilson and Paul Brewer supervised the study. Wilson, the center’s coordinator for public opinion initiatives, said “the results suggest President Obama may actually have more political capital for his health insurance requirement than is widely reported.” The survey asked how much respondents favored or opposed a health insurance mandate using five different wordings. Half of respondents support a mandate when it is presented as a “requirement” or “a federal requirement.” In contrast, 62 percent support “the federal requirement, signed by Obama.”
AT: Elections

GOP will compromise despite election
Walsh 2/23  (Kenneth, writer for U.S. News & World Report, “Obama Officials Optimistic as Economy, Public Opinion Improves,” U.S. News and World Report, 2-23-12, http://www.usnews.com/news/blogs/Ken-Walshs-Washington/2012/02/23/obama-officials-optimistic-as-economy-public-opinion-improves) 

President Obama believes there is a reasonable chance that congressional Republicans will feel enough public pressure to compromise with him on key parts of his 2012 agenda, White House aides say. "They can be productive," a senior White House official told me. "Substantively, there can be accomplishments with Congress even though this is an election year." Among the initiatives that White House officials are considering for possible areas for compromise: more investment in infrastructure projects such as roads and bridges, tax breaks for small businesses, tax breaks for businesses that relocate jobs from overseas to the United States and making it easier for some homeowners to refinance their mortgages at lower interest rates. All of these initiatives are popular with voters, Obama strategists say. The president and his senior advisers were happy that Congress approved an extension of a payroll tax cut and longer-term unemployment benefits last week. They consider this a sign that progress can be made on other issues this year. Overall, administration officials say that Americans seem to be more optimistic about where the economy is headed as unemployment slowly decreases, more private sector jobs are created month-to-month, and the Dow Jones industrial average rises. Americans seem to feel that "things are getting better," a top Obama aide told me, but the president believes "we are not near to being out of the woods."

JV will pass Even though it’s an election year

NYT 2/24 (http://www.nytimes.com/2012/02/25/world/europe/us-russian-trade-ties-hit-political-snags.html?_r=1)

In an interview, Mr. Baucus said that despite the uphill battle of passing any legislation in a presidential election year, he believed that Congress would ultimately see the wisdom of normalizing trade relations with Russia, or at least recognize that failing to do so would only punish American business. “Even though this is an election year, the logic is unassailable,” he said. “This makes good sense for America. It will help create more American jobs.” 

Elections don’t kill compromise – put pressure on GOP

Parker 3/1 (Alex, writer for the Chicago Tribune, http://www.chicagotribune.com/news/sns-201203011028usnewsusnwr201202240229congressmar01,0,5388899.story)

Some Democrats are downright giddy that the low Congressional approval ratings—a February Gallup poll shows that only 10 percent of Americans approve of the job that lawmakers have been doing--and the rising economic tide are not only giving them the upper hand in negotiations, but are also allowing them the chance to control the legislative agenda. Even though the president's hopes for comprehensive tax reform or higher taxes for millionaires still seems unlikely, Democrats are still itching to put Republicans on the spot over issues on the economy, home mortgages, and taxes. "It's creating a situation where some Republicans may start saving face and may try to cut deals with the President and Democrats in order to pass legislation to save their seats," one House Democratic aide says.The parties are still locking horns over issues such as gas prices and contraception, but there are other brief glimpses of comity. On Tuesday party leaders indicated that they would try to move forward with the traditional appropriations process, rather than enter a showdown over the deficit--the playbook from the last several congressional sessions. And in February, the GOP unexpectedly caved early on the payroll tax deal rather than take the issue down to the deadline negotiations of the past. For the most part, Congressional business will be drowned out by the upcoming elections, and that's a big part of why the tides may be shifting. "As much as [the Republican] base likes being just in opposition, I do think that middle of the road voters are disgusted by the partisanship," Tanner says. 
AT: Winners Win

Winners don’t win – perceptions of wins don’t matter

Jacobs and King 10

Lawrence and Desmond, profs at UMinnesotta and Nuffield,  Perspectives on Politics (2010), 8 : pp 793-802,  Varieties of Obamaism: Structure, Agency, and the Obama Presidency, da: 7-20-2012

  But personality is not a solid foundation for a persuasive explanation of presidential impact and the shortfalls or accomplishments of Obama's presidency. Modern presidents have brought divergent individual traits to their jobs and yet they have routinely failed to enact much of their agendas. Preeminent policy goals of Bill Clinton (health reform) and George W. Bush (Social Security privatization) met the same fate, though these presidents' personalities vary widely. And presidents like Jimmy Carter—whose personality traits have been criticized as ill-suited for effective leadership—enjoyed comparable or stronger success in Congress than presidents lauded for their personal knack for leadership—from Lyndon Johnson to Ronald Reagan.7 Indeed, a personalistic account provides little leverage for explaining the disparities in Obama's record—for example why he succeeded legislatively in restructuring health care and higher education, failed in other areas, and often accommodated stakeholders. Decades of rigorous research find that impersonal, structural forces offer the most compelling explanations for presidential impact.8 Quantitative research that compares legislative success and presidential personality finds no overall relationship.9 In his magisterial qualitative and historical study, Stephen Skowronek reveals that institutional dynamics and ideological commitments structure presidential choice and success in ways that trump the personal predilections of individual presidents.10 Findings point to the predominant influence on presidential legislative success of the ideological and partisan composition of Congress, entrenched interests, identities, and institutional design, and a constitutional order that invites multiple and competing lines of authority. The widespread presumption, then, that Obama's personal traits or leadership style account for the obstacles to his policy proposals is called into question by a generation of scholarship on the presidency. Indeed, the presumption is not simply problematic analytically, but practically as well. For the misdiagnosis of the source of presidential weakness may, paradoxically, induce failure by distracting the White House from strategies and tactics where presidents can make a difference. Following a meeting with Obama shortly after Brown's win, one Democratic senator lamented the White House's delusion that a presidential sales pitch will pass health reform—“Just declaring that he's still for it doesn't mean that it comes off life support.”11 Although Obama's re-engagement after the Brown victory did contribute to restarting reform, the senator's comment points to the importance of ideological and partisan coalitions in Congress, organizational combat, institutional roadblocks, and anticipated voter reactions. Presidential sales pitches go only so far. Yet if presidential personality and leadership style come up short as primary explanations for presidential success and failure, this does not render them irrelevant. There is no need to accept the false choice between volition and structure—between explanations that reduce politics to personality and those that focus only on system imperatives and contradictions. The most satisfying explanations lie at the intersection of agency and structure—what we describe as structured agency. Presidents have opportunities to lead, but not under the circumstances they choose or control. These circumstances both restrict the parameters of presidential impact and highlight the significance of presidential skill in accurately identifying and exploiting opportunities. Indeed, Obama himself talks about walking this tightrope—exercising “ruthless pragmatism” in seizing opportunities for reform while accepting the limits and seeking to “bridge that gap between the status quo and what we know we have to do for our future”.12
Wins don’t spill over

Hertzberg 11 

Herndrik, political analyst, New Yorker,  COOLING ON WARMING, http://www.newyorker.com/talk/comment/2011/02/07/110207taco_talk_hertzberg?printable=true, dw: 2-7-2010, da: 7-20-2012

 Strong words. But now they are not even whispered. The climate bill, like hundreds of others less consequential, met its fate on the legislative terminal ward that is the United States Senate, where bleeding is still the treatment of choice. The bill died of complete organ failure, you might say. The contributing causes included the economic crisis, which made it easy to stoke fear; the power, money, and regional clout of sectors that benefit from the greenhouse-gas-producing status quo, especially the coal and oil industries; the Republican congressional leadership’s determination to forgo compromise in favor of a disciplined drive to block anything that might resemble a victory for Obama; the rise of the Tea Party right and the baleful influence of talk radio and Fox News; and, as always, the filibuster. But Obama and the White House cannot escape blame. They botched delicate negotiations in the Senate, were neglectful at key moments, and expended little of the courage, imagination, and resources they brought to health-care reform. Perhaps they calculated that winning health care would strengthen them for climate change, like Popeye after a helping of spinach. But the political effect, at least in its immediate manifestations, was more like Kryptonite.

PC Real

PC theory true- empirics prove deal-making matters- Klein is overly pessimistic
Mandel 3/23 (Seth, Assistant Editor of Commentary magazine, http://www.commentarymagazine.com/2012/03/23/presidential-persuasion-commander-in-chief-obama-reagan-clinton/)
I want to offer Klein one more note of optimism. He writes: Back-room bargains and quiet negotiations do not, however, present an inspiring vision of the Presidency. And they fail, too. Boehner and Obama spent much of last summer sitting in a room together, but, ultimately, the Speaker didn’t make a private deal with the President for the same reason that Republican legislators don’t swoon over a public speech by him: he is the leader of the Democratic Party, and if he wins they lose. This suggests that, as the two parties become more sharply divided, it may become increasingly difficult for a President to govern—and there’s little that he can do about it. I disagree. The details of the deal matter, not just the party lines about the dispute. There is no way the backroom negotiations Clinton conducted with Gingrich over social security reform could have been possible if we had prime ministers, instead of presidents. The president possesses political capital Congress doesn’t. History tells us there are effective ways to use that capital. One lesson: quiet action on domestic policy, visible and audible leadership on national security.
AT: Winners Win

1) Empirically denied – Bush got education reform passed early but that didn’t help him

2) Plan isn’t a win for Obama because he hasn’t been pushing for it for a long time.

3) Winners lose – capital isn’t regenerated

Ryan 9 (Selwyn Professor of Social Science at the Sir Arthur Lewis Institute of Social and Economic Studies, University of West Indies. Ph.D. in Political Science from Cornell, Jan 18, http://www.trinidadexpress.com/index.pl/article_opinion?id=161426968)

Like many, I expect much from Obama, who for the time being, is my political beast of burden with whom every other politician in the world is unfavourably compared. As a political scientist, I however know that given the structure of American and world politics, it would be difficult for him to deliver half of what he has promised, let alone all of it. Reality will force him to make many "u" turns and detours which may well land him in quick sand. Obama will, however, begin his stint with a vast accumulation of political capital, perhaps more than that held by any other modern leader. Seventy-eight per cent of Americans polled believe that his inauguration is one of the most historic the country will witness. Political capital is, however, a lumpy and fast diminishing asset in today's world of instant communication, which once misspent, is rarely ever renewable. The world is full of political leaders like George Bush and Tony Blair who had visions, promised a lot, and probably meant well, but who did not know how to husband the political capital with which they were provided as they assumed office. They squandered it as quickly as they emptied the contents of the public vaults. Many will be watching to see how Obama manages his assets and liabilities register. Watching with hope would be the white young lady who waved a placard in Obama's face inscribed with the plaintive words, "I Trust You." Despite the general optimism about Obama's ability to deliver, many groups have already begun to complain about being betrayed. Gays, union leaders, and women have been loud in their complaints about being by-passed or overlooked. Some radical blacks have also complained about being disrespected. Where and when is Joshua going to lead them to the promised land, they ask? When is he going to pull the troops out of Iraq? Civil rights groups also expect Obama to dis-establish Guantanamo as soon as he takes office to signal the formal break with Dick Cheney and Bush. They also want him to discontinue the policy which allows intelligence analysts to spy on American citizens without official authorisation. In fact, Obama startled supporters when he signalled that he might do an about-turn and continue this particular policy. We note that Bush is signalling Obama that keeping America safe from terrorists should be his top priority item and that he, Bush, had no regrets about violating the constitutional rights of Americans if he had to do so to keep them safe. Cheney has also said that he would do it again if he had to. The safety of the republic is after all the highest law. Other groups-sub-prime home owners, workers in the automobile sector, and the poor and unemployed generally all expect Obama to work miracles on their behalf, which of course he cannot do. Given the problems of the economy which has not yet bottomed out, some promises have to be deferred beyond the first term. Groups, however, expect that the promise made to them during the campaign must be kept. Part of the problem is that almost every significant social or ethnic group believes that it was instrumental in Obama's victory. White women felt that they took Obama over the line, as did blacks generally, Jews, Hispanics, Asians, rich white men, gays, and young college kids, to mention a few of those whose inputs were readily recognisable. Obama also has a vast constituency in almost every country in the world, all of whom expect him to save the globe and the planet. Clearly, he is the proverbial "Black Knight on a White Horse." One of the "realities" that Obama has to face is that American politics is not a winner-take-all system. It is pluralistic vertically and horizontally, and getting anything done politically, even when the President and the Congress are controlled by the same party, requires groups to negotiate, bargain and engage in serious horse trading. No one takes orders from the President who can only use moral or political suasion and promises of future support for policies or projects. The system was in fact deliberately engineered to prevent overbearing majorities from conspiring to tyrannise minorities. The system is not only institutionally diverse and plural, but socially and geographically so. As James Madison put it in Federalist No 10, one of the foundation documents of republicanism in America, basic institutions check other basic institutions, classes and interests check other classes and interests, and regions do the same. All are grounded in their own power bases which they use to fend off challengers. The coalitions change from issue to issue, and there is no such thing as party discipline which translated, means you do what I the leader say you do. Although Obama is fully aware of the political limitations of the office which he holds, he is fully aware of the vast stock of political capital which he currently has in the bank and he evidently plans to enlarge it by drawing from the stock held by other groups, dead and alive. He is clearly drawing heavily from the caparisoned cloaks of Lincoln and Roosevelt. Obama seems to believe that by playing the all-inclusive, multipartisan, non-ideological card, he can get most of his programmes through the Congress without having to spend capital by using vetoes, threats of veto, or appeals to his 15 million strong constituency in cyberspace (the latent "Obama Party").

Controversies hurt

Gerson 10 – 2010, Washington post, http://www.washingtonpost.com/wp-dyn/content/article/2010/12/16/AR2010121604039.html

In some areas - such as education reform or the tax deal - Obama's governing practice is better than his political skills. But these skills matter precisely because political capital is limited. The early pursuit of ambitious health-care reform was a political mistake, as former chief of staff Rahm Emanuel internally argued. But every president has the right to spend his popularity on what he regards as matters of principle. Political risks, taken out of conviction with open eyes, are an admirable element of leadership. Yet political errors made out of pique or poor planning undermine the possibility of achievement. Rather than being spent, popularity is squandered - something the Obama administration has often done. 

Obama’s velcro – only blame will stick

Nicholas and Hook 10 (“Obama the Velcro president”, July 30, http://articles.latimes.com/2010/jul/30/nation/la-na-velcro-presidency-20100730)

If Ronald Reagan was the classic Teflon president, Barack Obama is made of Velcro. Through two terms, Reagan eluded much of the responsibility for recession and foreign policy scandal. In less than two years, Obama has become ensnared in blame. Hoping to better insulate Obama, White House aides have sought to give other Cabinet officials a higher profile and additional public exposure. They are also crafting new ways to explain the president's policies to a skeptical public. But Obama remains the colossus of his administration — to a point where trouble anywhere in the world is often his to solve. The president is on the hook to repair the Gulf Coast oil spill disaster, stabilize Afghanistan, help fix Greece's ailing economy and do right by Shirley Sherrod, the Agriculture Department official fired as a result of a misleading fragment of videotape. What's not sticking to Obama is a legislative track record that his recent predecessors might envy. Political dividends from passage of a healthcare overhaul or a financial regulatory bill have been fleeting. Instead, voters are measuring his presidency by a more immediate yardstick: Is he creating enough jobs? So far the verdict is no, and that has taken a toll on Obama's approval ratings. Only 46% approve of Obama's job performance, compared with 47% who disapprove, according to Gallup's daily tracking poll. "I think the accomplishments are very significant, but I think most people would look at this and say, 'What was the plan for jobs?' " said Sen. Byron L. Dorgan (D-N.D.). "The agenda he's pushed here has been a very important agenda, but it hasn't translated into dinner table conversations."

AT: Fiat Solves the Link

Fiat tests should not would – political ramifications are a consequence of the plan – that’s vital to holistic cost benefit analysis – counterinterp – fiat means the plan is introduced and 

passed in Congress

AT: Intrinsicness

Intrinsicness is a voter – 

Moving target – moots 1NC offense and shifts the focus of the debate – debate should be about defending the plan to the death

Kills ground – their standard is impossible to meet – we would have no disads

Counterinterp – they get topical perms – they should have to prove the necessity of the resolution

AT: Compartmentalization

a) Empirically disproven – vote-trading occurs all the time

Rowley et al 98 (Charles Kershaw Rowley, Professor of Economics at George Mason University, Robert D. Tollison, Professor of Economics at Clemson University, Gordon Tullock,  Professor of Law and Economics at George Mason University, “The Political economy of rent-seeking”, Google Books pg. 455) 

The U.S. Congress is hindered with respect to vote trading opportunities both by its bicameral structure and by the geographic representation basis of both its chambers. Under such constraints, the rules of the legislative process tend to be important as a determinant of the "efficiency" of pork-barrel politics. In one respect, these rules have always encouraged vote-trading in the U.S. to a greater degree than is the case with most European parliamentary democracies: party discipline is much looser and policy cross-overs by individual congressmen always much more frequent. However, this stimulus to interest group rent-seeking is a consistent feature of the U.S. policy, and not an especial development of the past quarter century. To explain the dynamic of vote-trading in the U.S. over the period in question, it is necessary, therefore, to scrutinize developments in the complex structure of internal decision-making institutions to which Congress delegates substantial authority. Choices registered in these institutions constrain the influence of House or Senate majorities, preventing comparisons between certain collective choice alternatives, while facilitating others. Preeminent among these institutions is the committee/subcommittee system. Committees are endowed with considerable authority to initiate legislation within their defined jurisdictions. In some instances, amendments to their proposals are confined, by convention, to the particular subject matter of such proposals. Bills, as amended, are usually voted up or down, though amendments from the floor are not completely precluded. In the event of disagreement between the House and the Senate, the committees select the conference representatives, whose compromises are protected from amendment.
b) External considerations affect votes – it’s not just internal concessions – not one Republican voted for the stimulus even though it was loaded with pork because they wanted to hurt Obama
AT: Bottom of the Docket

The aff should have to defend immediate implementation

a) Infinitely regressive – anything other than immediacy is arbitrary – allowing 2AC to choose when their plan is implemented kills 1NC strat

b) Kills neg ground – every disad has temporally sensitive uniqueness – allowing them to delay plan implementation lets them spike out of everything
Politics Link

1AC author admits that funding for locks is unpopular

Micik 12 Agfax,(Katie, January 25, “Waterway Lock Failure Would be Severe Economic Blow, study finds”, http://agfax.com/2012/01/25/waterway-lock-failure-would-be-severe-economic-blow-study-finds/

A failure at one of six focus locks in a new study would cost agricultural producers between $900,000 and $45 million depending on how long the lock was out of commission.¶ A three-month lock closure on the nation’s inland waterway system would increase the cost of transporting grains and oilseeds by $71.6 million, according to new study funded by the United Soybean Board and the checkoff’s Global Opportunities program.¶ “Should a catastrophic failure of lock and dam infrastructure occur, agricultural producers — and consequently the American consumer — will suffer severe economic distress,” the report stated. Barges carry 89% of the soybeans and 91% of the corn that U.S. companies export though the Gulf of Mexico each year.¶ A lock closure on one of the nation’s main barge highways — the Mississippi, Ohio and Illinois Rivers — that lasted for three months would shift 5.5 million tons of grains and oilseeds to other modes of transportation, adding stress to congested highways and increasing railcar demand, driving up freight prices.¶ The 352-page study conducted by the Texas Transportation Institute at Texas A&M University took a lock-by-lock look at the inland waterway system. It estimated the economic impact on crop prices paid to producers and transportation costs incurred by shifting modes. It delves into detail on six focus locks and even identifies the crop reporting districts used by USDA and congressional districts that would see the biggest drop in commodity prices. It identified bottlenecks and tracked how long barges have to wait to pass through locks. (A PDF of the study can be found here: http://www.unitedsoybean.org/…)¶ If the LaGrange lock on the Illinois River failed, corn prices would drop $0.70 per ton and soybean prices would drop $2.45 per ton for the Illinois crop reporting district composed of LaSalle, McLean, Bureau and other counties in the state’s 11th Congressional District. (Note: this study uses current districts, not new districts that go into effect in ­the next election.) Switching to rail and trucks would cost $4.3 million in that crop reporting district alone.¶ Most locks were built to last 50 years, and more than half of U.S. locks are older than that. More than one-third of the locks are more than 70 years old. Lock rehabilitation, another term for extensive maintenance and upgrades, can expand a lock’s lifespan from 50 to 75 years, the study said.¶ Navigation outages have increased more than threefold since 2000, from about 25,000 hours to 80,000 hours on the Ohio River due to the wear and tear of age. Two locks failed recently: The Markland Lock was closed in 2009 for five months and the Greenup Lock in 2010 for a month.¶ The combined cost of rehabilitation and maintenance on the study’s six focus locks totals $4 billion, but only $1.8 billion has been appropriated for the projects, according to the study. In the current budget environment, funding for large, multi-year infrastructure projects can be hard to come by.¶ “Delays and budget overruns have become so severe that they are causing other projects to lose funding or be delayed by a number of years,” the study said, citing the Olmsted Locks and Dam project. The Olmsted Locks and Dam project on the Ohio River was first authorized by Congress in 1988 and has seen its estimated completion slip to 2014 and its cost balloon.¶ “The GO (United Soybean Board’s and the soybean checkoff’s Global Opportunity) committee invested in this study to calculate the impact of the worsening condition of the lock and dam system and what the impact would be on the rail and highway system if those locks failed,” said GO committee chair Laura Foell, soybean farmer from Schaller, Iowa, in a news release. “It is important for all in the industry and in the public sector to have the information necessary to make informed decisions when it comes to investing in our locks and dams.”¶ The models used in the study also indicated that by 2050, tonnage of crops shipped by truck and rail will increase by 5.5 million and 9.6 million tons, respectively. Tonnage transported by barge is projected to drop by nearly 15 million tons, reflecting a lack of investment in waterways.¶ “It is important that we have a robust transportation system,” Foell said. “Only by using a combination of the lock and dam system, rail system and truck system can we continue to move our products in a manner that will help us feed the world.”

Security
The affirmative’s obsession with ranking and managing risk is the essence of security logic

Hagmann & Cavelty, 2012 (National risk registers: Security scientism and the propagation of permanent insecurity, John Hagmann and Myriam Dunn Cavelty, International Peace Research Institute, Oslo, Sage Journals Feb 15 2012)
With the demise of communism as an overarching organizing principle and crystallization point, Western security doctrines have seen the inclusion of a growing range of different security issues from political, societal, economic and environmental sectors. By the same token, Western security politics has also been prominently infused with risk narratives and logics since the 1990s (Petersen, 2011; Hameiri and Kühn, 2011). Particular to risk-centric conceptualizations of public danger is the understanding that national and international security should take into account a varied set of natural or man-made disaster potentials, as well as other probable disruptions with potentially grave consequences for society. Also, specific to these dangers is the profound uncertainty regarding their exact form and likely impact, and the substantial room for conflicting interpretations surrounding them. However, precise and ‘actionable’ knowledge of looming danger is quintessential to security politics, the shift to new security narratives notwithstanding. Without conceptions of existing or upcoming collective dangers, security schemes are neither intelligible nor implementable. Whether the matter at hand concerns the installation of hi-tech body scanners at airports, the construction of avalanche barriers in the Alps or diplomatic initiatives for a global anti-terror alliance, any security agenda is rhetorically and politically grounded in a representation of national or international danger. In recent years, the epistemological foundations of security politics have been addressed by reflexive and critical approaches, a literature that enquires into the formation, contestation and appropriation of (in)security discourses. Situating itself in this broader literature, this article focuses on national risk registers as a particular means for authoritative knowledge definition in the field of national security. National risk registers are fairly recent, comprehensive inventories of public dangers ranging from natural hazards to industrial risks and political perils. Often produced by civil protection agencies, they seek to provide secure foundations for public policymaking, security-related resource allocation and policy planning. Evaluating and ranking all kinds of potential insecurities, from toxic accidents and political unrest to plant diseases, thunderstorms, energy shortages, terrorist strikes, wars and the instability of global financial markets, risk registers stand at the intersection of the broadening of security politics and the adoption of risk logics.

In particular, infrastructure development is the essence of modern securitization – it translates the normal function of life into the discourse of security

Lundborg and Vaughan-Williams, 10 (Tom Lundborg, The Swedish Institute of International Affairs, Nick Vaughan-Williams, University of Warwick, “There’s More to Life than Biopolitics: Critical Infrastructure, Resilience Planning, and Molecular Security,” Paper prepared for the SGIR Conference, Stockholm, 7-10 September, 2010)

While the terrain of security studies is of course fiercely contested, what is common among a   range of otherwise often diverse perspectives is the core premise that ‘security’ relates to a   realm of activity in some sense beyond the ‘norm’ of political life. Thus, in the language of   the Copenhagen School, a securitizing move occurs when an issue not previously thought of   as a security threat comes to be produced as such via a speech act that declares an existential   threat to a referent object (Buzan et al 1998). A similar logic can be identified in approaches   to security that focus on exceptionalism: the idea, following the paradigmatic thought of Carl   Schmitt, that sovereign practices rely upon the decision to suspend the normal state of affairs   in order to produce emergency conditions in which extraordinary measures—such as martial   law, for example—are legitimised. For this reason, a tendency in security studies—even   among self-styled ‘critical’ approaches – is to privilege analysis of high-profile ‘speech acts’   of elites, ‘exceptional’ responses to ‘exceptional’ circumstances, and events that are deemed   to be ‘extraordinary’. Arguably this leads to an emphasis on what we might call the ‘spectacle of security’, rather than more mundane, prosaic, and ‘everyday’ aspects of security policy and   practice.   By contrast, the world of CIs necessitates a shift in the referent object of security away from the ‘spectacular’ to the ‘banal’. Instead of high-profile speech-based acts of securitization, we are here dealing with telecommunications and transportation networks, water treatment and sewage works, and so on: ‘semi-invisible’ phenomena that are often taken-for-granted fixtures and fittings of society, yet vital for the maintenance of what is considered to be ‘normal daily life’. For this reason our subject matter calls for a re-thinking of the very ‘stuff’ considered to be apposite for the study of international security. Indeed, analysing the role of CIs and resilience planning in global security relations adds particular resonance to existing calls within the literature to broaden and deepen the way in which acts of securitization are conceptualised (Bigo 2002; Balzacq 2005; McDonald 2008; Williams 2003). Those adopting more sociologically-oriented perspectives, for example, have sought to emphasise the way in which securitizing moves can be made by institutions (as well as individuals), through repeated activity (as well as one-off ‘acts’), and involve various media (not only ‘speech’, but visual culture, for example). From this reconfigured point of view it is possible to then see how the design, planning, management, and execution of CIs also constitute an arena in which processes of securitization—of physical and cyber networks—takes place.

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

Pever Coviello, Prof. of English @ Bowdoin, 2k [Queer Frontiers, p. 39-40]
Perhaps. But to claim that American culture is at present decisively postnuclear is not to say that the world we inhabit is in any way postapocalyptic. Apocalypse, as I began by saying, changed-it did not go away. And here I want to hazard my second assertion: if, in the nuclear age of yesteryear, apocalypse signified an event threatening everyone and everything with (in Jacques Derrida’s suitably menacing phrase) "remainderless and a-symbolic destruction," then in the postnuclear world apocalypse is an affair whose parameters are definitively local. In shape and in substance, apocalypse is defined now by the affliction it brings somewhere else, always to an "other" people whose very presence might then be written as a kind of dangerous contagion, threatening the safety and prosperity of a cherished "general population." This fact seems to me to stand behind Susan Sontag's incisive observation, from 1989, that, 'Apocalypse is now a long-running serial: not 'Apocalypse Now' but 'Apocalypse from Now On."" The decisive point here in the perpetuation of the threat of apocalypse (the point Sontag goes on, at length, to miss) is that apocalypse is ever present because, as an element in a vast economy of power, it is ever useful. That is, through the perpetual threat of destruction-through the constant reproduction of the figure of apocalypse-agencies of power ensure their authority to act on and through the bodies of a particular population. No one turns this point more persuasively than Michel Foucault, who in the final chapter of his first volume of The History of Sexuality addresses himself to the problem of a power that is less repressive than productive, less life-threatening than, in his words, "life-administering." Power, he contends, "exerts a positive influence on life land, endeavors to administer, optimize, and multiply it, subjecting it to precise controls and comprehensive regulations?' In his brief comments on what he calls "the atomic situation;' however, Foucault insists as well that the productiveness of modern power must not be mistaken for a uniform repudiation of violent or even lethal means. For as "managers of life and survival, of bodies and the race," agencies of modern power presume to act 'on the behalf of the existence of everyone." Whatsoever might be construed as a threat to life and survival in this way serves to authorize any expression of force, no matter how invasive or, indeed, potentially annihilating. "If genocide is indeed the dream of modem power," Foucault writes, "this is not because of a recent return to the ancient right to kill; it is because power is situated and exercised at the level of life, the species, the race, and the large-scale phenomena of population." For a state that would arm itself not with the power to kill its population, but with a more comprehensive power over the patterns and functioning of its collective life, the threat of an apocalyptic demise, nuclear or otherwise, seems a civic initiative that can scarcely be done without.
Alternative – Reject the affirmative’s security logic – only resistance to the discourse of security can generate genuine political thought 
Mark Neocleous, Prof. of Government @ Brunel, 2008 [Critique of Security, 185-6]

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

Their 1AC evidences concludes that maintenance solves

Micik 12 Agfax,(Katie, January 25, “Waterway Lock Failure Would be Severe Economic Blow, study finds”, http://agfax.com/2012/01/25/waterway-lock-failure-would-be-severe-economic-blow-study-finds/

A failure at one of six focus locks in a new study would cost agricultural producers between $900,000 and $45 million depending on how long the lock was out of commission.¶ A three-month lock closure on the nation’s inland waterway system would increase the cost of transporting grains and oilseeds by $71.6 million, according to new study funded by the United Soybean Board and the checkoff’s Global Opportunities program.¶ “Should a catastrophic failure of lock and dam infrastructure occur, agricultural producers — and consequently the American consumer — will suffer severe economic distress,” the report stated. Barges carry 89% of the soybeans and 91% of the corn that U.S. companies export though the Gulf of Mexico each year.¶ A lock closure on one of the nation’s main barge highways — the Mississippi, Ohio and Illinois Rivers — that lasted for three months would shift 5.5 million tons of grains and oilseeds to other modes of transportation, adding stress to congested highways and increasing railcar demand, driving up freight prices.¶ The 352-page study conducted by the Texas Transportation Institute at Texas A&M University took a lock-by-lock look at the inland waterway system. It estimated the economic impact on crop prices paid to producers and transportation costs incurred by shifting modes. It delves into detail on six focus locks and even identifies the crop reporting districts used by USDA and congressional districts that would see the biggest drop in commodity prices. It identified bottlenecks and tracked how long barges have to wait to pass through locks. (A PDF of the study can be found here: http://www.unitedsoybean.org/…)¶ If the LaGrange lock on the Illinois River failed, corn prices would drop $0.70 per ton and soybean prices would drop $2.45 per ton for the Illinois crop reporting district composed of LaSalle, McLean, Bureau and other counties in the state’s 11th Congressional District. (Note: this study uses current districts, not new districts that go into effect in ­the next election.) Switching to rail and trucks would cost $4.3 million in that crop reporting district alone.¶ Most locks were built to last 50 years, and more than half of U.S. locks are older than that. More than one-third of the locks are more than 70 years old. Lock rehabilitation, another term for extensive maintenance and upgrades, can expand a lock’s lifespan from 50 to 75 years, the study said.¶ Navigation outages have increased more than threefold since 2000, from about 25,000 hours to 80,000 hours on the Ohio River due to the wear and tear of age. Two locks failed recently: The Markland Lock was closed in 2009 for five months and the Greenup Lock in 2010 for a month.¶ The combined cost of rehabilitation and maintenance on the study’s six focus locks totals $4 billion, but only $1.8 billion has been appropriated for the projects, according to the study. In the current budget environment, funding for large, multi-year infrastructure projects can be hard to come by.¶ “Delays and budget overruns have become so severe that they are causing other projects to lose funding or be delayed by a number of years,” the study said, citing the Olmsted Locks and Dam project. The Olmsted Locks and Dam project on the Ohio River was first authorized by Congress in 1988 and has seen its estimated completion slip to 2014 and its cost balloon.¶ “The GO (United Soybean Board’s and the soybean checkoff’s Global Opportunity) committee invested in this study to calculate the impact of the worsening condition of the lock and dam system and what the impact would be on the rail and highway system if those locks failed,” said GO committee chair Laura Foell, soybean farmer from Schaller, Iowa, in a news release. “It is important for all in the industry and in the public sector to have the information necessary to make informed decisions when it comes to investing in our locks and dams.”¶ The models used in the study also indicated that by 2050, tonnage of crops shipped by truck and rail will increase by 5.5 million and 9.6 million tons, respectively. Tonnage transported by barge is projected to drop by nearly 15 million tons, reflecting a lack of investment in waterways.¶ “It is important that we have a robust transportation system,” Foell said. “Only by using a combination of the lock and dam system, rail system and truck system can we continue to move our products in a manner that will help us feed the world.”
The net benefit is turns case-it takes 1 year at least to build a new river lock and the river has to be shutdown during construction 

Meira 12 (Kristin Meira, Executive Director @ Pacific Northwest Waterways Association, Political Transcript of a hearing of the House Committee on Transportation and Infrastructure, proquest)

Early in the last decade, our colleagues at the Portland and Walla-Walla Districts of the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers recognized that our aging locks would require strategic repairs to remain operational and reliable. They also recognized that these projects would need to be planned and executed to have the least impact to our regional and national economy.¶ It's important to remember the scale of our navigation infrastructure projects. A catastrophic failure of one of our lock gates would translate to at least a one-year closure of that project. That is how long it takes to design, fabricate, and install a lock gate of that size. We also do not have any smaller, backup locks at our projects. Allowing our locks to degrade to the point of failure simply is not an option. A closure of one of our projects creates a bottleneck for the entire system.

1NC Trade ~ Coal 
1. Their Boselovic evidence is horrible – it talks about how a lock failure could cause a few power plants to shut down and increase the cost of electricity for a small number of people along the East Coast. It also concedes that a lock failure would take 3 or more years to replace, means our disad comes first.

1. Heg solves nothing – past two decades prove

Mearsheimer 1/3 (John J., Professor of Political Science at the University of Chicago, “Imperial by Design”, The National Interest, Jan/Feb 2011, Number 11, http://mearsheimer.uchicago.edu/pdfs/A0059.pdf)
One year later, Charles Krauthammer emphasized in "The Unipolar Moment" that the United States had emerged from the Cold War as by far the most powerful country on the planet.2 He urged American leaders not to be reticent about using that power "to lead a unipolar world, unashamedly laying down the rules of world order and being prepared to enforce them." Krauthammer's advice fit neatly with Fukuyama's vision of the future: the United States should take the lead in bringing democracy to less developed countries the world over. After all, that shouldn't be an especially difficult task given that America had awesome power and the cunning of history on its side. U.S. grand strategy has followed this basic prescription for the past twenty years, mainly because most policy makers inside the Beltway have agreed with the thrust of Fukuyama's and Krauthammer's early analyses. The results, however, have been disastrous. The United States has been at war for a startling two out of every three years since 1989, and there is no end in sight. As anyone with a rudimentary knowledge of world events knows, countries that continuously fight wars invariably build powerful national-security bureaucracies that undermine civil liberties and make it difficult to hold leaders accountable for their behavior; and they invariably end up adopting ruthless policies normally associated with brutal dictators. The Founding Fathers understood this problem, as is clear from James Madison's observation that "no nation can preserve its freedom in the midst of continual warfare." Washington's pursuit of policies like assassination, rendition and torture over the past decade, not to mention the weakening of the rule of law at home, shows that their fears were justified. To make matters worse, the United States is now engaged in protracted wars in Afghanistan and Iraq that have so far cost well over a trillion dollars and resulted in around forty-seven thousand American casualties. The pain and suffering inflicted on Iraq has been enormous. Since the war began in March 2003, more than one hundred thousand Iraqi civilians have been killed, roughly 2 million Iraqis have left the country and 1.7 million more have been internally displaced. Moreover, the American military is not going to win either one of these conflicts, despite all the phony talk about how the "surge" has worked in Iraq and how a similar strategy can produce another miracle in Afghanistan. We may well be stuck in both quagmires for years to come, in fruitless pursuit of victory. The United States has also been unable to solve three other major foreign-policy problems. Washington has worked overtime-with no success-to shut down Iran's uranium-enrichment capability for fear that it might lead to Tehran acquiring nuclear weapons. And the United States, unable to prevent North Korea from acquiring nuclear weapons in the first place, now seems incapable of compelling Pyongyang to give them up. Finally, every post-Cold War administration has tried and failed to settle the Israeli-Palestinian conflict; all indicators are that this problem will deteriorate further as the West Bank and Gaza are incorporated into a Greater Israel. The unpleasant truth is that the United States is in a world of trouble today on the foreign-policy front, and this state of affairs is only likely to get worse in the next few years, as Afghanistan and Iraq unravel and the blame game escalates to poisonous levels. Thus, it is hardly surprising that a recent Chicago Council on Global Affairs survey found that "looking forward 50 years, only 33 percent of Americans think the United States will continue to be the world's leading power." Clearly, the heady days of the early 1990s have given way to a pronounced pessimism.
2. Coal cause warming  and threatens the global economy
ScienceDaily 7(ScienceDaily, Website that has garnered the support of thousands of qualified officials who write on it and update it multiple times a day, “The Cost Of Coal On The Environment”, http://www.sciencedaily.com/releases/2007/05/070504151722.htm, May 6th 2007)
ScienceDaily (May 6, 2007) — A worldwide rush to use “cheap” and dirty coal to supply power is threatening to impose huge costs to the environment and the global economy. In a new briefing paper released today to coincide with the Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change’s (IPCC) meeting about the economic impacts of climate change, WWF shows that the short-term economics which are driving the use of coal to generate cheap power have created a “fool’s paradise” that will lead to profound long-term problems. The report — Are the costs of using coal higher than the cost of cleaning it up? — outlines the fact that in the last four years, coal use around the world grew by 22% (BP, 2006) – a major factor behind the record 3% per year rise in global CO2 emissions (International Energy Agency (IEA), 2006). According to the IEA, CO2 emissions from energy sources may grow by up to 90% by 2030 unless governments act rapidly (World Energy Outlook 2006, BAU scenario). This potential increase in global coal use is driven by its increasing use in China, India and Russia for power stations, as well as a fresh rush for coal in countries like the United States and European Union nations resulting from higher natural gas prices and power plant replacements. “Coal is an extremely dirty source of power, and imposes huge costs on people’s health, the environment and the economy," said Keith Allott, head of WWF-UK’s climate change programme.

<<Coal down now>>

<<steel industry high>>

3. Economic collapse results in Heg Collapse
Khalilzad 11 (Zalmay, former United States Ambassador for the United Nations and counselor at the Center for Strategic and International studies, 2/8, The National Review, http://www.nationalreview.com/articles/259024/economy-and-national-security-zalmay-khalilzad)

Even worse, if unanticipated events trigger what economists call a “sudden stop” in credit markets for U.S. debt, the United States would be unable to roll over its outstanding obligations, precipitating a sovereign-debt crisis that would almost certainly compel a radical retrenchment of the United States internationally. Such scenarios would reshape the international order. It was the economic devastation of Britain and France during World War II, as well as the rise of other powers, that led both countries to relinquish their empires. In the late 1960s, British leaders concluded that they lacked the economic capacity to maintain a presence “east of Suez.” Soviet economic weakness, which crystallized under Gorbachev, contributed to their decisions to withdraw from Afghanistan, abandon Communist regimes in Eastern Europe, and allow the Soviet Union to fragment. If the U.S. debt problem goes critical, the United States would be compelled to retrench, reducing its military spending and shedding international commitments. We face this domestic challenge while other major powers are experiencing rapid economic growth. Even though countries such as China, India, and Brazil have profound political, social, demographic, and economic problems, their economies are growing faster than ours, and this could alter the global distribution of power. These trends could in the long term produce a multi-polar world. 
4. Independently, warming is the most probable scenario for extinction

Deibel 7 (Terry L, Professor of IR @ National War College, “Foreign Affairs Strategy: Logic for American Statecraft”, Conclusion: American Foreign Affairs Strategy Today)

Finally, there is one major existential threat to American security (as well as prosperity) of a nonviolent nature, which, though far in the future, demands urgent action. It is the threat of global warming to the stability of the climate upon which all earthly life depends. Scientists worldwide have been observing the gathering of this threat for three decades now, and what was once a mere possibility has passed through probability to near certainty. Indeed not one of more than 900 articles on climate change published in refereed scientific journals from 1993 to 2003 doubted that anthropogenic warming is occurring. “In legitimate scientific circles,” writes Elizabeth Kolbert, “it is virtually impossible to find evidence of disagreement over the fundamentals of global warming.” Evidence from a vast international scientific monitoring effort accumulates almost weekly, as this sample of newspaper reports shows: an international panel predicts “brutal droughts, floods and violent storms across the planet over the next century”; climate change could “literally alter ocean currents, wipe away huge portions of Alpine Snowcaps and aid the spread of cholera and malaria”; “glaciers in the Antarctic and in Greenland are melting much faster than expected, and…worldwide, plants are blooming several days earlier than a decade ago”; “rising sea temperatures have been accompanied by a significant global increase in the most destructive hurricanes”; “NASA scientists have concluded from direct temperature measurements that 2005 was the hottest year on record, with 1998 a close second”; “Earth’s warming climate is estimated to contribute to more than 150,000 deaths and 5 million illnesses each year” as disease spreads; “widespread bleaching from Texas to Trinidad…killed broad swaths of corals” due to a 2-degree rise in sea temperatures. “The world is slowly disintegrating,” concluded Inuit hunter Noah Metuq, who lives 30 miles from the Arctic Circle. “They call it climate change…but we just call it breaking up.” From the founding of the first cities some 6,000 years ago until the beginning of the industrial revolution, carbon dioxide levels in the atmosphere remained relatively constant at about 280 parts per million (ppm). At present they are accelerating toward 400 ppm, and by 2050 they will reach 500 ppm, about double pre-industrial levels. Unfortunately, atmospheric CO2 lasts about a century, so there is no way immediately to reduce levels, only to slow their increase, we are thus in for significant global warming; the only debate is how much and how serious the effects will be. As the newspaper stories quoted above show, we are already experiencing the effects of 1-2 degree warming in more violent storms, spread of disease, mass die offs of plants and animals, species extinction, and threatened inundation of low-lying countries like the Pacific nation of Kiribati and the Netherlands at a warming of 5 degrees or less the Greenland and West Antarctic ice sheets could disintegrate, leading to a sea level of rise of 20 feet that would cover North Carolina’s outer banks, swamp the southern third of Florida, and inundate Manhattan up to the middle of Greenwich Village. Another catastrophic effect would be the collapse of the Atlantic thermohaline circulation that keeps the winter weather in Europe far warmer than its latitude would otherwise allow. Economist William Cline once estimated the damage to the United States alone from moderate levels of warming at 1-6 percent of GDP annually; severe warming could cost 13-26 percent of GDP. But the most frightening scenario is runaway greenhouse warming, based on positive feedback from the buildup of water vapor in the atmosphere that is both caused by and causes hotter surface temperatures. Past ice age transitions, associated with only 5-10 degree changes in average global temperatures, took place in just decades, even though no one was then pouring ever-increasing amounts of carbon into the atmosphere. Faced with this specter, the best one can conclude is that “humankind’s continuing enhancement of the natural greenhouse effect is akin to playing Russian roulette with the earth’s climate and humanity’s life support system. At worst, says physics professor Marty Hoffert of New York University, “we’re just going to burn everything up; we’re going to heat the atmosphere to the temperature it was in the Cretaceous when there were crocodiles at the poles, and then everything will collapse.” During the Cold War, astronomer Carl Sagan popularized a theory of nuclear winter to describe how a thermonuclear war between the Untied States and the Soviet Union would not only destroy both countries but possibly end life on this planet. Global warming is the post-Cold War era’s equivalent of nuclear winter at least as serious and considerably better supported scientifically. Over the long run it puts dangers from terrorism and traditional military challenges to shame. It is a threat not only to the security and prosperity to the United States, but potentially to the continued existence of life on this planet.

Their 1AC evidences says that locks failed recently-this means their impacts are empirically denied

Micik 12 Agfax,(Katie, January 25, “Waterway Lock Failure Would be Severe Economic Blow, study finds”, http://agfax.com/2012/01/25/waterway-lock-failure-would-be-severe-economic-blow-study-finds/

A failure at one of six focus locks in a new study would cost agricultural producers between $900,000 and $45 million depending on how long the lock was out of commission.¶ A three-month lock closure on the nation’s inland waterway system would increase the cost of transporting grains and oilseeds by $71.6 million, according to new study funded by the United Soybean Board and the checkoff’s Global Opportunities program.¶ “Should a catastrophic failure of lock and dam infrastructure occur, agricultural producers — and consequently the American consumer — will suffer severe economic distress,” the report stated. Barges carry 89% of the soybeans and 91% of the corn that U.S. companies export though the Gulf of Mexico each year.¶ A lock closure on one of the nation’s main barge highways — the Mississippi, Ohio and Illinois Rivers — that lasted for three months would shift 5.5 million tons of grains and oilseeds to other modes of transportation, adding stress to congested highways and increasing railcar demand, driving up freight prices.¶ The 352-page study conducted by the Texas Transportation Institute at Texas A&M University took a lock-by-lock look at the inland waterway system. It estimated the economic impact on crop prices paid to producers and transportation costs incurred by shifting modes. It delves into detail on six focus locks and even identifies the crop reporting districts used by USDA and congressional districts that would see the biggest drop in commodity prices. It identified bottlenecks and tracked how long barges have to wait to pass through locks. (A PDF of the study can be found here: http://www.unitedsoybean.org/…)¶ If the LaGrange lock on the Illinois River failed, corn prices would drop $0.70 per ton and soybean prices would drop $2.45 per ton for the Illinois crop reporting district composed of LaSalle, McLean, Bureau and other counties in the state’s 11th Congressional District. (Note: this study uses current districts, not new districts that go into effect in ­the next election.) Switching to rail and trucks would cost $4.3 million in that crop reporting district alone.¶ Most locks were built to last 50 years, and more than half of U.S. locks are older than that. More than one-third of the locks are more than 70 years old. Lock rehabilitation, another term for extensive maintenance and upgrades, can expand a lock’s lifespan from 50 to 75 years, the study said.¶ Navigation outages have increased more than threefold since 2000, from about 25,000 hours to 80,000 hours on the Ohio River due to the wear and tear of age. Two locks failed recently: The Markland Lock was closed in 2009 for five months and the Greenup Lock in 2010 for a month.¶ The combined cost of rehabilitation and maintenance on the study’s six focus locks totals $4 billion, but only $1.8 billion has been appropriated for the projects, according to the study. In the current budget environment, funding for large, multi-year infrastructure projects can be hard to come by.¶ “Delays and budget overruns have become so severe that they are causing other projects to lose funding or be delayed by a number of years,” the study said, citing the Olmsted Locks and Dam project. The Olmsted Locks and Dam project on the Ohio River was first authorized by Congress in 1988 and has seen its estimated completion slip to 2014 and its cost balloon.¶ “The GO (United Soybean Board’s and the soybean checkoff’s Global Opportunity) committee invested in this study to calculate the impact of the worsening condition of the lock and dam system and what the impact would be on the rail and highway system if those locks failed,” said GO committee chair Laura Foell, soybean farmer from Schaller, Iowa, in a news release. “It is important for all in the industry and in the public sector to have the information necessary to make informed decisions when it comes to investing in our locks and dams.”¶ The models used in the study also indicated that by 2050, tonnage of crops shipped by truck and rail will increase by 5.5 million and 9.6 million tons, respectively. Tonnage transported by barge is projected to drop by nearly 15 million tons, reflecting a lack of investment in waterways.¶ “It is important that we have a robust transportation system,” Foell said. “Only by using a combination of the lock and dam system, rail system and truck system can we continue to move our products in a manner that will help us feed the world.”
1NC Trade ~ Food Security

<< River locks cause the river to be shut down>>
1. There is a disconnect between the United Soybean Board evidence and the Wilson Evidence. The former piece of evidence just talks about how there would be shipping problems within the united states for soybeans without waterways, but the Wilson evidence talks about shipping soybean to China overseas – means the aff doesn’t solve the Food Insecurity Impact. 
2. China is importing less soybeans from the United States 
Siyu 6/7 (Zhou Siyu, Writer for China Daily, “Soybean imports from US to decline”,http://www.chinadaily.com.cn/bizchina/2012-06/07/content_15481765.htm)
The American Soybean Association said it expects China, the world's largest soybean consumer, to import less soybeans from the United States this year, thanks to Chinese government measures last year to contain the country's inflation rate by releasing a large amount of State reserves. The country's large imports of Brazilian beans last fall will further dent its imports from the US, Paul Burke, ASA North Asia region director, said on Wednesday. But he did not disclose the exact amount of the reduction. However, driven by its burgeoning livestock industry and ongoing urbanization, China's soybean imports were estimated to continue growing in the long term, Burke added. China is currently the largest overseas market for US soybean farmers. The country imported 52.6 million metric tons of soybeans last year, nearly half of which came from the US, accounting for 60 percent of total US soybean exports in 2011. In February, a Chinese trade delegation consisting of major State-owned food companies such as China National Cereals, Oil and Foodstuffs Corp and China Grain Reserves Corp, also known as Sinograin, signed a historic $6.7 billion contract to buy 13.4 million tons of US soybeans. But given soy oil processors' limited purchases of State reserves, Chinese analysts said the State reserve had only a limited effect on the country's soybean imports from the US. Gao Yanbin, an analyst with SWS Research Co Ltd, reckons the reduction in soybean imports this year, caused by the release of stocks from the State reserves, could amount to 1 million tons at most. In the meantime, the pressure of an economic slowdown in China would prevent oil processors from replenishing their inventory, said Ma Wenfeng, a senior analyst at Beijing Orient Agribusiness Consultant Ltd, one of the largest consultancies in the industry. "Chinese consumers, especially those living in big cities, are starting to question the safety of soybean oil made from genetically modified soybeans," Ma added. That would affect the country's demand for US soybeans.

<<Drought means alt cause to soy beans>>

3. Tech development solves

Thompson 5/13/11 – Dr. Robert L. Thompson is a senior fellow for The Chicago Council on Global Affairs and professor emeritus at the University of Illinois at Urbana-Champaign. “Proving Malthus Wrong, Sustainable agriculture in 2050” http://scienceblogs.com/tomorrowstable/2011/05/proving_malthus_wrong_sustaina.php
Tools available today, including plant breeding and biotechnology, can make presently unusable soils productive and increase the genetic potential of individual crops - enhancing drought and stress tolerance, for example - while also producing gains in yields. Existing tools can also internalize plants' resistance to disease, and even improve a plant's nutritional content - meaning consumers can get more nutritional value without increasing their consumption. Furthermore, modern high-productivity agriculture minimizes farmers' impact on the environment. Failure to embrace these technologies will result in further destruction of remaining forests. Adoption of technologies that produce more output from fewer resources has been hugely successful from an economic standpoint: prior to the price spike in 2008, there was a 150-year downward trend in the real price of food. The jury is still out on whether the long-term downward trend will resume, prices will flatten out on a new higher plateau, or they will trend upward in the future. The key is investing in research in the public and private sectors to increase agricultural productivity faster than global demand grows. Long ago, British scholar Thomas Malthus predicted that the human population would eventually outgrow its ability to feed itself. However, Malthus has been proven wrong for more than two centuries precisely because he underestimated the power of agricultural research and technology to increase productivity faster than demand. There is no more reason for Malthus to be right in the 21st century than he was in the 19th or 20th - but only if we work to support, not impede, continued agricultural research and adoption of new technologies around the world. 
4. Countries will cooperate over food 

Burger et al. 10 *Kees Burger Development Economics, Corresponding author, Wageningen University, Hollandseweg **Jeroen Warner AND Eefje Derix Disaster Studies, Wageningen Universit “Governance of the world food system and crisis prevention” http://www.stuurgroepta.nl/rapporten/Foodshock-web.pdf 

Both European water and agricultural policies are based on the belief that there will always be cheap food aplenty on the world market. A recent British report 23 reflects this optimism. Although production is now more prone to world market price shocks, their effects on farm incomes are softened by extensive income supports (van Eickhout et al. 2007). Earlier, in a 2003 report, a European group of agricultural economists wrote: Food security is no longer a prime objective of European food and agricultural policy. There is no credible threat to the availability of the basic ingredients of human nutrition from domestic and foreign sources. If there is a food security threat it is the possible disruption of supplies by natural disasters or catastrophic terrorist action. The main response necessary for such possibilities is the appropriate contingency planning and co-ordination between the Commission and Member States (Anania et al. 2003). Europe, it appears, feels rather sure of itself, and does not worry about a potential food crisis. We are also not aware of any special measures on standby. Nevertheless a fledgling European internal security has been called into being that can be deployed should (food) crises strike. The Maastricht Treaty (1992) created a quasi-decision-making platform to respond to transboundary threats. Since 9/11 the definition of what constitutes a threat has been broadened and the protection capacity reinforced. In the Solidarity Declaration of 2003 member states promised to stand by each other in the event of a terrorist attack, natural disaster or human-made calamity (the European Security Strategy of 2003). Experimental forms of cooperation are tried that leave member-state sovereignty intact, such as pooling of resources. The EU co-operates in the area of health and food safety but its mechanisms remain decentrslised by dint of the principle of subsidiarity. The silo mentality between the European directorates is also unhelpful, leading to Babylonian confusion. Thus, in the context of forest fires and floods the Environment DG refers to ‘civil protection’. The European Security and Defence Policy( ESDP) of 2006, which is hoped to build a bridge between internal and external security policy, on the other hand refers to ‘crisis management’, while the ‘security’ concept mainly pertains to pandemics (Rhinard et al. 2008: 512, Boin et al. 2008: 406).
1AC evidence concedes China is self sufficient in grain and that grain is more critical to food security than soybeans 
Wong and Huang 12, Professorial Fellow and Research Assistant at the East Asian Institute, National University of Singapore (China: An international Journal, Volume 10, number 1, “China’s Food Security and Its Global implications”, Project Muse)
Since China has basically attained food security at the national level, its participation in the world grain markets over the years has also been minimal, except for two particular years, 1994 and 2003, when the country's grain production plunged primarily due to extreme weather conditions and also partly due to reallocation of land for alternative uses. In recent years, soybeans have been China's only major imported agricultural product. But this trend has been relatively exclusive, for China remains largely self-sufficient in other food items and grains.¶ With regard to China's three major grains, namely wheat, maize and rice, the country has been a net exporter of rice and a net importer of wheat and maize. Over the last decade, except the bad harvest in 2003, China's rice output fluctuated steadily between 177 and 195 million tons, with an average total output exceeding total consumption for most years. The surplus enabled China to export an average of about 0.5 per cent of its total output, or about one million tons, to the world market throughout the decade.¶ Wheat is a staple food in China. The country's imports from the world market account for only a small amount, and these cater to a special demand instead of meeting basic subsistence. As shown in Figure 4, in most of the years since the last spate of high imports in 1995, China's wheat imports have been equal to about 2 per cent of its total output even when domestic wheat production had suffered from the poor weather.¶ China's grain output amounted to about 19 per cent of global output in 2008, roughly equal to China's population as a proportion of global population. However,¶ China's share in world grain trade today is only about 1.7 per cent. China's imports of wheat and maize accounted for only 1 per cent and 3 per cent respectively in the world market. Similarly, grain imports constitute a relatively 'insignificant' part of China's domestic market, with imported wheat and maize accounting for 0.9 per cent and 2.5 per cent of the domestic output. Besides, China maintains a strong advantage in rice production, which clearly exceeds domestic consumption. In short, China is largely self-sufficient in terms of meeting its basic grain consumption requirements.¶ China's soybean market can be singled out as the only case where imports have substituted for domestic production. The country consumed 60 million tons of soybeans in 2009, only a quarter of which were produced domestically. This begs the question whether soaring soybean imports will pose a threat to China's grain security. Apparently, an over-reliance on imported soybeans does "violate" the principle of self-sufficiency and pose some challenges to food security. Upon closer examination, however, soybeans are not considered as grains, and do not play as critical a role as wheat and rice in China's overall food security. On the contrary, soybean imports are a part of a national strategy to enhance grain security. As a land-intensive product, soybeans can be more cheaply produced in countries with relatively abundant land. According to some analysts, the importation of soybeans has enabled 250 million mu of agricultural land in China to be used to produce more efficient agricultural products like wheat and rice.15 Therefore, the current level of soybean imports has not endangered China's food security — quite the reverse, it has served to buttress China's food security.
Their 1AC evidences says that locks failed recently-this means their impacts are empirically denied

Micik 12 Agfax,(Katie, January 25, “Waterway Lock Failure Would be Severe Economic Blow, study finds”, http://agfax.com/2012/01/25/waterway-lock-failure-would-be-severe-economic-blow-study-finds/

A failure at one of six focus locks in a new study would cost agricultural producers between $900,000 and $45 million depending on how long the lock was out of commission.¶ A three-month lock closure on the nation’s inland waterway system would increase the cost of transporting grains and oilseeds by $71.6 million, according to new study funded by the United Soybean Board and the checkoff’s Global Opportunities program.¶ “Should a catastrophic failure of lock and dam infrastructure occur, agricultural producers — and consequently the American consumer — will suffer severe economic distress,” the report stated. Barges carry 89% of the soybeans and 91% of the corn that U.S. companies export though the Gulf of Mexico each year.¶ A lock closure on one of the nation’s main barge highways — the Mississippi, Ohio and Illinois Rivers — that lasted for three months would shift 5.5 million tons of grains and oilseeds to other modes of transportation, adding stress to congested highways and increasing railcar demand, driving up freight prices.¶ The 352-page study conducted by the Texas Transportation Institute at Texas A&M University took a lock-by-lock look at the inland waterway system. It estimated the economic impact on crop prices paid to producers and transportation costs incurred by shifting modes. It delves into detail on six focus locks and even identifies the crop reporting districts used by USDA and congressional districts that would see the biggest drop in commodity prices. It identified bottlenecks and tracked how long barges have to wait to pass through locks. (A PDF of the study can be found here: http://www.unitedsoybean.org/…)¶ If the LaGrange lock on the Illinois River failed, corn prices would drop $0.70 per ton and soybean prices would drop $2.45 per ton for the Illinois crop reporting district composed of LaSalle, McLean, Bureau and other counties in the state’s 11th Congressional District. (Note: this study uses current districts, not new districts that go into effect in ­the next election.) Switching to rail and trucks would cost $4.3 million in that crop reporting district alone.¶ Most locks were built to last 50 years, and more than half of U.S. locks are older than that. More than one-third of the locks are more than 70 years old. Lock rehabilitation, another term for extensive maintenance and upgrades, can expand a lock’s lifespan from 50 to 75 years, the study said.¶ Navigation outages have increased more than threefold since 2000, from about 25,000 hours to 80,000 hours on the Ohio River due to the wear and tear of age. Two locks failed recently: The Markland Lock was closed in 2009 for five months and the Greenup Lock in 2010 for a month.¶ The combined cost of rehabilitation and maintenance on the study’s six focus locks totals $4 billion, but only $1.8 billion has been appropriated for the projects, according to the study. In the current budget environment, funding for large, multi-year infrastructure projects can be hard to come by.¶ “Delays and budget overruns have become so severe that they are causing other projects to lose funding or be delayed by a number of years,” the study said, citing the Olmsted Locks and Dam project. The Olmsted Locks and Dam project on the Ohio River was first authorized by Congress in 1988 and has seen its estimated completion slip to 2014 and its cost balloon.¶ “The GO (United Soybean Board’s and the soybean checkoff’s Global Opportunity) committee invested in this study to calculate the impact of the worsening condition of the lock and dam system and what the impact would be on the rail and highway system if those locks failed,” said GO committee chair Laura Foell, soybean farmer from Schaller, Iowa, in a news release. “It is important for all in the industry and in the public sector to have the information necessary to make informed decisions when it comes to investing in our locks and dams.”¶ The models used in the study also indicated that by 2050, tonnage of crops shipped by truck and rail will increase by 5.5 million and 9.6 million tons, respectively. Tonnage transported by barge is projected to drop by nearly 15 million tons, reflecting a lack of investment in waterways.¶ “It is important that we have a robust transportation system,” Foell said. “Only by using a combination of the lock and dam system, rail system and truck system can we continue to move our products in a manner that will help us feed the world.”
The CCP is inherently adaptable – no risk of total collapse

Cheng 08 (Joseph Y.S., Book Review of David Shambaugh, China’s Communist Party: Atrophy and Adaptation,http://chinaperspectives.revues.org/4755//sb)

Shambaugh argues that the CCP as an institution has been in a progressive state of atrophy. Globalisation has undermined its control over society. It also faces serious challenges of increasing social stratification and inequality, widespread corruption, pervasive unemployment, rising crime, and rural unrest. At the same time, however, the CCP is also showing itself capable of significant adaptation and reform in a number of key areas. In practice, the CCP in recent years has been engaging in a historically unprecedented political experiment. 4This experiment is partly based on the lessons absorbed by the Chinese leadership from the collapse of the Soviet and East European regimes, and partly based on its study of other modernising and newly industrialised states such as Singapore.Chinese leaders today realise that economic growth alone is inadequate to maintain the legitimacy of the regime; a basic social security net and a range of core public goods plus improvement in governance are called for. Is this formula for political stability going to succeed? The Tibetan riots in March 2008 seem to suggest the negative, given that since 1999, Tibet has enjoyed above-average economic growth rates relative to other provincial units, better social security because of substantial subsidies from the central government, and arguably better governance because local cadres are more restrained from in dulging in corruption and the abuse of power. At the same time, the Chinese people clearly realise that there is no credible alternative to CCP rule in the foreseeable future. 5Shambaugh observes widespread agreement over the CCP‘s state of atrophy, but sharp disagreement among analysts over how successful the CCP’s reform attempts have been in re-legitimising its rule. The author labels the two groups “optimists” and “pessimists” and offers a summary of their views while avoiding taking sides. 6Shambaugh analyses in detail the views of six Chinese scholars from official think-tanks regarding the collapse of the Soviet Union and the East European regimes. While the analysis is interesting, it is not possible for the author to trace what impact these views have had on the Chinese leadership, and he has not taken the trouble to establish links between the release of these views and the introduction of relevant domestic and foreign policies. 7As CCP analysts have not limited their studies to authoritarian or single- party states, Shambaugh could only limit himself to a small sampling of their discourse on the lessons drawn from a wide variety of ex-communist systems, including “colour revolutions,” single-party authoritarian systems, multiparty authoritarian systems, and multiparty democratic systems. These analyses have been remarkably eclectic, and Shambaugh’s important observation is that the Chinese party-state is evolving into an eclectic entity. However, maintaining the CCP in power remains the bottom line, and maintaining as well as improving its legitimacy and “ruling capacity” is the principal challenge.
Alt causes to collapse-and no impact
Cheng 08 (Joseph Y.S., Book Review of David Shambaugh, China’s Communist Party: Atrophy and Adaptation,http://chinaperspectives.revues.org/4755//sb)

8Since 1978, the CCP has been adapting its ideology to suit policy decisions taken on non-ideological grounds. The author gives special attention to four recent political campaigns: Jiang Zemin’s “Three Represents” campaign launched in 2001, Hu Jintao’s “Scientific Development” and “Socialist Harmonious Society” campaigns, launched in 2003 and 2005 respectively, and a campaign launched in 2004-5 on the CCP’s “Governing Capacity.” Shambaugh has not, however, analysed the evolution of these campaigns in response to major challenges to the CCP at various stages; nor has he attempted to assess how the campaigns have contributed to the CCP’s survival in power in the foreseeable future. 9Shambaugh argues that the essence of a Leninist party is its organisational penetration and domination of society, and he believes that most of the initiatives in this area occurred since 2002, and especially after 2004, i.e., in the era of Hu Jintao. Shambaugh does not explain why such organisational initiatives did not emerge under Jiang Zemin or Deng Xiaoping. Fighting corruption, for example, certainly isn’t a recent challenge. 10The author considers that the leadership of Hu Jintao and Wen Jiabao “appears to be very stable” (p. 157). He is correct in stating that it has done nothing to loosen coercive controls on dissent, the Internet, or other political challenges to CCP rule. This stability is expected to last until at least 2012. The CCP provides protection and resources to the government and the military in exchange for corporatist professionalism and allegiance. At the membership and organisational level, however, the CCP encounters major problems of corruption, cronyism, and nepotism, as well as the declining appeal of its ideology and the growing moral vacuum in society. The Chinese government attempts to improve its governance capacity, while the CCP tries to create better channels for articulation of interests, but there is no convincing vision for future direction; in its stead, the Hu-Wen regime offers a populist agenda. 11On this basis, Shambaugh rules out the scenario of Western-style democracy coming to China. Systemic collapse is also unlikely, as is prolonged stagnation, devolution into a fascist-type system, or a return to the Maoist system. Adaptation alone, however, may not rescue an atrophying regime. The author’s recommendation is to institute greater political competition within the political system, with the expectation that the CCP will pursue political reform incrementally.
AT: Waterways key

Rails transport soybeans just as well.

Mongelluzzo 7/16

(Bill, Associate editor, Journal of Commerce Online, “Improved Infrastructure Would Boost Farm Exports, Economist Says; The U.S. is missing the boat on agricultural exports because of its silo approach to infrastructure spending, economist says,” July, 16, 2012)

Anne Landstrom, principal adviser for the commercial group at Moffatt & Nichol, said the western railroads have made large investments in track, equipment and freight capacity to move exports of all types from the Midwest to West Coast ports. Investment in the dredging and locks needed to keep inland waterways competitive, however, has languished. As a result, New Orleans, which is served by the Mississippi River system, has seen its share of agricultural exports drop to 45 percent from 65 percent. West Coast ports have picked up much of the market share, and East Coast ports such as Norfolk have benefited from investments by the eastern railroads. (What impact will the newly enacted surface transportation bill have? Story, page 37.) Further development of West Coast agricultural export infrastructure is under way, including investment in the bulk sector. Grain terminal operator EGT this year opened an export terminal in Longview, Wash. A container-on-barge system is being developed to connect Stockton, Calif., with Oakland. The Port of Long Beach is seeking environmental approval for a grain transload facility. Transporting grain from the Midwest and Upper Midwest in hopper cars to West Coast ports and transloading the product into marine containers near the ports offers great potential for increasing agricultural exports from the heartland. That's because exporters in the interior have trouble securing empty containers, but empties are in greater supply at the seaports. More recently, railroads have been working with shipping lines and retailers to identify import nodes in inland locations. Canadian National Railroad built a logistics hub and grain transload facility in Wisconsin that draws empty containers from distribution centers serving a large furniture retailer and a home improvement retailer in the region. Columbus, Ohio, also is developing container match-backs for soybean exporters in the region, Landstrom noted. The soybeans move by rail to West Coast ports. Although budget deficit hawks continue to challenge those in Congress who want to put more money into infrastructure development in these challenging economic times, there is a growing feeling in Washington that now is not the time to cut back on critical infrastructure development. Kemmsies urged AgTC members to educate others, especially their elected representatives, on how investment in goods movement infrastructure will benefit the national as well as local economies. "Quite a bit is riding on agricultural exports," he said. "We must develop the infrastructure that is needed to make it happen."

Rails are effective in soybean transport now.

USB 11

(United Soybean Board, Southeast Farm Press, “Ag shippers raise the grade for railroads,” June 24, 2011)
The 47 million tons of soybeans, soybean meal and soybean oil that criss-cross the United States each year must make it to their delivery points on time — or within reason. A recent soybean-checkoff-funded survey shows most major railroad companies do a pretty good job getting them there.

The U.S. agricultural shippers questioned for the annual Soy Transportation Coalition (STC) survey gave Union Pacific (UP) the highest rating in everything from on-time performance to customer service. Burlington Northern Santa Fe (BNSF) railway came in second, and Canadian National (CN) railway came in third with the most dramatic overall improvement from last year. Overall satisfaction rated 10 percent higher than last year, according to the survey responses. “I am pleased to see the companies that ship our soybeans think the railroads are doing a better job than last year,” said Roy Bardole, USB Global Opportunities Committee vice chair, USB representative to the STC and a soybean farmer from Rippey, Iowa. “Transportation infrastructure is a top priority for USB and efficiency and service are critical when it comes to transporting U.S. soybeans to our customers via rail.” The seven railroads classified as Class I include the following: the UP, BNSF, CN, the Canadian Pacific railway, CSX Transportation, Kansas City Southern railway and the Norfolk Southern railway. 
Railroads are an important part of soybean transport

Newswire Today 9

(Newswire Today, “Soybean Groups Form Coalition to Capitalize on Transportation Opportunities,” 1/27/09)
	
 
	With the U.S. economy in turmoil, consumers and farmers alike are trying to cut costs wherever they can, including transportation costs, which is why several soybean groups have established the Soy Transportation Coalition (STC).
STC is a collective effort on behalf of the United Soybean Board (USB), the American Soybean Association, the Ohio Soybean Council (OSC) and six other state soybean checkoff boards. STC’s goal is to comprehensively examine some of the major transportation issues impacting soybean farmers and find ways for them to save on transportation costs.
“With all the railroad infrastructure and intermodal developments taking place in Ohio, it is important for OSC to be represented on the STC board,” said Patrick Knoff, an OSC and STC board member. “The goals of this organization will benefit all of agriculture. It is my hope that the projects STC is investing in will help level the playing field for agriculture when compared to other industries.” The STC will help make gains in the infrastructure challenges that face the U.S. and Ohio soybean industries. Some of these major challenges include: Overall rail rate levels and increases, rail fuel surcharges and other increases in associated costs, short-line railroad bottlenecks and switching costs to other lines, loss of rail service or no competitive service, and costs of expanding facilities to handle larger units of trains.
“There are areas where we can shed some light and explore and promote solutions, whether they are for rail, road or river transportation issues,” said Mike Steenhoek, STC executive director. “We’ll see improvements as a result.”
The short-term agenda for STC includes analyzing the impact of rail fuel surcharges, exploring ways to improve the process of shipping U.S. soybeans in previously empty containers returning to countries of origin and examining new methods to load and unload soybean meal more efficiently from railcars.


AT: US soybeans key

Brazil solves China’s dependence on American soybeans.

Shanghai Daily 11

(States News Service, “Flow of Chinese investments continues to aid Brazil’s ascendency,” October 12, 2011)
The following information was released by the Council on Hemispheric Affairs: Brazil has been able to avoid a major setback from the global financial crisis, due largely to its burgeoning trade relationship with China. The terms of trade with the Asian nation have been reassessed by the Brazilian administration, especially after domestic industries have been suffering from the competitive impact of Chinese manufactured goods. Dilma Rousseff's administration has responded by implementing protectionist measures and pursuing trade diversification initiatives. China's unstoppable emergence and influence as an economic super power has led to one of the most important changes to the global economic framework in the modern period. In the 1990s, the nation sought to consolidate its position regionally by nurturing bilateral trade relations with its neighbors and utilizing soft power to build state legitimacy. Gradually, after the rapid growth of its manufacturing sector, China's resource-intensive economy has influenced the global expansion of its economic ties in order to sustain its growth pattern. To meet the rising demand for agricultural and mineral commodities, China has developed trade relations with Latin America, particularly Brazil, which has both sets of resources in abundance. The trade statistics tell the story of a relationship that has developed at an exponential rate. Brazil's exports to China have increased by USD 28.8 billion since the turn of the millennium, while imports have increased by USD 24.3 billion during the same period, helping the Latin American country to obtain an advantageous USD 5.2 billion trade surplus in 2010. Trade between the two countries has more than tripled in the past five years to USD 56.4 billion[1], solidifying China's position as Brazil's largest trading partner for some time to come; right now China's share of Brazil's exports is not far below that of the entire European Union.[2] The major trade items-iron ore and soybeans, account for 83.7 percent of Brazil's exports to the Far East, while 90 percent of the imports from China consist of manufactured goods, which are helping to satisfy the demand of Brazil's expanding consumer class.[3] Consuming up to half of the world's annual output of iron ore, China has found the perfect partner in Brazil, the biggest supplier of the mineral in the world. It has been widely considered that China's large investments in Brazil's raw materials have helped the South American nation avoid any long-term effects from the 2009 global financial crisis. However, it was also the favorable domestic conditions that created the opportunity for growth. As a result of the country's conservative fiscal and monetary policies adopted in the late 1990s, Brazil has been able to maintain a strong banking system, a steady growth rate, manage debt, and boast large foreign currency reserves. So while Brazil's economic stability has been built by its conservative economic practices, its rapid growth has been significantly attributable to China's demand for basic commodities that happen to be Brazil's special forte. The positive outcomes of Brazil's economic growth have included greater employment, higher wages, as well as upward social mobility, illustrated by the expansion of the lower middle class and with it, greater consumer demand. However, in light of increased consumer as well as foreign demand-both of which have outgrown supply levels, Brazil's market has experienced steady inflation and overheating for over a year.

** Also says Chinese government has intervened in soybean market to stabilize prices.

US not key to China’s soybean consumption.

China Daily 6/7

(“Soybean Imports from the US to decline,” 6/7/12, http://www.china.org.cn/business/2012-06/07/content_25586894.htm)
The American Soybean Association said it expects China, the world's largest soybean consumer, to import less soybeans from the United States this year, thanks to Chinese government measures last year to contain the country's inflation rate by releasing a large amount of State reserves. The country's large imports of Brazilian beans last fall will further dent its imports from the US, Paul Burke, ASA North Asia region director, said on Wednesday. But he did not disclose the exact amount of the reduction. However, driven by its burgeoning livestock industry and ongoing urbanization, China's soybean imports were estimated to continue growing in the long term, Burke added. China is currently the largest overseas market for US soybean farmers. The country imported 52.6 million metric tons of soybeans last year, nearly half of which came from the US, accounting for 60 percent of total US soybean exports in 2011. In February, a Chinese trade delegation consisting of major State-owned food companies such as China National Cereals, Oil and Foodstuffs Corp and China Grain Reserves Corp, also known as Sinograin, signed a historic $6.7 billion contract to buy 13.4 million tons of US soybeans. But given soy oil processors' limited purchases of State reserves, Chinese analysts said the State reserve had only a limited effect on the country's soybean imports from the US. Gao Yanbin, an analyst with SWS Research Co Ltd, reckons the reduction in soybean imports this year, caused by the release of stocks from the State reserves, could amount to 1 million tons at most. In the meantime, the pressure of an economic slowdown in China would prevent oil processors from replenishing their inventory, said Ma Wenfeng, a senior analyst at Beijing Orient Agribusiness Consultant Ltd, one of the largest consultancies in the industry. "Chinese consumers, especially those living in big cities, are starting to question the safety of soybean oil made from genetically modified soybeans," Ma added. That would affect the country's demand for US soybeans. In a bid to contain inflation, the Chinese government started releasing its national reserve of soybeans at the end of 2010, in order to stabilize the price of cooking oil. But most of the national reserve has remained untouched over the past two years, as domestic soybeans are generally more expensive than imported beans. In last month's auction, however, domestic soybeans became popular with oil processing companies, largely as a result of the high price of soybeans on the international market, driven up by a drought in South America and a global tight supply. But even so, only 300,000 tons of soybeans were sold to the companies. During the first four months of this year, China's soybean imports jumped by 22.3 percent year-on-year to 18.2 million tons, according to the General Administration of Customs.

Majority of China’s soybean imports come from Brazil.

AMS 5/9

(Agricultural Marketing Service, U.S. Department of Agriculture, Transportation and Marketing Programs/Transportation Services Division publication, “Brazil Soybean Transportation,” May 9, 2012)

Because of a drought, Brazil’s current soybean harvest is expected to be 65,603 million metric tons (mt), nearly 13 percent less than the 2010/2011 record levels of 75,324 million mt (CONAB).  Brazilian soybean farmers increased the planted area but severe dry conditions since last November have lowered yields, especially in the Central-South States, lowering transportation demand.  Production declined in Mato Grosso do Sul (MS) (-11%), Paraná (PR) (-36%), Rio Grande do Sul (RS) (-44%), and Santa Catarina (SC) ( 26%).  During the first quarter of the year, 75 percent of the Brazil soybean production has been harvested and, on average, about 13 percent of the crop has been exported (figure 1).  The peak of the harvest typically occurs in March and exports peak in May, resulting in higher truck rates during this time.  However, this quarter, the rising trend changed, truck rates declined for the first time since 2005.  The cost of shipping a metric ton of soybeans 100 miles by truck decreased 2 percent from $11.46 in the first quarter of 2011 to $10.53 in 2012 (table 6). China, Brazil’s major soybean buyer, bought 22.1 million mt of Brazilian soybeans in 2011, valued at nearly US$11 billion.  Preliminary data indicate that China purchased 73 percent of the first quarter 2012 soybean exports (Secretariat of Foreign Trade (SECEX)). The top leading soybean export ports were Santos, Paranaguá, and Sâo Francisco do Sul.  Almost half of all soybean exports were shipped from Santos. China is the world’s largest soybean importer and fourth largest producer after the United States, Brazil, and Argentina.  China is expected to import 55 million mt of soybeans (WASDE, USDA).  In the last 3 years, China soybean imports averaged 63.1 million mt at a growth rate of 9.7 percent, accounting for 66 percent of its total soybean consumption.

Brazil to produce more soybeans than the United States this year.

Noticias Agricolas 7/20

(Infocampo, Overseas Agroconsulting: Paraguay, “Brazil to produce more soybeans than the U.S. in 2012/2013 campaign,” July 20, 2012, http://www.overseasagro.com/en/2012/07/brasil-producira-mas-soja-que-estados-unidos-en-la-campana-20122013/)
Brazilian soybean production of the harvest 2012/2013 could overcome United States’ production for the first time in history, due to the losses that the drought will produce in the Midwest aera of U.S. It is expected that farmers in Brazil, under normal weather conditions, will collect a record 83.1 million tons of soybeans in the new cycle, implying an increase of 25% compared with 66.4 million the campaign 2011/2012, which was damaged by the drought. Meanwhile, the rising dollar and soybean prices reached record this year in international markets raise the cost of rice production in major producing states of Brazil. Only in the region of Mato Grosso, is expected to grow 39.3%. The production cost of one hectare of US$ 802 will last season to US$1,034 inthis. Operating costs will increase from US$480 inseason 2011/12 to US$ 623. However, despite the increase in production costs, the planting area will not be reduced because of good prices in recent months and the good prospects for the season 2012/13. Corn planting will also be more expensive next season, the rising costs of rice production will be of 6.5% over the previous cycle and the value per hectare will increase from US$ 753.7 to US$ 803.4 .

China is consuming less soybeans

Ellis 11

(Stu, Agriculture Communicator, “Soybeans have been lost in the fuss about corn,” October 12, 2011, http://www.farmgateblog.com/article/soybeans-have-been-lost-in-the-fuss-about-corn)
As crop reports keep filtering in, much like election returns, they will allow the opportunity to compare how your farm voted, or yielded, in relation to other parts of the Cornbelt. While corn has received the most attention because of short supply, high demand, and even controversy, the 2011 soybean crop will not be a bin buster itself.  The yield this year will be below the long term trend, which is concerning because of the global needs for soybean oil and soybean meal in human and livestock foods and feeds.  While the US is no longer the largest producer, there are indications that South America will not grow soybeans to the maximum and that will require some adjustments. In the Cornbelt, farmers are convinced that corn will produce more revenue per acre than soybeans.  In China, soybean acreage will decline also, and there are indications that soybean revenue in South America is secondary to other cropping alternatives.  $7 soybeans used to be a money-maker, but the prospect of “beans in the teens” is not drawing much of a crowd.  Iowa State University economist Bob Wisner says prices will have to go high enough to avoid a sharp drop in global acreage, and if they don’t then consumers of soybean meal and oil will have to adjust their practices. Whether it is domestically consumed or exported, soybean meal volume has been slightly declining and is being replaced by increasing amounts of distillers dried grains at an equivalent energy level to soybean meal.  Wisner says the steady use of corn in the coming year for ethanol refining, compared to increasing levels in recent years, means that livestock producers should not count on an abundance of distillers dried grains.  While that will put more demand pressure on soybean meal, there are indications that hog numbers will be steady and poultry demand will be 4-6% less, which means a softer demand for bean meal. Internationally, the soybean supply is keyed on South American production and demand is a function of Chinese purchases.  China bought 2 of every 3 rows of beans exported by the US last year, but the recent rate of growth is expected to slow slightly.  China says it will shift to alternative sources of protein meal and use of its own stocks.  Its soybean oil imports are also expected to slow in an effort to divert inflationary food prices blamed on higher soybean oil prices. The shortfall of soybeans in the coming year in the US is expected to be filled with soybean stocks, says Wisner. Prospects for production for the new crop are dependent upon South American weather, and the LaNina weather is expected to continue both in North and South America.  That increases the drought possibility in the main production regions.  He says global stocks should be sufficient, but US stocks will be tight by the end of the current marketing year. Prices are expected to promote more corn acreage in 2012 as farmers head to the field both in South America and the US.  But that prospect is also expected to be an underlying support for beans, meal and oil in the coming year.

AT: food price shocks


Alt cause – US drought.

Bailey 7/31
(Rob, Senior research fellow for energy, environment and resources at Chatham House, China Dialogue, “Do we face another food price crisis?” July 31, 2012)
Global food prices are on the rise again as drought hits US harvests. Until governments address the issues of biofuel mandates and export controls, writes Rob Bailey, a spike threatens to turn into a crisis. International food prices are on the rise again. The United States, the world s largest producer of corn and soybeans, is in the midst of its worst drought for half a century. Harvest forecasts are being revised down continuously, triggering alarming run-ups in the price of both commodities. Earlier this month, both passed the peaks they reached during the 2007-2008 food price crisis. At this point it is too early for climate scientists to say whether climate change made this particular drought more likely, but it may well have done. It will almost certainly make such events much more likely in the future. The concern now is that the supply shock will be enough to tip agricultural markets into a vicious circle of rising prices and declining confidence. This may happen if governments start to panic-buy and hoard, or worse, impose export controls on their agricultural sectors to appease angry populations, driving up international prices further and encouraging others to follow suit. This dynamic was a major contributor to the 2007-2008 crisis, which saw riots in more than 30 countries and left the international humanitarian system hamstrung, caught between spiralling demand for emergency food aid on the one hand, and high food prices on the other. It was also behind in the 2010-2011 price spike, when Russia and the Ukraine imposed export bans following a devastating heatwave that wiped out large swathes of the Black Sea wheat harvest. The vertiginous rise in wheat prices that followed provided a crucial spark for the early protests in North Africa, which eventually became the Arab Spring. The good news is that globally the two commodities most susceptible to export bans, wheat and rice, are expected to post good harvests this year. If the price spike remains primarily confined to corn and soybeans then a global crisis is unlikely. Food riots, such as those that occurred in 2008 or 2011, are more often associated with the price of rice or bread (made from wheat flour), commonly crucial expenditures for poor households. However, there is a chance that the price spike will spread, rippling from one crop to another as consumers switch between commodities as prices rise. And worryingly, there are signs of contagion: wheat prices are on a strong upward trend rising over 50% in just over a month probably as traditional corn users in the livestock sector switch to wheat as a cheaper alternative for animal feed. A poor wheat harvest in a key exporting region, such as the Black Sea or Australia, would be precipitously destabilising. The most vulnerable countries to spiking wheat prices remain those of North Africa and the Middle East, as well as Pakistan. Because corn and soybeans are primarily used in animal feed, price rises in these commodities are less associated with increasing poverty and unrest. Poor people cannot afford to eat meat and so are less affected; rich people can reduce their meat consumption without risking starvation. There are exceptions to this of course, most notably Mexico, where white corn is the national staple and a crucial component of poor household expenditures. Though it is the slightly different US grown yellow corn currently facing a major supply shock, price rises could easily be transmitted from one to the other if livestock producers seeking cheaper feed switch from yellow corn to white. This is precisely what happened during the 2007 tortilla crisis, when thousands of protestors took to the streets in Mexico City. Another emerging economy that has cause for concern is China. Although poor Chinese depend primarily upon rice, a growing middle class has a taste for pork from pigs fed on imported soybeans. China is now the world s largest producer of pork and its largest importer of soybeans, higher prices of which will contribute to inflationary pressures within the country. The government may choose to make releases from its strategic soybean reserve, which trade data indicate it has been building since the 2007-2008 price crisis, presumably for an eventuality such as this. One emerging economy currently benefitting is Brazil. It is the world s second-largest producer of soybeans, and high prices will provide some compensation for the drought that ravaged its previous crop. Remarkably, Brazil has also begun to export corn to the United States as the American livestock sector looks abroad for affordable feed. The US accounts for around 40% of global corn production, prompting one commentator to note that the US importing corn is the equivalent of Saudi Arabia importing oil.

China will control food prices if necessary

Market Watch 7/27

(“China asks edible-oil firms to avoid price hikes,” July 27, 2012, http://www.marketwatch.com/story/china-asks-edible-oil-firms-to-avoid-price-hikes-2012-07-27)
The Chinese government has advised edible-oil producers in China to avoid raising prices "unless absolutely necessary," stopping short of a repeat of last year's outright price cap on such products, major producer Wilmar International Ltd. said Friday. The government's move signals it is again wary of resurgent food prices--of which cooking oil is a bellwether--despite inflation ebbing to its lowest level since January 2010, after a sharp rally in U.S. grain prices late last week drove up Chinese soybeans. Beijing has cut interest rates twice this year and is widely expected to undertake more cuts in the second half to revive its flagging economy--moves that it can ill-afford if inflation data again show an uptrend. "There is no control on cooking oil prices," said a spokeswoman for Wilmar, which operates in China as Yihai Kerry Group. "However, the government has advised that companies should avoid increasing prices unless it is absolutely necessary." Cofco Group was the other major producer that the government met with to discuss cooking oil prices, state media reported. Cofco didn't reply to calls and an e-mail for comment. Wilmar and Cofco control about 70% of China's retail cooking oil market. Officials from the National Development and Reform Commission, Beijing's top economic planning agency, met executives from Wilmar and Cofco on Tuesday for a "discussion" after a group of producers raised their prices in mid-July, state media reported, citing an unidentified Cofco official. The commission, which has price-setting powers, said it "hoped companies would preserve the stability of edible-oil prices," a report from the state-run Economic Information Daily said. Commission officials didn't respond to a call for comment. Despite low inflation, the commission's action suggests the government is loath to let any sign of resurgent prices derail its policy-loosening campaign. Edible oil prices have been fairly stable this year. Soyoil retail prices have risen by 0.22 yuan a liter from their lowest point this year in early March to around CNY12.25/liter, the Ministry of Commerce said. Inflation levels have also fallen significantly since the government began its tightening campaign last year, decelerating to a rise of just 2.2% in June on year versus 3% in May. But Chinese soybean prices rose late last week, gaining 2% as reports of a U.S. Midwest drought sent global grain markets soaring. Last year, the commission asked edible-oil producers to cap prices for 10 months, part of efforts to roll back inflation.
Alt cause— the US drought.

Richardson 8/2

(Michael, Senior Research Fellow at the Institute of South East Asian Studies in Singapore, The Canberra Times, “Fears grow of a looming food crisis in East Asia,” p. 15, August 2, 2012)
When Indonesia announced last week that it would suspend an unpopular import tax on soybeans for the rest of the year to restrain a sharp rise in the price, it underscored nervousness rippling through east Asia about a repetition of the global food crisis in 2007-08. At that time, escalating food prices sparked protests and riots in nearly 50 countries, mainly developing economies in Africa, the Middle East and Asia. Since then, further food price inflation and downturns in many economies have kept food security at the forefront of government policy. The World Bank estimates that almost one billion people now struggle to get enough to eat, reversing decades of slow but steady progress in reducing hunger. For east Asia, a new round of food price hikes would have a double impact, not just on the poor but also on a rapidly growing middle-class with high expectations of further improvements in living standards. Unlike in 2007-2008, rice - the staple food of millions of Asians, especially the poor - is in ample supply. In fact, the impact of any new food price crisis might be hardest on the emerging and politically vocal middle-class whose appetite for meat, poultry, eggs, dairy products and farmed fish fed on grains and legumes is a major driver of the recent rise to record levels in the global prices of corn, wheat and soybeans. Prolonged summer drought in the United States, the world's largest exporter of these commodities, lies behind the recent surge in prices. It follows dry spells that badly damaged the soybean crop in South America and the wheat crop in the Black Sea region. The US ships huge quantities of grains and soybeans to east Asian markets, including China, Japan, South Korea and Indonesia. In the latter, imported US soybeans are much cheaper than the locally- grown legumes used to make widely- eaten tempe and tofu. However, the vast majority of east Asia's grain and legume imports goes into animal feed, following the discovery by animal nutritionists that combining one part soybean meal with four parts grain dramatically boosts the efficiency with which livestock and poultry convert grain into animal protein. It is possible that scattered rain across some of the US grain belt last week could spread, breaking the drought. It would come in time to prevent further falls in soybean output but too late to prevent extensive damage to the corn crop. In east Asia, China would suffer most from continued dry weather in the US as it is the world's biggest importer of soybeans. China is forecast to import almost 60 million tonnes of soybeans in the year starting on October 1, accounting for nearly 60 per cent of the international trade in 2013.

North American drought more likely cause of soybean shortages.

Kurtz 7/31

(Walter, credit specialist at a NYC based hedge fund, Sober Look, “Global Food Inflation is on the Rise,” July 31, 2012)
As the world’s financial markets focus on the Fed and the ECB, another threat to global growth is showing up across emerging markets. Food inflation is spreading much faster than anyone had anticipated. The major US media outfits are focusing on US-based food price increases of a few percent and the fact that burgers in the US will end up costing more. This is certainly painful for the US consumer, but pales in comparison with the havoc food inflation will create across developing nations. What’s particularly troubling is that the North American drought has coincided with a number of other droughts globally such as those in Russia, India, and even North Korea. Here are a few examples of what may look like separate news events, but are actually part of this global trend. Food inflation is setting in. Brazil’s broadest inflation index, the IGP-M, rose 1.34 percent in July, up from a 0.66 percent increase in June, the Getulio Vargas Foundation research group said on Monday. The index was expected to increase 1.23 percent, according to the median forecast of 13 economists polled by Reuters. Brazil IGP-M inflation (YoY) GS: Consumer price inflation rose to 0.25% in July on higher food price inflation and the fading impact of the IPI tax cuts on auto prices (this more than offset the seasonal decline in apparel prices). In yoy terms, IGP-M inflation accelerated to 6.7% more than double the 3.2% March print. Business Insider: The drought in the American Midwest has sent corn prices soaring. And this is a very worrisome sign for Chinese pork prices. Societe Generale analysts Michel Martinez, Wei Yao, and Jaroslaw Janecki write that nearly 90 percent of changes in Chinese domestic pork prices can be attributed to global corn prices lagged by one quarter, and soybean prices lagged by two quarters. Bloomberg: Russia s drought, which is cutting grain yields, may increase food prices and push inflation above the central bank target of 6 percent this year, according to Renaissance Capital. Inflation may reach 6.5 percent due to the unanticipated, and temporary, food price shock, Ivan Tchakarov, Moscow-based chief economist for Russia and the Commonwealth of Independent States at the bank, wrote in a report today. IRIS: As delayed monsoons hurt production of vegetables, cereal and oilseeds, she expects WPI food (primary and manufactured) inflation, which is currently 9% y-o-y, to rise into double digits in the coming months. This will keep both WPI and CPI inflation elevated above the central bank`s comfort zone. NASDAQ: The country also is facing price pressures as drought in the U.S. pushes up soybean prices, and demand for food is elevated during the Ramadan fasting month. With increasing prices of meat (products) and soybean, (on-month) inflation could be above 0.7% in July, Mr. Martowardojo said. Reuters: Sri Lanka s annual inflation rate may have accelerated to a 42-month high in July as a drought pushed up local food prices and a weaker rupee aggravated import bills. Annual inflation is expected to have accelerated to 9.4 percent in July, its highest since January 2009, a Reuters poll of 13 analysts showed. In June, prices rose 9.3 percent from a year earlier. We will see the impact of the drought and rupee depreciation in food prices this month, too, one analyst said on condition of anonymity. Food accounts for more than 40 percent of the basket of items used to compile inflation figures. Other countries such as Malaysia and South Korea will see a spike in food prices as well. And of course nations like Iran will experience severe food shortages that could turn an already tense situation into an explosive one.

AT: China food dependence

China largely self-sufficient in food policy.

Wong 11

(John, Director of Investment Services, North China, for Colliers International, China Daily, “Self-sufficient food policy benefits world,” May 31, 2011, http://news.xinhuanet.com/english2010/indepth/2011-05/31/c_13902568.htm)
Early this year, the Food and Agriculture Organization of the United Nations (FAO) issued a special alert warning that North China, the country's wheat basket, was suffering from a severe winter drought that could devastate China's wheat harvest, putting further pressure on world wheat prices that have been rising rapidly in recent years.

Underlying the FAO's warning is the central message that should China lose its winter wheat crop, it will go to the international grain market to make up any shortfall. The sudden entry of such a huge buyer could certainly rock the international food markets. However, the FAO's warning is a false alarm. First, because for the past six to seven years, China has lost around 7 percent of its annual grain output to various forms of natural disasters, and yet its annual grain production has been on the rise. In 2010 China's total grain production was a historical record of 546 million tons. Second, successive years of bumper grain harvests have enabled China to build up a large grain reserve of more than 40 percent of its annual consumption - much higher than the world average of around 17-18 percent. The growth in grain productivity for the past three decades has been very impressive, particularly since 2004. China's population accounts for 21 percent of the world's total population, but the country is endowed with only about 9 percent of the world's arable land. Feeding such a vast nation, with such an unfavorable man-land ratio, has always been a great challenge for China's rulers, past and present. Hence the old Chinese adage: "An economy without strong agriculture is fragile, and a country without sufficient grain will be chaotic". Even in modern times it remains an enormous task for the Chinese government to ensure food security. China's serious food crisis between 1959-1962 is still fresh in the collective memory of the present generation of Chinese leadership. Therefore, China has always taken food security very seriously, much more so than many other countries. Food security in China basically means "food self-sufficiency", with the bottom line set at 95 percent of domestic grain supply. Such a stringent definition of food security naturally puts an additional burden on the government. The problem is aggravated by the fact that for the past three decades, China's total population increased from 960 million in 1978 to 1.3 billion in 2009, while arable land, the total sown area, increased only marginally by 5.4 percent. Worse still, the total sown area devoted to food crops declined substantially from 80 percent in 1978 to just 64 percent in 2009, mainly because, with economic prosperity and rising incomes, farmers were growing more lucrative non-grain commercial crops.

China’s on the road to food policy self-sufficiency

Ter Beek 8/1

(Vincent, Editor for Pig Progress, an international trade journal, World Poultry, Vol. 28, No. 6, “China: Self-sufficient food production within reach,” August 1, 2012, http://www.worldpoultry.net/background/china-self-sufficient-food-production-within-reach-10708.html)

The story has been well-known for some time. When it comes to food security in China, many have pointed to rapid economic growth, the rising food demand, increasing imports of feedstuffs like soybeans. So often, the question is: Who will feed China? A question for Jikun Huang, from the Center for Chinese Agricultural Policy at the Chinese Academy of Sciences. He addressed the audience at the ‘Feeding the World’ summit, organised by the Economist Group and sponsored by DSM, in Geneva, Switzerland, on February 8. His answer can be summarised as: China will take care of itself – and others too. Huang pointed to the time frame between 1992 and 2010, stating that in 17 years, China was a net food exporter. It is only in the last three years that China had to import. He also mentioned the fact that both national and household food security has significantly improved in this time. Huang continued by explaining how China had managed to achieve this. The annual growth rate of China’s agriculture has been 4.4 times the rate of the population growth in the last 30 years. To support this, he showed figures of a staggering grain production growth (74%) between 1978 and 2009; a whopping oil crop production growth by 505% in that same time frame. Similarly, meat production has grown extremely strong over the last 30 years, be it for poultry, pork, beef or mutton. Two developments in Beijing are at the basis of these achievements, Huang explained – a combination of strong investments in agriculture and a national policy reform. Between 1984 and 1997, the Chinese central government invested roughly between 50-100 billion yuan (€6-12 billion) annually in the agricultural sector. As from 1998, the budget was increased virtually every year to reach 450 billion yuan (€56 billion) in 2008 with more growth projected. Part of the investments went into stepping up the amount of irrigated land. About 50% of total cultivated land in China is now used for irrigation, a total of almost 60 million ha. In comparison, by 1950, this was approximately 15 million ha. The key element of future investments will be Research and Development-related, Huang said.
1NC Congestion
1. Population growth, increased vehicle usage, and sprawl cause congestion

Downs 04

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

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

Downs 04

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

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

3. The last line of the Boselovic evidence quotes a barge worker that says that barges are key to the economy. That is a biased source
Their 1AC evidences says that locks failed recently-this means their impacts are empirically denied

Micik 12 Agfax,(Katie, January 25, “Waterway Lock Failure Would be Severe Economic Blow, study finds”, http://agfax.com/2012/01/25/waterway-lock-failure-would-be-severe-economic-blow-study-finds/

A failure at one of six focus locks in a new study would cost agricultural producers between $900,000 and $45 million depending on how long the lock was out of commission.¶ A three-month lock closure on the nation’s inland waterway system would increase the cost of transporting grains and oilseeds by $71.6 million, according to new study funded by the United Soybean Board and the checkoff’s Global Opportunities program.¶ “Should a catastrophic failure of lock and dam infrastructure occur, agricultural producers — and consequently the American consumer — will suffer severe economic distress,” the report stated. Barges carry 89% of the soybeans and 91% of the corn that U.S. companies export though the Gulf of Mexico each year.¶ A lock closure on one of the nation’s main barge highways — the Mississippi, Ohio and Illinois Rivers — that lasted for three months would shift 5.5 million tons of grains and oilseeds to other modes of transportation, adding stress to congested highways and increasing railcar demand, driving up freight prices.¶ The 352-page study conducted by the Texas Transportation Institute at Texas A&M University took a lock-by-lock look at the inland waterway system. It estimated the economic impact on crop prices paid to producers and transportation costs incurred by shifting modes. It delves into detail on six focus locks and even identifies the crop reporting districts used by USDA and congressional districts that would see the biggest drop in commodity prices. It identified bottlenecks and tracked how long barges have to wait to pass through locks. (A PDF of the study can be found here: http://www.unitedsoybean.org/…)¶ If the LaGrange lock on the Illinois River failed, corn prices would drop $0.70 per ton and soybean prices would drop $2.45 per ton for the Illinois crop reporting district composed of LaSalle, McLean, Bureau and other counties in the state’s 11th Congressional District. (Note: this study uses current districts, not new districts that go into effect in ­the next election.) Switching to rail and trucks would cost $4.3 million in that crop reporting district alone.¶ Most locks were built to last 50 years, and more than half of U.S. locks are older than that. More than one-third of the locks are more than 70 years old. Lock rehabilitation, another term for extensive maintenance and upgrades, can expand a lock’s lifespan from 50 to 75 years, the study said.¶ Navigation outages have increased more than threefold since 2000, from about 25,000 hours to 80,000 hours on the Ohio River due to the wear and tear of age. Two locks failed recently: The Markland Lock was closed in 2009 for five months and the Greenup Lock in 2010 for a month.¶ The combined cost of rehabilitation and maintenance on the study’s six focus locks totals $4 billion, but only $1.8 billion has been appropriated for the projects, according to the study. In the current budget environment, funding for large, multi-year infrastructure projects can be hard to come by.¶ “Delays and budget overruns have become so severe that they are causing other projects to lose funding or be delayed by a number of years,” the study said, citing the Olmsted Locks and Dam project. The Olmsted Locks and Dam project on the Ohio River was first authorized by Congress in 1988 and has seen its estimated completion slip to 2014 and its cost balloon.¶ “The GO (United Soybean Board’s and the soybean checkoff’s Global Opportunity) committee invested in this study to calculate the impact of the worsening condition of the lock and dam system and what the impact would be on the rail and highway system if those locks failed,” said GO committee chair Laura Foell, soybean farmer from Schaller, Iowa, in a news release. “It is important for all in the industry and in the public sector to have the information necessary to make informed decisions when it comes to investing in our locks and dams.”¶ The models used in the study also indicated that by 2050, tonnage of crops shipped by truck and rail will increase by 5.5 million and 9.6 million tons, respectively. Tonnage transported by barge is projected to drop by nearly 15 million tons, reflecting a lack of investment in waterways.¶ “It is important that we have a robust transportation system,” Foell said. “Only by using a combination of the lock and dam system, rail system and truck system can we continue to move our products in a manner that will help us feed the world.”
1NC Competitiveness
1. Revitalizing competitiveness can’t stop the rise of the rest --- their impact’s inev

Bremmer 11 – IR prof, Columbia. Faculty member at Stanford’s Hoover Institution. Senior Fellow, World  Policy Institute. PhD in pol sci, Stanford (July/August 2011, Ian, On the Economy, Be Careful What You Wish For, http://www.foreignpolicy.com/articles/2011/06/20/on_the_economy_be_careful_what_you_wish_for?page=full)

Halfway through 2011, we've already seen an extraordinary year of volatility: turmoil across the Middle East and North Africa, the eurozone's ongoing fiscal crises, Japan's triple disaster, the killing of Osama bin Laden. Yet these dramatic events have obscured a slow-moving, underlying shift of much greater long-term importance: global rebalancing. In its simplest form, rebalancing means this: a reset of the global economy shifting the balance of accounts between the world's established and emerging powers or between its biggest consumers and biggest savers. That alone, of course, is a transition of landmark historic significance. Yet it is far from the only consequence, for rebalancing is not just an economic story, but one that will result in a seismic shift in the international balance of power, in every region of the world.

And I have bad news for the United States: Rebalancing won't be the relatively pain-free process some in Washington hope. Faced with an increasingly ugly bilateral trade deficit, many of the most senior U.S. officials -- including many who should know better -- have repeatedly called on the Chinese leadership to empower Chinese consumers to buy more Chinese-made products and to allow the renminbi, China's currency, to appreciate to help them afford it. The Foreign Policy Survey results reported here also suggest Washington is on solid ground: Nearly 100 percent of the leading economists consulted told the magazine they think the renminbi is undervalued.

But in reality it's hard to imagine a better example of "be careful what you wish for."

At a moment when Western-led globalization is under threat from a new brand of emerging-market mercantilism, this sort of decoupling will produce a lot of pain. This is what's happening already in many areas of the fast-transforming global economy -- but unfortunately, U.S. leaders aren't doing much to prepare for this transition, perhaps because they're in denial about its inevitability and its implications for American power. Talk of "winning the future," whether from President Barack Obama or his Republican rivals, allows Americans to believe that all their country needs is to become more "competitive." But rebalancing means that the U.S. economy can't simply grow its way back to the pre-financial crisis era of American profligacy. Instead, it will have to thrive in a new world in which U.S. primacy is no longer a given.
In years to come, U.S. diplomats will have to do more than jet around the world twisting arms and cutting deals. They'll have to find creative solutions to transnational problems that involve multiple players who don't necessarily accept U.S. leadership. American power has always been a mix of hard and soft forms of persuasion: a blend of liberal values, military muscle, and economic leverage. Those values endure, even if the United States itself might not always be loved in foreign capitals. It's the third element of power that is fast waning: the paramount position of the United States in a global economic order built to its advantage. For decades, American consumers have been the engine of growth around the world, and the U.S. economy remains by far the world's largest, two and a half times the size of China's. But the latest projections from the International Monetary Fund forecast that China will surpass the United States by 2016. And China is far from the only rising power on the horizon.
American consumer purchasing power will continue to be an important variable for global growth and the economic health of many countries, but Americans won't have as much money to spend. The financial crisis pulled huge amounts of money from the pockets of U.S. consumers by, among other things, deflating the value of their biggest asset: their homes. And the loss in U.S. purchasing power will be felt in every economy that depends on access to U.S. markets. That's exactly why Chinese policymakers are now working to decouple -- not because Washington wants them to, but because excessive long-term dependence on U.S. consumers puts China's future growth trajectory at risk.

The dollar's preeminent position may be the first casualty of this shift. The United States borrows about $4 billion per day, much of it from China. That borrowing finances the ballooning U.S. debt -- in effect, China loans Americans the money that allows them to live beyond their means (and, of course, purchase Chinese goods). But the meltdown in U.S. financial markets and the dive into recession persuaded many within China's leadership that this system is unsustainable. China's domestic economy can no longer depend quite so heavily on foreign consumers to drive the creation of domestic jobs. As China works to stoke the growth of domestic consumption by investing more of its cash at home, the renminbi will appreciate against the dollar and Americans will pay higher prices until cheaper alternatives become available. And as China develops a consumption-driven economy, Chinese consumers will increasingly be spending their hard-earned cash abroad, leading to the development of deeper and more liquid renminbi debt markets, a necessary prerequisite for China's currency to become a leading global reserve currency. This will be a gradual process, but it will come at the expense of the dollar and the big-spending habits its preeminence enables for both U.S. consumers and their government.
Washington's security role in East Asia has long paid economic dividends as the United States has translated its military ties into greater trade and investment throughout the region. But as China's consumer markets take on added weight and Americans see their purchasing power reduced by the need to restore the country to long-term fiscal health, East Asian countries will trade increasingly with one another and with fast-growing China. It's already happening. According to Xinhua, China's state-run news agency, "China became the largest trading partner and the single biggest export market of Southeast Asian countries in 2010." China's free trade agreement with the 10 countries of the Association of Southeast Asian Nations, which came into effect last year, is the world's largest in terms of population, and it underscores Washington's inability to continue in its traditional role of free trade champion.

Then there is the reform process in Europe, which also threatens to undermine the dollar in the long run. Of course, America's traditional ties with Europe and the enormous trade volumes moving in both directions across the Atlantic demand U.S. support for a strong European economy. But if Europe's resilient core economies can help build a coordinated European fiscal policy and buttress cash-strapped governments like those of Greece, Ireland, Portugal, and other so-called peripheral countries, a strengthened euro can offer another viable alternative to the dollar as a reserve currency. And a recovered eurozone will further weaken America's ability to act as global lender of last resort, reduce the central role of the United States in the global banking system, and further erode America's singular international influence.

Indeed, the American way of capitalism itself is now under threat. That model was built on open market access and minimal government meddling. But the world loves a winner: China's heavily top-down approach is finding adherents from Vietnam to Venezuela, while the idea of American-style market-driven capitalism has lost some of its allure. As the appeal of state-driven capitalism grows, we can expect a much less efficient global economy. We'll see politics injected into economic policymaking much more often and on a much larger scale -- within both emerging and established powers. We'll see governments defend their political interests with new sets of tools and weapons, like currency policies, market access, intellectual property rights, and new forms of resource nationalism that move beyond oil, gas, metals, and minerals into commodities like food.

For Americans, what this all means is that the long, postwar party is over. The U.S. debt-to-GDP ratio has climbed above 84 percent, putting America's ability to meet its obligations in question for the first time in memory. To close the gap, U.S. consumers will have to pay higher taxes, save more money, delay retirement, and accept less generous pension and health-care benefits.

In coming years, an increasingly cash-strapped U.S. government will have to become more sensitive to the costs and risks of its foreign adventures. It will be harder to persuade more cost-conscious Americans (and their lawmakers) that the stability of countries such as Afghanistan, Iraq, or even a longtime U.S. protectorate like Taiwan is worth a bloody and costly fight. Questions will arise abroad about the U.S. commitment to the security of particular regions, encouraging local players to test American resolve and exploit any weakness they find.

Then there are the economic risks. The dollar has provided the global economy with a deep, liquid, and stable reserve currency that reduces costs and increases efficiency for enormous volumes of commercial transactions. It has offered investors a safe port during many a financial storm, including the 2008 financial crisis. But other governments have already begun to move toward a more diversified basket of currencies and commodities to hold in reserve, weakening confidence in the dollar's long-term dominance. Europe will eventually recover, boosting the euro, and a big wave -- a sharp spike in crude-oil prices or another deep and lasting U.S. recession, for example -- will only accelerate the global drive to diversify. Borrowing costs in the United States will rise, in part because there will be fewer lenders. The cost of doing business will increase along with the complexity of settling transactions in a world of multiple currencies.

Some might argue that the impact of the relative decline of the U.S. economy has already been felt and that a weaker dollar will ultimately make American products more competitive abroad. FP's survey results seem to reflect this optimistic view, though the vast majority of those surveyed are clamoring for rebalancing, with all its pitfalls and dangers. There is no reason to doubt, moreover, the long-term resilience of America's political and economic systems. Democracy offers a degree of domestic political legitimacy that cannot be earned in any other way. America's achievements in higher education and innovation are, and will remain, the envy of much of the rest of the world.

But rebalancing will upend lots of assumptions, in the United States and around the world, about American economic resilience and its importance for other countries. This transition is not a product of poor decisions or myopic political leadership -- though leaders of both parties in Washington have offered plenty of both in recent years. This is a structural shift, one that has been decades in the making. Resistance is futile. Adapting to its impact can help Americans, and everyone else, thrive in the era to come.

2. US is unmatched leader in tech

Zakaria 9 [Fareed Zakaria, editor of newsweek and considered one of the most influential writers in the world “Is America Losing Its Mojo?,” 11/14/09 http://www.newsweek.com/id/222836]

By most measures, America remains the world leader in technological achievement. Consider the 2009 Nobel Prizes: of the 13 people honored, nine were American. Once you take out the economics, literature, and peace prizes, the United States, with 5 percent of the world's population, still won close to 70 percent of the awards. Even amid a terrible recession, the country still dominates the fields of information technology, life sciences, and nanotechnology, all key industries of the future. The World Economic Forum routinely cites America as having the most competitive economy on the planet (though this year it was narrowly overtaken by Switzerland). When decision makers are asked to rank countries on innovation, the United States always comes first by a large margin.

3. Their evidence talks about one senator that’s saying that river locks, coupled with dams and trucks and a bunch of different might help out our competitiveness. The plan only fiats the river locks being built, not the rest of this stuff. 

Their 1AC evidences says that locks failed recently-this means their impacts are empirically denied

Micik 12 Agfax,(Katie, January 25, “Waterway Lock Failure Would be Severe Economic Blow, study finds”, http://agfax.com/2012/01/25/waterway-lock-failure-would-be-severe-economic-blow-study-finds/

A failure at one of six focus locks in a new study would cost agricultural producers between $900,000 and $45 million depending on how long the lock was out of commission.¶ A three-month lock closure on the nation’s inland waterway system would increase the cost of transporting grains and oilseeds by $71.6 million, according to new study funded by the United Soybean Board and the checkoff’s Global Opportunities program.¶ “Should a catastrophic failure of lock and dam infrastructure occur, agricultural producers — and consequently the American consumer — will suffer severe economic distress,” the report stated. Barges carry 89% of the soybeans and 91% of the corn that U.S. companies export though the Gulf of Mexico each year.¶ A lock closure on one of the nation’s main barge highways — the Mississippi, Ohio and Illinois Rivers — that lasted for three months would shift 5.5 million tons of grains and oilseeds to other modes of transportation, adding stress to congested highways and increasing railcar demand, driving up freight prices.¶ The 352-page study conducted by the Texas Transportation Institute at Texas A&M University took a lock-by-lock look at the inland waterway system. It estimated the economic impact on crop prices paid to producers and transportation costs incurred by shifting modes. It delves into detail on six focus locks and even identifies the crop reporting districts used by USDA and congressional districts that would see the biggest drop in commodity prices. It identified bottlenecks and tracked how long barges have to wait to pass through locks. (A PDF of the study can be found here: http://www.unitedsoybean.org/…)¶ If the LaGrange lock on the Illinois River failed, corn prices would drop $0.70 per ton and soybean prices would drop $2.45 per ton for the Illinois crop reporting district composed of LaSalle, McLean, Bureau and other counties in the state’s 11th Congressional District. (Note: this study uses current districts, not new districts that go into effect in ­the next election.) Switching to rail and trucks would cost $4.3 million in that crop reporting district alone.¶ Most locks were built to last 50 years, and more than half of U.S. locks are older than that. More than one-third of the locks are more than 70 years old. Lock rehabilitation, another term for extensive maintenance and upgrades, can expand a lock’s lifespan from 50 to 75 years, the study said.¶ Navigation outages have increased more than threefold since 2000, from about 25,000 hours to 80,000 hours on the Ohio River due to the wear and tear of age. Two locks failed recently: The Markland Lock was closed in 2009 for five months and the Greenup Lock in 2010 for a month.¶ The combined cost of rehabilitation and maintenance on the study’s six focus locks totals $4 billion, but only $1.8 billion has been appropriated for the projects, according to the study. In the current budget environment, funding for large, multi-year infrastructure projects can be hard to come by.¶ “Delays and budget overruns have become so severe that they are causing other projects to lose funding or be delayed by a number of years,” the study said, citing the Olmsted Locks and Dam project. The Olmsted Locks and Dam project on the Ohio River was first authorized by Congress in 1988 and has seen its estimated completion slip to 2014 and its cost balloon.¶ “The GO (United Soybean Board’s and the soybean checkoff’s Global Opportunity) committee invested in this study to calculate the impact of the worsening condition of the lock and dam system and what the impact would be on the rail and highway system if those locks failed,” said GO committee chair Laura Foell, soybean farmer from Schaller, Iowa, in a news release. “It is important for all in the industry and in the public sector to have the information necessary to make informed decisions when it comes to investing in our locks and dams.”¶ The models used in the study also indicated that by 2050, tonnage of crops shipped by truck and rail will increase by 5.5 million and 9.6 million tons, respectively. Tonnage transported by barge is projected to drop by nearly 15 million tons, reflecting a lack of investment in waterways.¶ “It is important that we have a robust transportation system,” Foell said. “Only by using a combination of the lock and dam system, rail system and truck system can we continue to move our products in a manner that will help us feed the world.”
1NC Alt Cause to Chinese Anger
China is angry about government attitude toward olympics-aff. cant solve 
Rogers 8-1-12 (Martin, journalism graduate from Harlow College, “Family kept grandparents' deaths secret from Chinese diver until she won gold medal” August 1st 2012 8:51 AM, http://sports.yahoo.com/news/olympics--family-kept-grandparents--deaths-secret-from-chinese-diver-until-she-won-gold-medal.html?fb_action_ids=487084031304354&fb_action_types=news.reads&fb_ref=type%3Aread%2Cuser%3AstmhzIA-Sr1UQtEVdIvH1Ca1r-w&fb_source=other_multiline&action_object_map=%7B%22487084031304354%22%3A10151298911143942%7D&action_type_map=%7B%22487084031304354%22%3A%22news.reads%22%7D&action_ref_map=%7B%22487084031304354%22%3A%22type%3Aread%2Cuser%3AstmhzIA-Sr1UQtEVdIvH1Ca1r-w%22%7D&code=AQD9Y_XgPf1YMOK369x3xKkdfwOF_s6vFrMn-ptiGAPB1kWE2svocUy1_n1yW514bRnqIlTjHiYCEBneKS48-dIFc-dsIrnu3ymMBl_kHtlYgmNYX8nD6d7IVThI_fKAil3urSCMH2VEL9pe-OVuKKwJn9Qp2AUxFmtgt2ddZkH-DGEWPWVM0wRl86EXHCKREZxL63Q4xGbeMYbAxxY6TKEM#_=_\)
LONDON – Chinese diver Wu Minxia's celebrations at winning a third Olympic gold medal were cut short after her family revealed the details of a devastating secret they had kept for several years. Wu's parents decided to withhold news of both the death of her grandparents and of her mother's long battle with breast cancer until after she won the 3-meter springboard in London so as to not interfere with her diving career. "It was essential to tell this white lie," said her father Wu Yuming. [The story of Wu's family secret has generated huge discussion in China, where the pursuit of success has been chased by the government-backed sports national sports program with unshakeable zeal over the past two decades. Now there seems to be a backlash against the win-at-all-costs mentality after the revelations about Wu followed fierce criticism from a national newspaper when a 17-year-old weightlifter failed to medal. In China, athletes are often taken away from their families at a young age and placed in specialist training schools where they practice for hours every day. Wu began training daily at a diving camp at the age of 6. By the time she was 16, she had left home to be installed in a government aquatic sports institute. She has become one of her sport's all-time greats, but her father says the success has come at a high price to her personal life. "We accepted a long time ago that she doesn't belong entirely to us," Wu Yuming told the Shanghai Morning Post. "I don't even dare to think about things like enjoying family happiness." [ Related: Wieber finds redemption as Team USA women win gymnastics gold ] Wu's mother defended the decision to keep her situation private and admitted she only broached the subject of her breast cancer at this point because she is now in remission. Both of Wu's grandparents died more than a year ago, but the diver knew nothing of their passing until this week. The Chinese government's attitude towards the performances of its athletes is now coming under greater scrutiny than ever before. Messages of congratulations from the government to athletes through the state news agency have been sent only to gold medalists, not those winning silver or bronze.
Chinese people are already infuriated by environmental concerns-plan can not solve

Ruwitch 7-28-12 (John, 

Bureau Chief in Vietnam and a writer for Reuters, “China cancels waste project after protests turn violent”, July 28th 2012, http://news.yahoo.com/angry-chinese-occupy-government-office-smash-computers-environment-060626092.html)
QIDONG, China (Reuters) - Chinese officials canceled an industrial waste pipeline project on Saturday after anti-pollution demonstrators occupied a government office in eastern China, destroying computers and overturning cars. The demonstration was the latest in a string of protests sparked by fears of environmental degradation and highlights the social tensions the government in Beijing faces as it approaches a leadership transition this year. It was also the second cancellation of an industrial project this month, as officials buckle under pressure from protests. Zhang Guohua, city mayor of the eastern China city of Nantong, said in a statement the city would terminate the planned pipeline that would have emptied waste water from a Japanese-owned paper factory into the sea near Qidong. The decision came hours after about 1,000 protesters marched through the city of Qidong, about one hour north of Shanghai, shouting slogans against the pipeline. "The government says the waste will not pollute the sea, but if that's true, then why don't they dump it into Yangtze River?" Lu Shuai, a 25-year-old protester who works in logistics, said while marching. "It is because if they dump it into the river, it will have an impact on people in Shanghai and people in Shanghai will oppose it." Several protesters entered the city government's main building where they smashed computers, overturned desks and threw documents out the windows to loud cheers from the crowd. Reuters witnessed five cars and one minibus being overturned. At least two police officers were dragged into the crowd at the government office and punched and beaten enough to make them bleed. Environmental worries have stoked calls for expanded rights for citizens and greater consultation in the tightly controlled one-party state. The outpouring of public anger is emblematic of the rising discontent facing Chinese leaders, who are obsessed with maintaining stability and struggling to balance growth with rising public anger over environmental threats. Such protests "suggest that the middle class, whose members seemed willing to accept in the 1990s that being able to buy more things equaled having a better life, is now wondering whether one's quality of life has improved, if you have to worry about breathing the air, drinking the water, and whether the food you're eating is safe," said Jeffrey Wasserstrom, of the University of California Irvine. The protest followed similar demonstrations against projects the Sichuan town of Shifang earlier this month and in the cities of Dalian in the northeast and Haimen in southern Guangdong province in the past year. "We are aware of the Shifang experience, and if it worked there then it may work here. We have a responsibility to protect our home," said one student who declined to be named because he said the government had threatened retribution against anyone who spoke to the media.
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