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Plan – the United States federal government should develop and demonstrate space-based solar power for global distribution.
Contention One is the Politics of Poverty

Status quo energy policy maintains a strategic gaze that ignores the 2 billion members of the energy oppressed poor – this mindset homogenizes entire populations 

Guruswamy 10 – Nicholas Doman Professor of Law, Director for the Center for Energy and Environmental Security, University of Colorado at Boulder

(Lakshman, “Energy Justice and Sustainable Development,” 21 COLO. J. INT'L ENVTL. L. & POL'Y 231, lexis, dml)

**Note:  EOP=energy-oppressed poor, LDC=least developed country, ADC=advanced developed country

Unfortunately, for too long, the EOP have been glossed over or lost in the categorization of their predicament simply as being problems of the developing world, or they have been painted with the same socio-political and economic brush as the states in which they are located. For example, the EOP tend to be seen primarily as a problem of India or China or Brazil and not perceived as a burdened society apart from the geopolitical entities in which they reside. Such classification is unhelpful to the extent that the EOP in many countries are not stakeholders in the government or political machinery exercising control over their geographical location. All developing countries tend to be conceptualized within a single typology based on the binary division of the world into developing and developed countries or north and south. The inaccuracy and mistake of doing so is underlined by a recent authoritative joint report of the UNDP and WHO emphasizing the plight of the LDCs and sub-Saharan African countries. n101 While twenty-eight percent of people in developing countries lack access to electricity, the number in the LDCs is seventy-nine percent. n102 Thus, the differences between the LDCs, located primarily in sub-Saharan Africa and parts of Asia, in contrast to the advanced developing countries ("ADCs"), like China, India, the Asian Tigers, n103 and Brazil, must be recognized. It is therefore necessary at the outset to acknowledge at least two major categories among the developing countries: LDCs and ADCs, and not treat all of them simply as developing countries. Obviously, there are no cookie cutter solutions. The commonalities, differences, and variegated energy needs, uses and demands of ADCs and LDCs call for complex, nuanced, and demanding responses that would vary on a case-by-case basis. The LDCs consist of fifty countries and 767 million people located largely in Africa and Asia. n104 The LDCs have been officially identified by the UN as "least developed" in the light of their low income (GDP of less than $ 7,500); weak human assets (low nutrition, high mortality, lack of school enrollment, and high illiteracy); high economic vulnerability; exposure to natural shocks and disasters; prevalence of trade shocks; [*256] economic smallness; and economic remoteness. n105 They do not share the economic or technological strengths of the ADCs. It is worth noting in this context that the push for more energy and specifically for coal-powered energy arises from the ADCs, not the LDCs. The problems facing the LDCs and the predominantly rural EOP located within them, unlike those of ADCs, arise from their woeful lack of energy and suboptimal energy conversions. In contrast, most ADCs use fossil fuel energy and hunger for more of it to satisfy their industrial appetite. Furthermore, the differences between the energy rich or high-energy users and the low energy using EOP in ADCs have not been recognized. The fact that the EOP reside in the same country as the energy rich should not obscure the monumental disparities between them. While the top echelons of the economic pyramid in ADCs are inhabited by high-energy users, the EOP - who have no access to power or electricity - populate the much larger lower parts of the economic pyramid. The substance of these realties is echoed, by recent reports of the WHO and the UNDP. n106 Indeed, as the middle classes of China and India rapidly approach lifestyles comparable to the middle classes in Europe and North America, the EOP in these countries remain hidden in the toxic haze of windowless huts, cut off from the attention of their governments and the wider world. ADCs like China and India have been treated as monoliths, when in reality those who inhabit the developed parts of these countries live dramatically different lives from the rural and urban EOP. Such mega-sovereign states may count as single nations under international laws and relations, but in fact consist of a plurality of socio-political, economic, cultural, and geographical entities. The similarity between the EOP in LDCs and the EOP in ADCs has generally been ignored. The socioeconomic condition and lack of technological knowledge among the [*257] 500 million EOP in China and India are analogous to the 750 million EOP in the LDCs. These EOP form distinct burdened societies, and justice calls for them to be treated as such. Given the widespread existence of energy poverty, the services provided by energy could save millions of EOP lives in any type of developing country. Ideally, energy services could power pumps and filters to supply relatively safe drinking water and help provide sanitation to reduce water-borne diseases. Cooking devices powered by solar, kerosene, gas, or electricity would shrink indoor pollution responsible for millions of premature deaths from pulmonary diseases, primarily of women and children, caused by the need to collect and use wood and other biomass for cooking and heating. Energy would free young girls from the drudgery of fuel collection and enable them to go to school. Energy is the key component of a functional health system, providing lights for operating rooms, refrigeration for life-saving vaccines and life-saving drugs, and power for communication systems. n107 Cheap accessible energy would decrease deforestation, reduce air borne pollutants, and prevent injuries and desertification arising from the search for fuel, food, and water in semi-desert climates. Ideally, the availability of modern energy services would promote income generation in developing countries. Electricity can provide illumination to permit longer working hours and power for irrigation, both of which help yield high-value crops. The use of process heat for grinding, milling, husking, and preserving can create value-added products from raw agricultural commodities. Refrigeration can enable sales to higher value markets. Computers, internet, and telephone can provide access to information and markets and facilitate greater trade. n108 But, as has been argued elsewhere, n109 the true costs of and collateral damage caused by modern fossil fuel energy outweighs its benefits. Consequently, reliance should instead be placed on appropriate sustainable energy technologies ("ASETs") to produce energy that [*258] satisfies the energy needs of the EOP while avoiding the damage caused by hydrocarbons.

We’ll isolate two scenarios – first is the right to energy:

All individuals deserve electricity access – but most don’t get it – we have an obligation to rectify the government’s failure to provide energy to the poor

Tully 6 – former BP Postdoctoral Fellow of the Economic and Social Research Council (ESRC) Centre for the Analysis of Risk and Regulation and of the Law Department of the London School of Economics and Political Science

(Stephen, “The Human Right to Access Electricity,” The Electricity Journal vol 19 issue 3, April 2006, pg 30-39, dml)

Characterizing electricity as an essential civic service implies that governments are expected to provide access to an equal supply of electricity to all individuals within their jurisdiction or control. Drawing upon the sources identiﬁed in Section I, the normative content and scope of the human right to access electricity entitles everyone to access a reliable, adequate, and affordable electricity supply of sufﬁcient quality for personal and household (domestic) use. Elaborating upon each of these elements in turn, ‘‘everyone’’ implies that electrical facilities and services are universally available without discrimination. Special protective measures to ensure that marginalized social groups enjoy electricity access would not qualify as discrimination. Signiﬁcantly, the human right is formulated as one of access rather than a right to electricity per se. ‘‘Access’’ must be physical (an adequate infrastructure exists), geographically proximate (located near end users) and economical (affordable). The term ‘‘access’’ ﬁrst implies equality of opportunity which permits everyone to develop their own capabilities without undue restriction. It also requires governments to remedy situations of de facto inequality by removing barriers to participation and instituting afﬁrmative measures in favor of disadvantaged groups. Second, the duty of suppliers to provide electricity upon demand is contingent upon consumers ﬁrst being eligible, namely, satisfying the supply conditions including the ability to make ﬁnancial payment. Third, access is consistent with the obligation of progressive realization envisaged by the ICESCR which acknowledges the resource constraints confronting government. Governments would be expected to incrementally expand electricity networks over time in light of available energy sources, local energy requirements, and population density. Fourth, access is consistent with the terminology of relevant political declarations within the sustainable development context, a topic considered further below. Finally, individuals do not want electricity per se but rather the goods and services it produces (in other words, their demand is derived).  Returning to the right as formulated above, ‘‘reliable’’ means that electricity supplies are regular, dependable, secure, and continuous. Disconnection must not be arbitrary: it is only permissible in certain deﬁned circumstances (for example, non-payment, illegal use, and risk to human health or safety) and must be exercised consistently with proper procedures (for example, notiﬁcation and opportunity to rectify). An ‘‘adequate’’ electricity supply means that consumers should not be deprived of the minimum essential level necessary to lead a life in human dignity, a particularly vague normative expectation. ‘‘Sufﬁcient quality’’ means that the supply constitutes an acceptable strength to power the appliance for which it is intended whereas ‘‘personal and household use’’ implies that electricity dedicated to satisfying basic human needs enjoys priority above directly productive but competing agricultural or industrial applications.

And, a lack of energy access dooms billions in developing countries to continual poverty and marginalizes them in the political sphere – plan solves

Bradbrook and Gardam 6 – *Bonython Professor of Law, University of Adelaide, Australia AND **Professor of International Law, Unversity of Adelaide, Australia

(Adrian and Judith, “Placing Access to Energy Services within a Human Rights Framework,” 28 Hum. Rts. Q. 389, dml)
While energy is a multifaceted issue and needs a coordinated international response on many fronts, the issue that has attracted most the attention recently has been the need to provide universal access to modern energy services. This is something that is taken for granted in developed countries, which perhaps explains the tardiness of the world community in coming to grips with the issue. Somewhat belatedly, the link between poverty and the lack of access to modern energy services has been recognized, because without access to energy services, people are destined to live in poverty.3 The provision of such services many decades ago was the major factor lifting the standard of development in developed countries and is a key ingredient to providing a sustainable way of living for all the world's population. The magnitude of the challenge is apparent from the fact that approximately two billion people, one-third of the world's population, lack access to electricity supplies. Traditional energy sources principally include locally collected and unprocessed biofuels, such as animal dung, wood, and crop residues.4 Between 1970 and 1990, rural electrification programs in some countries, particularly in China, connected 800 million people to the electricity grid and provided 500 million with better cooking facilities. But- the number without access to modern energy services remains at two billion as a result of increases in population.5 Consequently, the majority of the population of developing countries does not have electric lighting; clean cooking facilities; modern, efficient, and nonpolluting fuel supplies; or adequate clean water and sanitation systems6 that those in the developed countries take for granted. The former must rely on traditional energy sources for their basic needs, such as cooking.7 The lack of access to modern energy services constrains the ability of the population of developing countries to benefit from opportunities for economic development and increased living standards.8 Ironically, but importantly in terms of future planning, the amount of energy required to lift people out of poverty is extremely small by the standards of developed countries. It has been estimated that each person needs the energy equivalent of only 100 watts of electricity to meet their most basic energy needs.' While there may be some scope to develop new and to extend existing electricity grid systems in developing countries, it is anticipated that in most cases access to electricity services would be provided by stand-alone systems based on renewable energy resources.

And, the energy-oppressed poor experience hell on a daily basis
Driessen 6 – senior policy advisor for the Congress of Racial Equality and Committee For A Constructive Tomorrow (CFACT), and author of Eco-Imperialism: Green power and Black death
(Paul, “Nuclear to the rescue”, http://www.maninnature.com/Energy/Nuclear/Nuclear1a.html, dml) 
No wonder. Without electricity, modern life reverts to her childhood: no lights, refrigeration, heating, air-conditioning, radio, television, computers, safe running water or mechanized equipment for homes, schools, shops, hospitals, offices and factories. Incredibly, this is what life is like every day for 2 billion people in developing countries. Viewed at night from outer space, Africa really is the Dark Continent: only 10% of its 700 million people regularly have electricity. While 75% of South Africa is now fully electrified, only 5% of Malawi, Mozambique and other countries are so fortunate. Much of poor and rural Asia and Latin America faces a similar predicament. Instead of rolling blackouts, neighborhoods have rolling power. “In the western part of my country, families get electricity maybe three hours every two weeks,” says Pastor Abdul Sesay, a Sierra Leone native who now resides in Maryland. “Eastern communities get it maybe once a month!” Instead of turning on a light or stove, millions of women and children spend their days gathering wood, grass and dung, to burn in primitive hearths for cooking and heating. Instead of turning a faucet, they spend hours carrying water from distant lakes and rivers that are often contaminated with bacteria. Pollution from their fires causes 4 million deaths a year from lung infections. Tainted water and spoiled food cause intestinal diseases that kill another 2 million annually. Clinics and hospitals lack modern equipment, reliable refrigeration and clean tap water, exacerbating health problems that keep millions out of work for extended periods. The dearth of electricity also means minimal manufacturing and commerce – and impoverished countries forever dependent on foreign aid. 

The marginalization of populations constructs them as disposable – this causes extinction
Santos 3 – Professor of Sociology at the University of Coimbra
(Boaventura de Sousa, “Collective Suicide?”, http://www.ces.uc.pt/opiniao/bss/072en.php)

According to Franz Hinkelammert, the West has repeatedly been under the illusion that it should try to save humanity by destroying part of it. This is a salvific and sacrificial destruction, committed in the name of the need to radically materialize all the possibilities opened up by a given social and political reality over which it is supposed to have total power. This is how it was in colonialism, with the genocide of indigenous peoples, and the African slaves. This is how it was in the period of imperialist struggles, which caused millions of deaths in two world wars and many other colonial wars. This is how it was under Stalinism, with the Gulag, and under Nazism, with the Holocaust. And now today, this is how it is in neoliberalism, with the collective sacrifice of the periphery and even the semiperiphery of the world system. With the war against Iraq, it is fitting to ask whether what is in progress is a new genocidal and sacrificial illusion, and what its scope might be. It is above all appropriate to ask if the new illusion will not herald the radicalization and the ultimate perversion of the Western illusion: destroying all of humanity in the illusion of saving it. Sacrificial genocide arises from a totalitarian illusion manifested in the belief that there are no alternatives to the present-day reality, and that the problems and difficulties confronting it arise from failing to take its logic of development to ultimate consequences. If there is unemployment, hunger and death in the Third World, this is not the result of market failures; instead, it is the outcome of market laws not having been fully applied. If there is terrorism, this is not due to the violence of the conditions that generate it; it is due, rather, to the fact that total violence has not been employed to physically eradicate all terrorists and potential terrorists. This political logic is based on the supposition of total power and knowledge, and on the radical rejection of alternatives; it is ultra-conservative in that it aims to reproduce infinitely the status quo. Inherent to it is the notion of the end of history. During the last hundred years, the West has experienced three versions of this logic, and, therefore, seen three versions of the end of history: Stalinism, with its logic of insuperable efficiency of the plan; Nazism, with its logic of racial superiority; and neoliberalism, with its logic of insuperable efficiency of the market. The first two periods involved the destruction of democracy. The last one trivializes democracy, disarming it in the face of social actors sufficiently powerful to be able to privatize the state and international institutions in their favor. I have described this situation as a combination of political democracy and social fascism. One current manifestation of this combination resides in the fact that intensely strong public opinion, worldwide, against the war is found to be incapable of halting the war machine set in motion by supposedly democratic rulers. At all these moments, a death drive, a catastrophic heroism, predominates, the idea of a looming collective suicide, only preventable by the massive destruction of the other. Paradoxically, the broader the definition of the other and the efficacy of its destruction, the more likely collective suicide becomes. In its sacrificial genocide version, neoliberalism is a mixture of market radicalization, neoconservatism and Christian fundamentalism. Its death drive takes a number of forms, from the idea of "discardable populations", referring to citizens of the Third World not capable of being exploited as workers and consumers, to the concept of "collateral damage", to refer to the deaths, as a result of war, of thousands of innocent civilians. The last, catastrophic heroism, is quite clear on two facts: according to reliable calculations by the Non-Governmental Organization MEDACT, in London, between 48 and 260 thousand civilians will die during the war and in the three months after (this is without there being civil war or a nuclear attack); the war will cost 100 billion dollars, enough to pay the health costs of the world's poorest countries for four years. Is it possible to fight this death drive? We must bear in mind that, historically, sacrificial destruction has always been linked to the economic pillage of natural resources and the labor force, to the imperial design of radically changing the terms of economic, social, political and cultural exchanges in the face of falling efficiency rates postulated by the maximalist logic of the totalitarian illusion in operation. It is as though hegemonic powers, both when they are on the rise and when they are in decline, repeatedly go through times of primitive accumulation, legitimizing the most shameful violence in the name of futures where, by definition, there is no room for what must be destroyed. In today's version, the period of primitive accumulation consists of combining neoliberal economic globalization with the globalization of war. The machine of democracy and liberty turns into a machine of horror and destruction.
And, the right to energy is uniquely key to assist and empower women living in poverty
Clancy, Skutsch, and Batchelor 2 – *a Reader in technology transfer with the Technology and Development Group, University of Twente, **Senior 

Lecturer with the Technology and Development Group, University of Twente, AND ***Director of Gamos Ltd

(Joy, Margaret, and Simon, “The Gender-Energy-Poverty Nexus: Finding the energy to address gender concerns in development,” http://www.sarpn.org.za/documents/d0000378/P342_Skutsch_Batchelor.pdf, dml)

This paper set out to examine the question as to whether we have the energy to meet gender concerns in development, which has been interpreted here to mean: does energy meet women’s practical, productive and strategic needs? Women living in poverty are particularly badly served by the energy forms they are using at present: the burden of fuelwood collection and the detrimental health effects of cooking over smoky fires are well known. However, the impacts of poor quality fuels and energy scarcity extend beyond cooking; for instance, they increase vulnerability and threaten wellbeing. It is well known that increasing energy availability can bring improvements to vulnerable households; for example, health improvements through smokeless stoves and increased time available to women for income generation. However, the form in which energy is provided needs to be taken into account; for example, mechanical energy may be useful for transport and grain milling, and electricity for lighting small enterprises. The evidence for the contribution energy can make to meeting women’s strategic needs is only now beginning to emerge; for example, electricity creates safer streets at night, enabling women to attend meetings, participate in education classes, gain a feeling of self-worth and link to the outside world through access to television. We have the energy in a variety of forms and there is a reasonable choice of technologies. The challenge then becomes, to enable women to access this energy with its associated conversion equipment for meeting all aspects of their needs, as well as contributing to their empowerment. More involvement of women in the energy sector would make a significant difference in meeting the challenge. Involvement needs to be at different levels, not only in terms of the decision making about energy choices in the household, but also as active agents, such as energy entrepreneurs and as managers of forests for sustainable biomass fuel supply. 

And, failure to alleviate these kinds of gender hierarchies makes conflict inevitable
Tickner 1 [J. Ann is a feminist international relations (IR) theorist. She is a professor at the School of International Relations, University of Southern California, Los Angeles.[1] Her books include Gendering World Politics: Issues and Approaches in the Post-Cold War Era (Columbia University, 2001), Gender in International Relations: Feminist Perspectives on Achieving International Security (Columbia University, 1992) “Gendering World Politics: Issues and Approaches in the Post-Cold War Era” May http://www.ciaonet.org/book/tia01/index.html] AK

Chapter 2 deals with war, peace, and security—issues that continue to be central to the discipline. While realists see the contemporary system as only a temporary lull in great-power conflict, others see a change in the character of war, with the predominance of conflicts of state building and state disintegration driven by ethnic and national identities as well as by material interests. Since feminists use gender as a category of analysis, issues of identity are central to their approach; chapter 2 explores the ways in which the gendering of nationalist and ethnic identities can exacerbate conflict. Feminists are also drawing our attention to the increasing impact of these types of military conflicts on civilian populations. Civilians now account for about 90 percent of war casualties, the majority of whom are women and children. Questioning traditional IR boundaries between anarchy and danger on the outside and order and security on the inside, as well as the realist focus on states and their interactions, feminists have pointed to insecurities at all levels of analysis; for example, Katharine Moon has demonstrated how the “unofficial” support of military prostitution served U.S. alliance goals in Korea, thus demonstrating links between interpersonal relations and state policies at the highest level.15 Feminist analysis of wartime rape has shown how militaries can be a threat even to their own populations;16 again, feminist scholarship cuts across the conventional focus on interstate politics or the domestic determinants of foreign policy. Feminists have claimed that the likelihood of conflict will not diminish until unequal gender hierarchies are reduced or eliminated; the privileging of characteristics associated with a stereotypical masculinity in states’ foreign policies contributes to the legitimization not only of war but of militarization more generally. Wary of what they see as gendered dichotomies that have pitted realists against idealists and led to overly simplistic assumptions about warlike men and peaceful women,17 certain feminists are cautioning against the association of women with peace, a position that, they believe, disempowers both women and peace. The growing numbers of women in the military also challenges and complicates these essentialist stereotypes. To this end, and as part of their effort to rethink concepts central to the field, feminists define peace and security, not in idealized ways often associated with women, but in broad, multidimensional terms that include the elimination of social hierarchies such as gender that lead to political and economic injustice.

Scenario Two is Warming:

America has failed to act on global warming due to its devaluation of developing countries – this strategy marginalizes the energy-oppressed poor guaranteeing a destruction of their cultures

Gordon 7 – Professor of Law at Villanova University

(Ruth, “THE CLIMATE OF ENVIRONMENTAL JUSTICE: TAKING STOCK: CLIMATE CHANGE AND THE POOREST NATIONS: FURTHER REFLECTIONS ON GLOBAL INEQUALITY, 78 U. Colo. L. Rev. 1559, lexis, dml)

There is no longer any question that the earth's climate is warming. We can, and must, continue to question and ponder the rate of this transformation, as well as the potential effects on different parts of the planet. The debate as to whether this shift is actually underway, however, is over. n1 It is just as certain that anthropogenic forces are at the root of this change. [*1560] Nevertheless, even as the dire, and more ominously unpredictable, consequences of climate change become increasingly evident, it is equally apparent that humankind is hesitant to take the kind of decisive action that will halt this probable disaster. n2 For example, take the case of the United States, which is the leading emitter of the greenhouse gases that are at the heart of this impending calamity and thus in the position to have the greatest impact in reversing global warming. America has chosen to stand on the sidelines, as other nations undertake measures that are likely to be inadequate but certainly superior to not acting at all. n3 There is a rich literature on this somewhat surprising and quite remarkable lack of action by nations such as the United States, n4 as well as an extensive literature on the Kyoto Protocol, which is the legal instrument embodying the very modest steps the international community has managed to agree upon thus far. n5 Indeed, this paper will briefly consider aspects of the diverse and generally inadequate international response to this enormous and quite complex problem. These issues will then be explored from the perspective of the true subjects of this essay - the nations of the South, and especially the poorest and most vulnerable members of this part of the international community, the segment now sometimes termed the "Fourth World." Unfortunately, these nations are between a proverbial enormous rock and an exceedingly hard place. Impoverished, small Third World nations are among the most vulnerable to the effects of global warming, while simultaneously being in the weakest position to halt its progress. Their vulnerability in [*1561] the inevitable advance toward a warmer planet is part and parcel of their overall weakness within the international system. n6 In this instance, however, the consequences may be annihilation, in the case of small island states and the indigenous communities of the North, or a slow death in ecologically vulnerable and technologically lacking low-income nations. The most impoverished states, and especially small island states, n7 have been part of the dialogue regarding climate change. With few exceptions, however, in the final analysis their influence has been negligible. The agreements that address climate change, to the extent the problem is being confronted, do incorporate Third World nations, n8 but the emphasis and reality is that large industrializing nations are the intended and primary beneficiaries. n9 The dilemmas faced by the [*1562] most impoverished and least industrialized are usually given lip service, but those nations are generally marginalized. n10 Ultimately, industrialized, and eventually industrializing, nations will decide whether and how greenhouse gases will be abated and the rates at which that abatement will, or will not, take place. If these nations decide not to act, or if they act inadequately or too slowly, all nations will suffer the consequences, including those that did the least to cause the problem and are least able to absorb the adverse effects. Indeed, it may be that the lack of action will be due in part to the uneven impact of climate change, which initially may be more calamitous for southern nations. This paper will explore this sad truth within the context of the overall weakness of impoverished, unindustrialized nations. Of course, as always, if the poorest nations enter the debate at all, it is by way of the discourse through which they always enter deliberations on the international stage - development. n11 There is little doubt these states will strive to find a way to use climate change to support their development efforts, and indeed, there are treaty mechanisms to spur these efforts. n12 Nevertheless, it is highly unlikely that this strategy will be particularly effective, and whether it is or is not is entirely in the hands of others.

And, this strategy will continue – the government will fail to act on global warming until it destroys the lives and cultures of billions in developing states – ethical obligation to do the plan

Gordon 7 – Professor of Law at Villanova University

(Ruth, “THE CLIMATE OF ENVIRONMENTAL JUSTICE: TAKING STOCK: CLIMATE CHANGE AND THE POOREST NATIONS: FURTHER REFLECTIONS ON GLOBAL INEQUALITY, 78 U. Colo. L. Rev. 1559, lexis, dml)

Sadly, this paper ends where it began. The world is rapidly growing warmer; divergent interests in the international community fiddle while Rome burns. One commentator has noted that any solution to the problem of global warming must encompass economic trepidation, equity concerns and ecological effectiveness, representing the three major interests in the climate change debate. n335 The industrialized West is willing to continue to destroy the climate in the interest of protecting its economies; the U.S. is the worst, but not at all the only, offender. Industrializing nations, as well as impoverished countries that desperately desire industrialization, are prepared to increase their emissions so they can become more affluent. They view climate change as an equity issue and believe the industrialized North should reduce its opulent emissions in the interest of the South's necessary development emissions. This paradigm has some merit and perhaps might be a useful framework at some point. Without an ecologically sound solution, however, it is all for naught. n336 This author believes economic interests, represented by the most powerful parts of the international community, will prevail until the consequences become intolerable. This is apparent in most industrialized nations, where economic forces and interests continue to shape the debate, even if it is to varying degrees in different countries. n337 Large industrializing nations are unlikely to relent in any meaningful way, insisting on economic development, which is, after all, the paradigm advocated by the West for the last sixty years. They are simply following in western footsteps n338 and, indeed, have become the North's factories, making reductions difficult. The result will be a warmer planet, as ecological considerations are obviously secondary at best. The peoples of small island nations, the lowest-income nations, and the inhabitants of rapidly deteriorating habitats [*1624] such as the Arctic region have no voice in this scenario and will suffer until it is in the interests of the powerful to take a different path. Unfortunately, their distress is unlikely to influence this decision - it never has done so and it never will. n339 The last factor, the climate, will eventually compel the revolution that must take place if we are to save our world, but by then the peoples at the bottom will be suffering the most horrific effects of what will be a much warmer world.

Warming causes extinction – only SSP solves

Hsu 10 – PhD in Engineering

Feng, PhD in Engineering, Former head of the NASA GSFC risk management function, and was the GSFC lead on the NASA-MIT joint project for risk-informed decision-making support on key NASA programs, has over 90 publications and is coauthor of two books and co-chair of several technical committees, 12-2010, “Harnessing the Sun: Embarking on Humanity's Next Giant Leap,” Online Journal of Space Communication, http://spacejournal.ohio.edu/issue16/hsu.html
It has become increasingly evident that facing and solving the multiple issues concerning energy is the single most pressing problem that we face as a species. In recent years, there has been extensive debate and media coverage about alternative energy, sustainable development and global climate change, but what has been missing (at least in the mainstream media) is the knowledge and point of view of scientists and engineers. From the scientists or engineers perspective, this paper discusses the prospects for mankind's technological capability and societal will in harnessing solar energy, and focuses on the issues of: 1) space based solar power (SBSP) development, and, 2) why it is imperative that we must harness the unparalleled power of the sun in a massive and unprecedented scale, which I believe will be humanity's next giant leap forward. Whether terrestrially based or space based, solar energy has not yet emerged as a significant solution in public discussions of global warming. Yet, among scientists and engineers and other visionaries, it is starting to be viewed as one of the most promising and viable ways to eventually remove human dependence on fossil fuels. Nearly three years ago at the Foundation For the Future (FFF) International Energy Conference, my presentation was one of the few that took a look back at energy use in human history[1]. In this paper, I would like to offer a brief summary of the various stages mankind has passed through in our quest for energy, and how long they lasted. To understand and fully appreciate the profound idea that humankind has and can continue to harness sun's energy, it is imperative for us to learn from the history of our civilization and from the perspective of human evolution, especially from those societies in crisis over energy. Previewing the history of human energy consumption and energy technologies, we can see that there were three such eras. In the early years of human presence on this planet, we relied on wood-generated energy, based on the burning of firewood, tree branches and the remains of agricultural harvests. Starting in the 1600s, our forefathers discovered the energy properties of coal, which taught us how to tap stored supplies of fossil fuels. Less than two hundred years later, about the middle of the 1800s, we found petroleum and learned to commercialize the use of oil and gas, which brought about our current industrial civilization. In the 20th century, society witnessed the dawn of electricity generation via hydro-power and atomic energy. Today, demand for energy continues to soar, but we're rapidly using up our supplies of easily accessible fossil fuels. What is more, a profound environmental crisis has emerged as the result of our total reliance on energy sources based on those fuels. In the 21st century, there is great uncertainty about world energy supplies. If you plot energy demand by year of human civilization on a terawatt scale, you will see the huge bump that occurred barely a hundred years ago (Figure 1). Before that, in the Stone Age, basically the cultivation of fire led to the emergence of agriculture, cooking, tool making, and all the early stages of human civilization. Now, after about 150 years of burning fossil fuels, the earth's 3 billion years' store of solar energy has been plundered. In my view, mankind must now embark on the next era of sustainable energy consumption and re-supply. The most obvious source of which is the mighty energy resource of our sun. Adequately guide and using human creativity and innovation; the 21st century will become the next great leap forward in human civilization by taming solar energy, transforming our combustion world economy into a lasting solar-electric world economy. In solving humanity's energy problems we must learn from our ancestors. Taming the natural forces of the sun will be much like our ancestors' early efforts to harness the power of wild fire. We must use common sense, as they did, developing the tools and technologies that address the needs of our time. The Romans used flaming oil containers to destroy the Saracen fleet in 670. In the same century, the Japanese were digging wells to a depth approaching 900 feet with picks and shovels in search of oil. By 1100, the Chinese had reached depths of more than 3,000 feet in search of energy. This happened centuries before the West had sunk its first commercial well in 1859 in Titusville, Pennsylvania. With all such human creativities in the past, the searching for energy has been driven by our combustion world economy, which focused primarily on what's beneath the surface of our planet - the secondary energy resources which originated from the power of our sun. Now it's time for mankind to lift their heads and start focusing our profound creativity in harnessing the sun and making our way into the energy technology frontiers in the sky. Solar Energy - The Ultimate Answer to Anthropogenic Climate Change The evidence of global warming is alarming. The potential for a catastrophic climate change scenario is dire. Until recently, I worked at Goddard Space Flight Center, a NASA research center in the forefront of space and earth science research. This Center is engaged in monitoring and analyzing climate changes on a global scale. I received first hand scientific information and data relating to global warming issues, including the latest dynamics of ice cap melting and changes that occurred on either pole of our planet. I had the chance to discuss this research with my Goddard colleagues, who are world leading experts on the subject. I now have no doubt global temperatures are rising, and that global warming is a serious problem confronting all of humanity. No matter whether these trends are due to human interference or to the cosmic cycling of our solar system, there are two basic facts that are crystal clear: a) there is overwhelming scientific evidence showing positive correlations between the level of CO2 concentrations in the earth's atmosphere with respect to the historical fluctuations of global temperature changes; and b) the overwhelming majority of the world's scientific community is in agreement about the risks of a potential catastrophic global climate change. That is, if we humans continue to ignore this problem and do nothing, if we continue dumping huge quantities of greenhouse gases into earth's biosphere, humanity will be at dire risk. As a technical and technology risk assessment expert, I could show with confidence that we face orders of magnitude more risk doing nothing to curb our fossil-based energy addictions than we will in making a fundamental shift in our energy supply. This is because the risks of a catastrophic anthropogenic climate change can be potentially the extinction of human species, a risk that is simply too high for us to take any chances. Of course, there will be economic consequences to all societies when we restrict the burning of fossil fuels in an effort to abate "global warming." What we are talking about are options and choices between risks. All human activities involve risk taking; we cannot avoid risks but only make trade-offs, hopefully choosing wisely. In this case, there has to be a risk-based probabilistic thought process when it comes to adopting national or international policies in dealing with global warming and energy issues.  As the measure of risk is a product of "likelihood" and "consequence," when consequence or risk of a potential human extinction (due to catastrophic climate change) is to be compared with the potential consequence or risk of loss of jobs or slowing the growth of economy (due to restriction of fossil-based energy consumption), I believe the choice is clear. My view is that by making a paradigm shift in the world's energy supply over time through extensive R&D, technology innovations and increased production of renewable energy, we will create countless new careers and jobs and end up triggering the next level of economic development, the kind of pollution free industrial revolution mankind has never before seen.  The aggravation and acceleration of a potential anthropogenic catastrophic global climate change, in my opinion, is the number one risk incurred from our combustion-based world economy. At the International Energy Conference in Seattle, I showed three pairs of satellite images as evidence that the earth glaciers are disappearing at an alarming rate.[2] Whether this warming trend can be reversed by human intervention is not clear, but this uncertainty in risk reduction doesn't justify the human inactions in adapting policies and countermeasures on renewable energy development for a sustainable world economy, and for curbing the likelihood of any risk event of anthropogenic catastrophic climate changes. What is imperative is that we start to do something in a significant way that has a chance to make a difference.

And, now is key to avoid hell on earth
Cummins and Allen 10 (Ronnie, Int’l. Dir. – Organic Consumers Association, and Will, Policy Advisor – Organic Consumers Association, “Climate Catastrophe: Surviving the 21st Century”, 2-14)

The hour is late. Leading climate scientists such as James Hansen are literally shouting at the top of their lungs that the world needs to reduce emissions by 20-40% as soon as possible, and 80-90% by the year 2050, if we are to avoid climate chaos, crop failures, endless wars, melting of the polar icecaps, and a disastrous rise in ocean levels. Either we radically reduce CO2 and carbon dioxide equivalent (CO2e, which includes all GHGs, not just CO2) pollutants (currently at 390 parts per million and rising 2 ppm per year) to 350 ppm, including agriculture-derived methane and nitrous oxide pollution, or else survival for the present and future generations is in jeopardy. As scientists warned at Copenhagen, business as usual and a corresponding 7-8.6 degree Fahrenheit rise in global temperatures means that the carrying capacity of the Earth in 2100 will be reduced to one billion people. Under this hellish scenario, billions will die of thirst, cold, heat, disease, war, and starvation.

You’re right to be skeptical of the state – but it’s the only viable actor in environmental politics.  Any anti-statist environmentalist struggles guarantees continual oppression of the impoverished and mass violence
Taylor 2k – Professor of Social Ethics
Bron, Professor of Religion & Social Ethics, Director of Environmental Studies, University of Wisconsin-Oshkosh, BENENEATH THE SURFACE: CRITICAL ESSAYS IN THE PHILOSOPHY OF DEEP ECOLOGY, P. 282-284
A more trenchant problem is how bioregionalists (and the anarchists who influenced their most influential theorists) often assume that people are naturally predisposed (unless corrupted by life in unnatural, hierarchical, centralized, industrial societies) to cooperative behavior. This debatable assumption appears to depend more on radical environmental faith, a kind of Paul Shepard-style mythologizing, than on ecology or anthropology. Unfortunately for bioregional theory, evolutionary biology shows that not only cooperation promotes species survival; so also, at times, does aggressive competitiveness. Based on its unduly rosy view of the potential for human altruism, it is doubtful that bioregionalism can offer sufficient structural constraints on the exercise of power by selfish and well-entrenched elites. It should be obvious, for example, that nation-state governments will not voluntarily cede authority. Any political reorganization along bioregional lines would likely require “widespread violence and dislocation.” Few bioregionalists seem to recognize this likelihood, or how devastating to nature such a transitional struggle would probably be. Moreover, making an important but often overlooked point about political power, political theorist Daniel Deudney warns: The sizes of the bioregionality based states would vary greatly because bioregions vary greatly. This would mean that some states would be much more powerful than other [and] it is not inevitable that balances of power would emerge to constrain the possible imperial pretensions of the larger and stronger states. Andrew Bard Schmookler, in his critique of utopian bioregional progeny). For ignoring a specific problem of power. He asked: How can good people prevent being dominated by a ruthless few, and what will prevent hierarchies from emerging if decentralized political self-rule is ever achieved? One does not have to believe all people are bad to recognize that not all people will be good, he argued; and unless bad people all become good, there is no solution to violence other than some kind of government to restrain the evil few. Schmookler elsewhere noted that those who exploit nature gather more power to themselves. How, then, can we restrain such power? There must be a government able to control the free exercise of power, Schmookler concluded. Once when debating Green anarchists and bioregionalists in a radical environmental journal, Schmookler agreed that political decentralization is a good idea. But if we move in this direction, he warned, “there should be at the same time a world order sufficient [to thwart] would-be conquerors.” Moreover, “Since the biosphere is a globally interdependent web, that world order should be able to constrain any of the actors from fouling the earth. This requires laws and means of enforcement.” Schmookler concluded, “Government is a paradox, but there is no escaping it. This is because power is a paradox: our emergence out of the natural order makes power and inevitable problem for human affairs, and only power can control power. Bioregionalism generally fails to grapple adequately with the problem of power. Consequently, it has little “answer to specifically global environmental problems,” such as atmospheric depletion and the disruption of ocean ecosystems by pollution and overfishing. Political scientist Paul Wapner argues that this is because bioregionalism assumes “that all global threats stem from local instances of environmental abuse and that by confronting them at the local level they will disappear.” Nor does bioregionalism have much of a response to the “globalization” of corporate capitalism and consumerist market society, apart from advocating local resistance or long-odds campaigns to revoke the corporate charters of the worst environmental offenders. These efforts do little to hinder the inertia of this process. And little is ever said about how to restrain the voracious appetite of a global-corporate-consumer culture for the resources in every corner of the planet. Even for the devout, promoting deep ecological spirituality and ecocentric values seems pitifully inadequate in the face of such forces. Perhaps it is because they have little if any theory of social change, and thus cannot really envision a path toward a sustainable society, that many bioregional deep ecologists revert to apocalyptic scenarios. Many of them see the collapse of ecosystems and industrial civilization as the only possible means toward the envisioned changes. Others decide that political activism is hopeless, and prioritize instead spiritual strategies for evoking deep ecological spirituality, hoping, self-consciously, for a miracle. Certainly the resistance of civil society to globalization and its destructive inertia is honorable and important, even a part a part of a wider sustainability strategy. But there will be no victories over globalization and corporate capitalism, and no significant progress toward sustainability, without new forms of international, enforceable, global environmental governance. Indeed, without new restraints on power both within nations and internationally, the most beautiful bioregional experiments and models will be overwhelmed and futile.
Contention Two is Solvency:

A major government investment and demonstration ensure sustainable and environmentally friendly growth

IAA 11

International Academy of Astronautics, Academy that brings together the world's foremost experts in the disciplines of astronautics on a regular basis to recognize the accomplishments of their peers, and explores and discuss cutting-edge issues in space research and technology, 4-2011, “The First International Assessment of Space Solar Power: Opportunities, Issues and Potential Pathways Forward,” Green Energy From Space Solar Power, http://iaaweb.org/iaa/Scientific%20Activity/Study%20Groups/SG%20Commission%203/sg311/sg311finalreport.pdf
Finding 1:  Fundamentally new energy technologies clearly appear to be needed during the coming decades under all examined scenarios – both to support continued (and sustainable) global economic growth, and for reasons of environmental/climate concerns. Solar energy from space appears to be a promising candidate that can contribute to address these challenges. Finding 2: Solar Power Satellites appear to be technically feasible as soon as the coming 10-20 years using technologies existing now in the laboratory (at low- to moderate- TRL) that could be developed / demonstrated (depending on the systems concept details). • Finding 2a: There are several important technical challenges that must be resolved for each of the three SPS systems types examined by the IAA study. • Finding 2b: The mature (high-TRL) technologies and systems required to deploy economically viable SPS immediately do not currently exist; however, no fundamental breakthroughs appear necessary and the degree of difficulty in projected R&D appears tractable. • Finding 2c: Very low cost Earth to orbit transportation is a critically needed supporting infrastructure in which new technologies and systems must be developed to establish economic viability for commercial markets. Finding 3: Economically viable Solar Power Satellites appear achievable during the next 1-3 decades, but more information is needed concerning both the details of potential system costs and the details of markets to be served. • Finding 3a. SPS do appear economically viable under several different scenarios for future energy markets, including potential government actions to mediate environment/climate change issues. • Finding 3b. The economic viability of particular Solar Power Satellite concepts will depend upon both the markets to be served, and the successful development of the technologies to be used (including required levels of performance (i.e., key figures of merit for SPS systems). • Finding 3c: The potential economic viability of SPS has substantially improved during the past decade as a result of the emergence both of government incentives for green energy systems, and of “premium niche markets”. • Finding 3d. Establishing the economic viability of SPS will likely require a step-wise approach, rather than being achieving all at once – in particular SPS platform economics, space transportation economics, in-space operations economics, integration into energy markets, etc., will likely require iterative improvements to build confidence and secure funding for further developments. • Finding 3e. Given the economic uncertainties in developing and demonstrating SPS technologies and systems and the time required, it is unlikely that private sector funding will proceed alone; i.e., government involvement and funding support is likely needed. Finding 4: An in-depth end-to-end systems analysis of SSP/SPS is necessary to understand more fully the interactions among various systems / technologies for different concepts and markets; however, no such study has been performed since the conclusion of NASA’s Fresh Look Study in 1997. • Finding 4a: Scenario-based study approaches can be extremely useful in examining prospective markets for visionary future systems such as SPS, but must provide sufficient detail to enable one to distinguish from among various SPS systems options. • Finding 4b: Special attention appears needed to refresh understanding of prospects for space applications of SSP systems and technologies, with attention to the enabling role that low-cost electrical power in roughly the megawatt range could play for ambitious future space missions and markets. Finding 5: Low-cost Earth-to-orbit transportation is an enabling capability to the economic viability of space solar power for commercial baseload power markets. • Finding 5a: Extremely low cost ETO transportation systems appear to be technically feasible during the coming 20-30 years using technologies existing in the laboratory now (at low- to moderate- TRL) that could be developed / demonstrated (depending on the systems concept details). However, the technologies required for this future space capability are not sufficiently mature for system development to begin at present. • Finding 5b: Acceptable ETO systems for future SPS must be “environmentally benign” – i.e., space transportation infrastructures to launch the satellites cannot result in harmful pollution of the atmosphere. Finding 6: Systems studies are not enough. Technology Flight Experiments (TFEs) to test critical technology elements and Technology Flight Demonstrations (TFD) that validate SPS systems concepts to a high level of maturity (“TRL 7”) appear to be essential in order to build confidence among engineers, policy makers, and the public and allow space solar power technology maturation and SPS deployment to proceed. • Finding 6a: The International Space Station (ISS) appears to represent a highly attractive potential platform at which various SSP and related technology flight experiments (TFEs) could be performed. • Finding 6b: Free flying spacecraft appear to be an attractive option for selected SSP TFEs and systems level demonstrations. Finding 7: Architectural approaches that most efficiently and seamlessly integrate energy delivered from SPS into existing terrestrial energy networks are likely to be the most successful. (The same is true for any transformational new energy technology.) Finding 8: The SPS concept is sufficiently transformational and entails enough technical uncertainties such that major systems level in-space demonstrations will be necessary to establish technical feasibility, engineering characteristics and economical viability before any organization is likely to proceed with full-scale development. Finding 8a. The likely investment in technology maturation, hardware development and system deployment for a very low-cost, highly reusable space transportation (HRST) system will require some 10s of billions of dollars ($, US). If the SPS concept is the sole – or even a significant – market justification for such a development, then it is likely that a large-scale, pilot plant type demonstration of the SPS to be launched will be required prior to a government and/or commercial commitment to fielding HRST systems or supporting infrastructure. • Finding 8b. In-space systems and infrastructures that will support SPS deployment, assembly, servicing, etc. will be intimately related to the detailed designs and characteristics of the SPS platform, and to the design of supporting ETO systems (see Finding above). Such in-space systems will likely need to be developed and demonstrated in tandem with, if not prior to, the implementation of an SPS pilot plant demonstration. Finding 9: A variety of key policy-related and regulatory issues must be resolved before systems-level demonstrations – particularly space based tests – of SPS and WPT can be implemented. • Finding 9a. Spectrum management is an issue of particular importance that must be addressed early due to the time-consuming international processes that are in place vis-à-vis use of the electromagnetic spectrum and orbital slot allocations. • Finding 9b. A number of operational issues that are related to international cooperation and coordination, including WPT transmission safety requirements, orbital debris generation and management, etc., must also be addressed early. • Finding 9c. Policy related and regulatory issues will require considerable time to resolve, making the need to begin discussions in a timely way very pressing, particularly for SPS and related technology in-space tests and demonstrations.

SPS is key to lifting the world’s poor into a sustainable existence

IAA 11

International Academy of Astronautics, Academy that brings together the world's foremost experts in the disciplines of astronautics on a regular basis to recognize the accomplishments of their peers, and explores and discuss cutting-edge issues in space research and technology, 4-2011, “The First International Assessment of Space Solar Power: Opportunities, Issues and Potential Pathways Forward,” Green Energy From Space Solar Power, http://iaaweb.org/iaa/Scientific%20Activity/Study%20Groups/SG%20Commission%203/sg311/sg311finalreport.pdf

There are three critical observations to be drawn from this global energy and environmental context for the IAA study. • First, it will be impossible for the projected population of Earth to realize a high quality of life without huge increases in total energy production / consumption during the remainder of this century. • Second, the annual energy needed to assure economic opportunity for an increasing fraction of Earth’s population (which will most likely continue to grow) will not be provided without massive deployment of new power generation capacity and other forms of energy utilization (e.g., transportation, primary heat / cooling, etc.). • And, finally, the expected environmental impact of these increases in energy consumption will depend directly on dramatic advances in the technologies used to deliver that energy. In the absence of other factors (e.g., peaking of fossil fuel production, discussed below), it is evident that radical changes in the energy mix will be needed – not just by the end of the century, but within the next two decades: to realize the low-end of CO2 emissions goals, the total amount of energy delivered by renewable sources must increase from roughly 12,000 Billion kW-hours per year in 2010, to more than 110,000 Billion kW-hours per year in 2030-2040, and to more than 430,000 Billion kW-hours per year by 2100. Summary Observations It is clear that solar power delivered from space could play a tremendously important role in meeting the global need for energy during the 21 st century. There are four principal drivers for this conclusion. First, there is the likely (but not certain) increase in global populations. Second, there is the projected dramatic increase in the worldwide per capita demand for energy to enable economic development. In addition, there is an urgent and continuing need to develop huge new renewable energy sources to resolve the challenge of greenhouse gas emissions from fossil fuels, and the increasingly certain risk of global climate change. And, finally there is the growing uncertainty in global supplies of existing fossil fuels; the issue of “peaking”, which if it occurs earlier rather than later and affects multiple fossil fuels could lead to drastic increases in energy prices (thereby strangling economic development). This assessment of space solar power has formally incorporated these considerations through the use of a family of strategic scenarios which attempt to reflect all four of the factors noted above, but focusing on the likely impact on energy prices that might result from (a) increasing demand; (b) GHG policies; and/or, (c) fossil fuel peaking. (See Chapter 6 for these Scenarios; and see Chapter 7 for the results of an assessment of examined SPS system concepts in the context of these alternative futures.

That solves global energy deprivation

Snead 9 – MS in Aerospace Engineering

Mike Snead, MS in Aerospace Engineering from Air Force Institute of Technology, Past Chair of American Institute of Aeronautics and Astronautics, Former director of Science & Technology, HQ Air Force Materiel Command, Awarded Outstanding Achievement for Excellence in Research @ USAF, 5-4-2009, “The vital need for America to develop space solar power,” The Space Review, http://www.thespacereview.com/article/1364/1
In my recent white paper, “The End of Easy Energy and What to Do About It”, I focused on the issue of energy security and what needs to be done as we move toward 2100. To accept the paper’s conclusion that starting the development of SSP is now vital, an appreciation of the future energy needs and supply situation is needed. Thus, a few energy statistics are helpful to better understand the challenges that we all will face in the coming decades—within the lifetimes of our children and grandchildren—to successfully provide what is correctly described as the “lifeblood” of modern civilization. By 2100 and due entirely to population growth, the United States will require about 1.6X more energy than we are using today. With a population of about 307 million, the United States today uses about 17 billion barrels of oil equivalent (BOE) of energy annually from all sources—with roughly 85 percent coming from non-sustainable easy energy (oil, coal, and natural gas). By 2100, with a projected population of 560 million, the United States will require about 28 billion BOE annually even with a modest decrease in per capita energy use through “energy conservation”. From 2010 to 2100, the United States will need in total about 2,000 billion BOE of energy. At $100 per BOE, Americans would spend about $200 trillion on energy over the next nine decades. The world’s energy needs during the remainder of this century are likely to climb even more rapidly than those of the United States as the world’s developing nations seek economic prosperity and political stability. Today, with only about five billion modern energy consumers, the world uses about 81 billion BOE per year—at roughly the same average per capita energy use as in the United States in 1900. As in the United States, about 85 percent of the world’s energy comes from non-sustainable easy energy sources. To project the world’s energy needs in 2100, 90 percent of today’s average per capita energy use in Japan, Western Europe, and South Korea was used as the basis for the projection. Per capita energy use in these industrial nations—about one-half of that in the United States—represents an energy-frugal standard of living that still enables widespread prosperity and political stability. In 2100, with about 10 billion energy consumers in economically-prosperous and politically-stable countries, the world will need about 280 billion BOE annually. This constitutes an increase from today’s energy consumption by a factor of about 3.5X. With these assumptions, between 2010 and 2100, the world will need about 17,000 billion BOE of energy and, at $100 per BOE, would spend roughly $1,700 trillion on energy. With such a dramatic increase in world energy demand, a reasonable question is how much easy energy resources are left to use? Using the World Energy Council’s 2007 estimates, current world proved reserves of all oil, coal, and natural gas total about 6,000 billion BOE. Based on the optimistic estimates of some experts, a further 6,000 billion BOE of easy energy might be obtained through additional exploration and recovery improvements. For example, if nearly all shale oil in the United States were to be recovered, this could add upwards of 2,000 billion BOE. At best, one may conclude that there might be about 12,000 billion BOE of easy energy left to recover. A less optimistic planning value, due to growing legal and treaty constraints on exploration and recovery, would be 9,000 billion BOE. To highlight the difficulty in finding significant additional resources of this magnitude, the much debated Arctic National Wildlife Reserve (ANWR) has an optimistic total of only about 12 billion BOE of recoverable oil. To add 3,000 billion BOE of additional proved reserves this century, a new “ANWR” must be discovered about every four months! Recent oil exploration history shows that such new major “finds” are now rare. Most additional proved reserves will likely come from improved extraction methods that increase recovery from known deposits and from opening known deposits to production that have been previously set aside, such as shale oil. How long will easy energy supplies last? A prosperous world will require on the order of 17,000 billion BOE of energy through 2100. Against this demand, easy energy may be expected to supply 9,000-12,000 billion BOE. Without an aggressive increase in new sustainable energy sources—nuclear and renewables—world easy energy supplies will be exhausted before the end of the century unless a large portion of the world’s population remains in a state of energy deprivation. Even with an aggressive increase in building new sustainable energy sources, it is likely that all of the known 6,000 billion BOE of oil, coal, and natural gas proved reserves will be used as the world builds the sustainable energy infrastructure needed to supply 280 billion BOE of energy annually by 2100. Today, Americans live at the peak of the era of easy energy. By the end of the century and perhaps decades earlier, this will change as most of the world, including the United States, will be running on sustainable energy sources. The greater extent to which additional easy energy resources are excluded from exploration and production, the sooner we will by necessity transition to a general reliance on sustainable energy sources and the sooner we may experience energy scarcity by having insufficient sustainable energy supplies. Time is not on our side in addressing this challenge! The threat of energy scarcity, even in the United States, is very real. It will likely become a primary public policy driver as public awareness of the challenges inherent in transitioning to sustainable energy, as discussed in the following, are better understood. Today’s terrestrial sustainable energy sources can only provide a modest part of the solution Both the United States and the entire world get about 15 percent of their energy from sustainable sources. To meet the 2100 need for 1.6X more energy for the United States, our current sustainable energy production must expand by a factor of about 11. To meet the world’s needs for 3.5X more energy by 2100, current world sustainable energy production must expand by a factor of about 23. In the United States, this means that today’s total energy production capacity of nuclear, hydroelectric, geothermal, wind, ground solar electric, and land biomass must be added every decade through the end of the century. For the world, the current sustainable energy production capacity must be added every four years. To help put the needed growth into perspective, assume that hydroelectricity will be used to provide the world’s additional sustainable energy production. China’s Three Gorges Dam will have about 23 GW of generation capacity when completed. America’s Hoover Dam has 2 GW of generation capacity. If the world’s additional sustainable energy needs were to be met solely with hydroelectricity, 12 Three Gorges Dams (equal to 138 Hoover Dams) must be brought online every year through the end of the century. This raises the important planning questions: Can this be accomplished with only current terrestrial solutions? Can it be accomplished in the United States? Some argue that terrestrial sustainable energy sources can meet this challenge. In my white paper, this possibility was explored through a simple 2100 sustainable energy scenario focusing on meeting the United States’ 2100 needs. (Note that in 2100, the United States will need about 10 percent of the world’s total energy supplies.) In this scenario, these optimistic assumptions were made regarding nuclear and renewable energy expansion in the United States: Nuclear enriched uranium fission electrical power generation would be expanded from 101 GW today to 175 GW in 2100 (representing 10 percent of the world’s total 2100 nuclear capacity and consistent with a 120-year world supply of uranium from land resources without reprocessing or breeding). Hydroelectric generation capacity would be expanded from 78 GW to 108 GW (the estimated practical maximum in the US). Geothermal energy would be expanded from 3 GW to 150 GW (reflecting the Department of Energy’s goal for the western United States by 2050). 1.1 million 265-ton land and off-shore wind turbines would be built covering 390,000 square kilometers and stretching in a 8-kilometer wide band along 7,200 kilometers of coastline. 153,000 square kilometers of ground solar photovoltaic systems would be built in the southwestern desert states (with 100 percent land use). 1.3 billion dry tons of land biomass (based on 2005 Departments of Energy and Agriculture projections) would be collected annually from all cropland and accessible forestland and converted to biofuels and oil substitutes. Nuclear, hydroelectric, geothermal, and a modest percentage of wind-generated electrical power are assumed to provide dispatchable electrical power generation to replace coal- and natural gas-fired generators. (Dispatchable generation capacity is what utilities require to prevent brownouts and blackouts while ensuring that customer needs can be met anytime.) Because of the variability of the wind and ground insolation, most wind-generated electricity and all ground solar electricity is assumed to be used to produce hydrogen and hydrogen-based synfuels. All biomass is assumed to be converted to fuels and other oil substitutes. Even with these optimistic assumptions, these expanded sustainable energy sources would provide only about 30 percent of the United States’ needed 1,750 GW of 2100 dispatchable electrical power generation capacity and about 39 percent of the needed 17 billion BOE of 2100 annual fuels production. In the post-easy energy era, the United States would have a shortfall of about 1,200 GW of dispatchable generation capacity and 11 billion BOE of annual fuels production despite over 540,000 square kilometers of the continental United States being used for wind and solar farms. In 2100, with a population that will have nearly doubled, these optimistic projections of US sustainable energy sources would only provide about the same per capita energy supply as the United States had in 1900—about one-third of what is currently being provided. As discussed in my white paper, the 2100 sustainable energy supply situation for the entire world will be comparable to the United States. With 10X more energy needs and 20X more population than the United States, comparable projections for the sustainable energy production potential for the world finds that only about 47 percent of the needed 17,500 GW of 2100 dispatchable electrical power generation capacity and 37 percent of the needed 172 billion BOE of 2100 annual fuels production could be optimistically provided. The world would have a shortfall of about 9,300 GW of dispatchable generation capacity and 108 billion BOE of annual fuels production despite having nearly 5.2 million square kilometers of land being used for wind and solar farms, collecting and converting 12 billion dry tons of biomass from all cropland and accessible forestland, and building the equivalent of 3,000 Hoover Dams of hydroelectric, geothermal, and nuclear generation capacity. Absent a clear public consensus to dramatically reduce US per capita energy use to near 1900 levels and a willingness to let many billions of people worldwide continue to live in a state of energy deprivation—currently 1.6 billion people do not have access to electricity and 2.4 billion people do not have access to modern fuels per the UN—additional sustainable energy sources will need to be developed. A rational US energy policy and implementation plan must address this issue. This is why starting the commercial development of SSP gains importance.

And, the plan’s tech is good – development is inevitable but a failure to increase the quality of energy technology causes extinction 
Baker 2k – Former Industrial Economist

Brent Barker, electrical engineer, and manager of corporate communications for the Electric Power Research Institute and former industrial economist and staff author at SRI International and as a commercial research analyst at USX Corporation, “Technology and the Quest for Sustainability.” EPRI Journal, Summer, INFOTRAC

Sustainability has been the subject of much discussion and a steady stream of policy forums since the World Commission on Environment and Development, headed by Dr. Gro Brundtland, put it on the world stage in 1987. The Brundtland Commission defined sustainable development as growth that meets the needs of the present generation without compromising the ability of future generations to meet their needs. Assuch, sustainability carries with it the distinct feeling of a modern problem. But it is not. We have been on a seemingly unsustainable course for hundreds of years, but the rules, stakes, and speed of the game keep changing, in large part because of our ability to use technology to extend limits and to magnify human capabilities. As long as the population continues to consume a finite store of resources, we must continue to change our course or fail. If, with the global population approaching 9-10 billion people by midcentury, we were to lock in current technologies and development patterns, we would likely find ourselves heading toward environmental disaster or worse. Our best hope--perhaps our only hope--is to evolve rapidly enough, using our ingenuity, our technology, and our growing ethical framework of inclusiveness and respect for the diversity of life, to stay ahead of the proverbial wolf. Despite the environmental pessimism of the current age, there are a handful of signs that suggest we are struggling in fits and starts in the right direction, possibly even gaining more ground than we are losing. Farm productivity is one of the most significant of the great reversals in human fortune that have occurred in recent times, reversals that offer both hope and strategic guidance. Largely as a result of crop yields growing at 1-2% per year, the millenniaold pattern of clearing forests and grassland for farms and pastures has begun to be reversed in some regions of the world. According to one of the world's leading scholars on technological change, Arnulf Grubler of the International Institute for Applied Systems Analysis, some 18 million hectares (45 million acres) of cropland in Europe and North America have been reconverted to forest and grassland between 1950 and 2000, while agricultural output in those regions has continued to grow. Great reversals are also beginning to occur in areas as diverse as population, resource utilization, energy, and transportation. Fertility rates continue to drop below the replacement level (2.1 children per woman) in affluent nations. First evident in France more than a century ago, the preference for smaller families is spreading throughout the world as economic development expands. As a result, roughly 90% of the population growth in the next 50 years will occur in today'spoorest nations. Overall, we are looking at a new demographic dynamic in which population is exploding in some parts of the world while imploding in others. Nevertheless, it is significant that year after year the United Nations continues to crank down its projection of global population in the twenty-first century, suggesting greater certainty that the population is leveling off. Although the consumption of resources continues to grow with population and economic prosperity in all parts of the world, there are some intriguing counter-trends. Technology continues to expands [sic] the menu of material resources--for example, alloys, composites, and ceramics--as well as to increase the efficiency with which we use them. Both trends help keep resource depletion at bay Moreover, usage patterns are now rapidly shifting, at least in the developed nations, toward lighter materials (aluminum, plastics, paper) and toward the recycling of heavier materials (steel, copper, zinc) and of manufactured components. Perhaps most important for the future, however, is the trend toward the "immaterial." The information age is rapidly knitting together a new economy based on immaterial, knowledge-based assets, electronic commerce, and virtual transportation--an economy that is growing much faster than the old economy. We can barely glimpse the networkedworld of the future, but we can assume it will be much less dependent on natural resources. The reversal in energy use is more clearcut. Energy is in the middle of a 300-year trend away from fossil fuels. After more than 100,000 years of wood use, the global energy system began in the nineteenthcentury to move toward progressively cleaner, less carbon-intensive fuels (shifting from wood to coal to oil to gas). In fact, the decarbonization of the global energy system has been systematically proceeding at an average rate of 0.3% per year for the last 150 years, whilethe economic productivity of energy use has been improving at a rateof about 1% per year. The combined result (1.3% per year) is a healthy rate of reduction in the carbon used (and emitted) in producing a dollar of goods and services around the world. Even though the energyproductivity improvements have thus far been eclipsed by the growth in energy consumption (as more people engage in more economic activity), the trend is telling. The eventual result may be the same as in agriculture, with productivity improvements overtaking aggreg ate demand. In terms of decarbonizing the energy system, the transition is likely to be complete sometime in the next 75-150 years, depending on how fast we push the innovation process toward a clean, electricity- and hydrogen-based system. We would eventually get there even without a rigorous push, but as we will see later, the urgency of the climatechange issue may force us to speed up the historical trend by a factor of 2 or 3. The power of technology These historical trends in agriculture, land use, resource consumption, and energy use point to some profound opportunities for the future. There are at least four major ways in which technology has great potential for helping us achieve a sustainable balance in the twenty-first century The first area of opportunity for technology is in the acceleration of productivity growth. In agriculture, for example, corn yields inthe world today average only about 4 tons per hectare, while the United States averages 7 tons per hectare and the best Iowa farmer can get 17 tons. Simply bringing the world as a whole up to today's best practices in the United States would boost farm productivity to unprecedented heights, even without considering what the biological and genetic revolutions may hold in store for agriculture in the next century As for the overall productivity growth rate in industry and business, we are finally starting to register an increase after nearly 30 years of subpar performance at around 1% growth per year. Computerization appears to be taking hold in the economy in new and fundamental ways, not just in speeding up traditional practices but in altering the economic structure itself. One historical analogy would be the introduction of electric unit drives just after World War I, setting in motion a complete reorganization of the manufacturing Floor and leading to a surge in industrial productivity during the 1920s. In the twenty-first century, industrial processes will be revolutionized by new electrotechnologies, including lasers, plasmas, microwaves, and electron beams for materials processing, as well as electrochemical synthesis and electroseparation for chemical processing. Manufacturing will be revolutionized by a host of emerging technology platforms--for example, nanotechnology, biotechnology, biomimetics, high-temperature superconductivity, and network technology including the combining of advanced sensors with information technology to create adaptive, intelligent systems and processes. Future industrial facilities using advanced network technologies will be operated in new ways to simultaneously optimize productivity energy use, materials consumption, and plant emissions. Optimization will extend beyond the immediate facility to webs of facilities supporting industrial and urban ecology with the waste of one stream becoming the feedstock of the next. In the aggregate, the penetration of all the emerging tech nologiesinto the global economy should make it possible to sustain industrial productivity growth rates above 2% per year for many decades. The same technology platforms will be used to improve the efficiency of land, energy and water use, For example, distributed sensors and controls that enable precision farming can improve crop yields and reduce land and water use. And doubling or even tripling global energy efficiency in the next century is well within our means. Given the inefficiencies that now exist at every stage in the process--from mining and drilling for fuel through the use of energy in automobiles, appliances, and processes--the overall efficiency of the energy chain is only about 5%. From a social standpoint, accelerating productivity is not an option but rather an imperative for the future. It is necessary in order to provide the wealth for environmental sustainability, to support anaging population in the industrialized world, and to provide an economic ladder for developing nations. The second area of opportunity for technology lies in its potential to help stabilize global population at 10-12 billion sometime in the twenty-first century, possibly as early as 2075. The key is economics. Global communications, from television to movies to the Internet,have brought an image of the comfortable life of the developed worldinto the homes of the poorest people, firing their own aspirations for a better quality of life, either through economic development in their own country or through emigration to other countries. If we in the developed world can make the basic tools of prosperity--infrastructure, health care, education, and law--more accessible and affordable, recent history suggests that the cultural drivers for producing large families will be tempered, relatively quickly and without coercion. But the task is enormous. The physical prerequisites for prosperity in the global economy are electricity and communications. Today, there are more than 2 billion people living without electricity, or commercial energy in any form, in the very countries where some 5 billion people will be added in the next 50 years. If for no other reason than our enlightened self-interest, we should strive for universal access to electricity, communications, and educational opportunity. We have little choice, because the fate of the developed world is inextricably bound up in the economic and demographic fate of the developingworld. A third, related opportunity for technology is in decoupling population growth from land use and, more broadly, decoupling economic growth from natural resource consumption through recycling, end-use efficiency, and industrial ecology. Decoupling population from land use is well under way. According to Grubler, from 1700 to 1850 nearly 2 hectares of land (5 acres) were needed to support every child born in North America, while in the more crowded and cultivated regions of Europe and Asia only 0.5 hectare (1.2 acres) and 0.2 hectare (0.5 acre) were needed, respectively. During the past century, the amount of land needed per additional child has been dropping in all areas of the world, with Europe and North America experiencing the fastest decreases. Both crossed the "zero threshold" in the past few decades, meaningthat no additional land is needed to support additional children andthat land requirements will continue to decrease in the future. One can postulate that the pattern of returning land to nature will continue to spread throughout the world, eventually stemming and then reversing the current onslaught on the great rain forests. Time is critical if vast tracts are to be saved from being laid bare, and success will largely depend on how rapidly economic opportunities expand for those now trapped in subsistence and frontier farming. In concept, the potential for returning land to nature is enormous. Futurist and scholar Jesse Ausubel of the Rockefeller University calculates that if farmers could lift average grain yields around the world just to the level of today's average U.S. corn grower, one-half of current global cropland--an area the size of the Amazon basin--could be spared. If agriculture is a leading indicator, then the continuous drive to produce more from less will prevail in other parts of the economy Certainly with shrinking agricultural land requirements, water distribution and use around the world can be greatly altered, since nearly two-thirds of water now goes for irrigation. Overall, the technologies of the future will, in the words of Ausubel, be "cleaner, leaner, lighter, and drier"--that is, more efficient and less wasteful of materials and water. They will be much more tightly integrated through microprocessor-based control and will therefore use human and natural resources much more efficiently and productively. Energy intensity, land intensity, and water intensity (and, to a lesser extent, materials intensity) for both manufacturing and agriculture are already heading downward. Only in agriculture are they falling fast enough to offset the surge in population, but, optimistically, advances in science and technology should accelerate the downward trends in other sectors, helping to decouple economic development fromenvironmental impact in the coming century. One positive sign is thefact that recycling rates in North America are now approaching 65% for steel, lead, and copper and 30% for aluminum and paper. A second sign is that economic output is shifting away from resource-intensive products toward knowledge-based, immaterial goods and services. As a result, although the U.S. gross domestic product (GDP) increased 200-fold (in real dollars) in the twentieth century, the physical weight of our annual output remains the same as it was in 1900. If anything,this trend will be accelerating. As Kevin Kelly, the editor of Wiredmagazine, noted, "The creations most in demand from the United States [as exports] have lost 50% of their physical weight per dollar of value in only six years.... Within a generation, two at most, the number of people working in honest-to-goodness manufacturing jobs will beno more than the number of farmers on the land--less than a few percent. Far more than we realize, the network economy is pulling us all in." Even pollution shows clear signs of being decoupled from population and economic growth. Economist Paul Portney notes that, with the exception of greenhouse gases, "in the OECD [Organization for Economic Cooperation and Development] countries, the favorable experience [with pollution control] has been a triumph of technology That is, the ratio of pollution per unit of GDP has fallen fast enough in the developed world to offset the increase in both GDP per capita and the growing number of 'capitas' themselves." The fourth opportunity for science and technology stems from their enormous potential to unlock resources not now available, to reduce human limitations, to create new options for policymakers and businesspeople alike, and to give us new levels of insight into future challenges. Technically resources have little value if we cannot unlock them for practical use. With technology, we are able to bring dormant resources to life. For example, it was only with the development of anelectrolytic process late in the nineteenth century that aluminum--the most abundant metal on earth--became commercially available and useful. Chemistry unlocked hydrocarbons. And engineering allowed us to extract and put to diverse use untapped petroleum and gas fields. Over the course of history, technology has made the inaccessible accessible, and resource depletion has been more of a catalyst for change than a longstanding problem. Technology provides us with last-ditch methods (what economists would call substitutions) that allow us to circumvent or leapfrog over crises of our own making. Agricultural technology solved the food crisis of the first half of the nineteenth century. The English "steam crisis" of the 1860s, triggered by the rapid rise of coal-burning steam engines and locomotives, was averted by mechanized mining and the discovery and use of petroleum. The U.S. "timber crisis" that Teddy Roosevelt publicly worried about was circumvented by the use of chemicals that enabled a billion or so railroad ties to last for decades instead of years. The great "manure crisis" of the same era was solved by the automobile, which in a few decades replaced some 25 million horses and freed up 40 million hectares (100 million acres) of farmland,not to mention improving the sanitation and smell of inner cities. Oil discoveries in Texas and then in the Middle East pushed the pending oil crisis of the 1920s into the future. And the energy cr isis of the 1970s stimulated the development of new sensing and drilling technology, sparked the advance of non--fossil fuel alternatives, and deepened the penetration of electricity with its fuel flexibility into the global economy Thanks to underground imaging technology, today's known gas resources are an order of magnitude greater than the resources known 20 years ago, and new reserves continue to be discovered. Technology has also greatly extended human limits. It has given each of us a productive capability greater than that of 150 workers in 1800, for example, and has conveniently put the power of hundreds of horses in our garages. In recent decades, it has extended our voice and our reach, allowing us to easily send our words, ideas, images, and money around the world at the speed of light. But global sustainability is not inevitable. In spite of the tremendous promise that technology holds for a sustainable future, there is the potential for all of this to backfire before the job can be done. There are disturbing indications that people sometimes turn in fear and anger on technologies, industries, and institutions that openlyfoster an ever-faster pace of change. The current opposition to nuclear power genetically altered food, the globalization of the economy and the spread of American culture should give us pause. Technology has always presented a two-edged sword, serving as both cause and effect, solving one problem while creating another that was unintended and often unforeseen. We solved the manure crisis, but automotive smog,congestion, and urban sprawl took its place. We cleaned and transformed the cities with all-electric buildings rising thousands of feet into the sky. But while urban pollution was thereby dramatically reduced, a portion of the pollution was shifted to someone else's sky. Breaking limits "Limits to growth" was a popular theme in the 1970s, and a best-selling book of that name predicted dire consequences for the human race by the end of the century. In fact, we have done much better than those predictions, largely because of a factor the book missed--the potential of new technology to break limits. Repeatedly, human societies have approached seemingly insurmountable barriers only to find  the means and tools to break through. This ability has now become a source of optimism, an article of faith, in many parts of the world. Today's perceived limits, however, look and feel different. They are global in nature, multicultural, and larger in scale and complexity than ever before. Nearly 2 billion people in the world are without adequate sanitation, and nearly as many are without access to clean drinking water. AIDS is spreading rapidly in the regions of the world least able to fight it. Atmospheric concentrations of greenhouse gases are more than 30% greater than preindustrial levels and are climbing steadily. Petroleum reserves, expected to be tapped by over a billion automobiles worldwide by 2015, may last only another 50-100 years.And without careful preservation efforts, the biodiversity of the planet could become as threatened in this coming century as it was at the end of the last ice age, when more than 70% of the species of large mammals and other vertebrates in North America disappeared (along with 29% in Europe and 86% in Australia). All these  perceived limits require innovation of a scope and intensity surpassing human kind's current commitment. The list of real-world problems that could thwart global sustainability is long and sobering. It includes war, disease, famine, political and religious turmoil, despotism, entrenched poverty, illiteracy, resource depletion, and environmental degradation. Technology can help resolve some of these issues--poverty and disease, resource depletion, and environmental impact, for example--but it offers little recourse for the passions and politics that divide the world. The likelihood is that we will not catch up and overtake the moving target of global sustainability in the coming century, but given the prospects fortechnology, which have never been brighter, we may come surprisinglyclose. We should put our technology to work, striving to lift more than 5 billion people out of poverty while preventing irreversible damage to the biosphere and irreversible loss of the earth's natural resources. We cannot see the future of technology any more clearly than our forebears did--and for much the same reason. We are approaching the threshold of profound change, moving at great speed across a wide spectrum of technology, ranging today from the Internet to the Human Genome project. Technology in the twenty-first century will be turning toward biological and ecological analogs, toward microminiature machines, toward the construction of materials atom by atom, and toward the dispersion of microprocessor intelligence into everyday objects subsequently linked into neural networks. Computing power continues to double every 18 months, as postulated in Moore's law, promising to enableus to create much more powerful tools for everyday tasks, optimize business services and processes along new lines, understand complex natural phenomena like the weather and climate, and design technical systems that are self-diagnostic, self-healing, and self-learning. The networked, digital society of the future should be capable o f exponential progress more in tune with biological models of growth than with the incremental progress of industrial societies. If history tells us anything, it is that in the long term we are much more likely to underestimate technology than to overestimate it. We are not unlike the excited crowds that in 1909 tried to imagine the future of flight as they watched Wilbur Wright loop his biplane twice around the Statue of Liberty and head back to Manhattan at the record-breaking speed of 30 miles per hour. As wild as one's imaginationand enthusiasm might have been, it would have been inconceivable that exactly 60 years later humans would fly to the moon and back. Electricity's unique role Electricity lies at the heart of the global quest for sustainability for several reasons. It is the prerequisite for the networked world of the future. It will be the enabling foundation of new digital technology and the vehicle on which most future productivity gains in industry, business, and commerce will depend. And to the surprise of many, it will remain the best pathway to resource efficiency, quality of life, and pollution control. In fact, the National Academy of Engineering just voted the "vast network of electrification" the single greatest engineering achievement of the twentieth century by virtue of its ability to improve people's quality of life. It came out ahead of the automobile, the airplane, the computer, and even health care in its impact on society. The electricity grids of North America, Europe, and Japan are said to be the most complex machines ever built. Although they are not yet full networks--that is, not every node is connected to every other node--these networks have been sufficiently interconnected to become the central enabling technology of the global economy. They will have to be even more interconnected and complex to keep pace with the microprocessors and digital networks they power. In the developed world, electricity has become almost a transparent technology lost in the excitement surrounding its latest progeny--electronics, computers, the Internet, and so forth. Still, its role should be as profound in this century as it was in the last. "How and in what form global electrification goes forward in the next 50 years will determine, as much as anything, how we resolve the global 'trilemma' posed by population, poverty and pollution," says Kurt Yeager, president and CEO of EPRI. "This trilemma is destined to become a defining issue of the twenty-first century" Chauncey Starr, EPRI's founder, has captured the strong historicalcorrelation between access to electricity economic prosperity and social choices. A large majority of the world's population is now trapped at a low economic level, where the focus of everyday life is on survival and on acquiring the basics now taken for granted in developednations. As Starr shows, only after electricity consumption reaches a threshold of approximately 1000 kWh per capita do people turn theirattention from the basics of immediate survival to the level of "amenities," including education, the environment, and intergenerational investment. Given the chicken-and-egg nature of the process of socialadvancement, it is not possible to point to electricity as the initial spark, but it is fair to say that economic development does not happen today without electricity. Electricity has been extended to more than 1.3 billion people overthe past 25 years, with leveraged economic impact. In South Africa, for example, 10 to 20 new businesses are started for every 100 homes that are electrified. Electricity frees up human labor--reducing the time people spend in such marginal daily tasks as carrying water and wood--and provides light in the evening for reading and studying. These simple basics can become the stepping stones to a better life and a doorway to the global economy. Because electricity can be effectively produced from a wide variety of local energy sources and because it is so precise at the point of use, it is the ideal energy carrier for economic and social development. Distributed electricity generation can be used to achieve basic rural electrification goals in the developing world, thereby helping to counteract the trend toward massiveurbanization. People in rural areas and villages need to have accessto the opportunities and jobs that are now attainable only by migrating to large cities. Electrification should also help with efforts to improve deteriorating urban air quality in the growing megacities of the world. Mortality from respiratory infections may be as much as five times higher in developing countries than in developed countries. The health costs can be debilitating; it is estimated, for example, that the total health cost of air emissions in Cairo alone now exceeds $1 billion per year. How global electrification proceeds--on a large or a small scale, with clean or dirty technology--will influence the planet socially economically and environmentally for centuries. Ultimately our success or failure in this endeavor will bear heavily on whether we can effectively handle the issues of the habitability and biodiversity of the planet. Ironically, electricity may also become the focal point for growing animosity in the coming century, for the simple reason that it is taking on more and more responsibility for society's energy-related pollution. Electricity accounted for only about 25% of the world's energy consumption in 1970. Today in the developed countries, its share of energy consumption is nearly 40%, and by 2050 that figure may reach60-70%. If transportation is fully electrified through fuel cells, hybrids, and the like, electricity's energy share could climb even higher. This growth accentuates the need to ensure that future electricity generation and use are as clean and efficient as possible and thatbest practices and technologies are available to developing countries as well as affluent ones. Fortunately for the world, electricity has the greatest  potential of all the energy forms to deliver in the area of environmental stewardship. Roadmap's call to action The Electricity Technology Roadmap Initiative, which was launched by EPRI in 1998, began by bringing representatives of more than 150 diverse organizations together in a series of workshops and meetings to explore ways to enhance the future value of electricity to society.They staked out some ambitious destinations through time, leading tothe ultimate destination of "managing global sustainability." They also established some specific goals to ensure that the tools will be in hand by 2025 to reach various sustainability targets, including universal global electrification, by midcentury. Among these goals are the acceleration of electricity-based innovation and R&D and the benchmarking of our progress toward sustainability. Universal global electrification means bringing everyone in the world to at least the "amenities" level defined by Starr. At this level, it becomes more likely that the rich and poor nations will find common ground for pursuing sustainability policies. The roadmap stakeholders are calling for a bare minimum of 1000 kWh per person per year to be available by 2050. This would raise the average in today's developing countries to around 3000 kWh per person per year in 2050, just above the level in the United States a century earlier, around 1950. Moreover, projections suggest that it will be possible to reduce the energy intensity of economic growth by at least 50% over the next 50 years through universal electrification, with about half the reduction resulting from end-use efficiency improvements. Consequently, the 3000 kWh of 2050 will go much further in powering applications--lighting, space conditioning, industrial processes, computing, communications, and the like--than an equivalent amount of electric energy used in the United States in 1950. Already, for example, the manufacturing and widespread application of compact fluorescent lightbulbs has become a priority in China for reasons of both energy efficiency and export potential. Even with the large efficiency improvements that are anticipated in electricity generation and end use, building enough capacity to supply 9-10 billion people with power will be an enormous challenge. Total global generating capacity requirements for 2050 could reach a daunting 10,000 GW--the equivalent of bringing on-line a 1000-MW power plant somewhere in the world every two days for the next 50 years. This is a tall order, and achieving it affordably and with minimal environmental impacts will require an unusual degree of dedicated R&D, supported through public and private collaboration, to accelerate the current pace of technological development. According to the roadmap stakeholders, reaching the destinations that they have defined calls for at least an additional $4 billion peryear in electricity-related R&D by the United States alone. One of the key destinations, resolution of the energy-environment conflict, would in itself require an additional $2 billion per year in U.S. R&D over the next 10 years to speed up the development of clean power generation. This is more than double the nation's current level of funding in this area from both the public and private sectors. The rate of innovation is especially critical to sustainability. The roadmap participants have concluded that a "2% solution" is neededto support a sustainable future. By this, they mean that productivity improvements in a range of areas--including global industrial processes, energy intensity, resource utilization, agricultural yield, emissions reduction, and water consumption--have to occur at a pace of 2% or more per year over the next century. If the advances are distributed on a global basis, this pace should be sufficient to keep the world ahead of growing social and environmental threats. It will also generate the global wealth necessary to progressively eliminate the root cause of these threats and will provide the means to cope with theinevitable surprises that will arise. For example, a 2% annual increase in global electricity supply, if made broadly available in developing countries, would meet the goal of providing 1000 kWh per year toevery person in the world in 2050. This means extending the benefitsof electricity to 100 million new users every year. Maintaining a 2%  pace in productivity improvements for a century will be formidable. It is in line with the cumulative advancement in the United States during the twentieth century, but at least twice theworld average over that period. The disparity has been particularly great in the past 25 years, as population growth has outstripped economic development in many parts of the world. The result has been massive borrowing to maintain or enhance short-term standards of living. Staying ahead of population-related challenges is now in the enlightened self-interest of all the world's peoples, and the 2% solution offers a benchmark for success. Sustaining efficiency gains of 2% per year throughout the twenty-first century would allow essential global economic development to continue while sparing the planet. This pace, for example, should help stabilize world population (to the extent that wealth is a primary determinant of population growth), limit atmospheric levels of greenhouse gases to below agreed-upon strat egic limits, provide sufficient food for the bulk of the world's people (as well as the wherewithal to buy it), and return significant amounts of land and water to their natural states. Roadmap participants envision technology and the spread of liberal capitalism as powerful agents for the 2% solution in that they can stimulate global development and foster worldwide participation in market economies. However, the participants have also expressed some concern and caution about unbridled globalization overrunning local cultures and societies and creating instability, unrest, and conflict. Atits worst, globalization could lock weaker nations into commodity-production dependencies, leading to a survival-of-the-fittest global economy in which the rich get richer and most of the poor stay poor. Establishing greater dialogue and cooperation among developed and developing nations is therefore considered critical to ensuring that globalization delivers on its promise to be a vehicle of worldwide progress that honors the diversity of nations and peoples. Targets of sustainability There is no single measure of sustainability; rather, it will require continued progress in a wide variety of areas that reflect the growing efficiency of resource utilization, broad improvements in the quality of life for today's impoverished people, and acceleration of the historical shift away from resource-intensive economic activity. The roadmap's sustainability R&D targets provide a first-order approximation of what will be required. In many cases, the targets representa significant stretch beyond today's levels, but they are all technologically achievable. The roadmap sets an optimistic course, certain that with accelerated R&D and a much stronger technological foundation in hand by 2025, the world could be well on a path to economic and environmental sustainability by midcentury. The goals for sustainability are simply too far-reaching to be achieved solely through governmental directives or policy. Rather, they will be reached most readilyvia a healthy, robust global economy in which accelerated technological innovation in the private sector is strongly encouraged and supported by public policy. The challenges of bringing the world to a state of economic and environmental sustainability in the coming century are immense but not insurmountable. Technology is on the threshold of profound change, quite likely to be broader, faster, and more dramatic in its impact than that which we experienced in the twentieth century. Fortunately, the impact appears to be heading in the right direction. Much of the leading-edge technology is environmentally friendly and, from today's vantage point, is likely to lead to a global economy that is cleaner, leaner, lighter, and drier; many times more efficient, productive, and abundant; and altogether less invasive and less destructive of the natural world. History teaches us that technology can be a liberating force for humanity, allowing us to break through our own self-made limits as well as those posed by the natural world. The next steps will be to extend the benefits of innovation to the billions of people without access and, in the words of Jesse Ausubel, to begin "liberating the environment itself." This entails meeting our needs with far fewer resources by developing a "hydrogen economy, landless agriculture, and industrial ecosystems in which waste virtually disappears....and by broadening our notions of democracy, as well as our view of the ethical standing of trees, owls, and mountains." In many ways, the material abundance and extended human capabilities generated through hundreds of years of technology development have led us to a new understanding and heightened respect for the underlying "technologies of life." Offering four billion years of experience, nature will become one of our best teachers in the new century; we are likely to see new tech nology progressively taking on the character and attributes of living systems. Technology may even begin to disappear into the landscape as microminiaturization and biological design ensue. Still, though technology is heading in the right direction, what remains principally in question is whether the pace of innovation is adequate to stay ahead of the curve of global problems and whether newadvances in technology can be quickly brought down in cost and readily distributed throughout the world. Can we achieve the 2% solution of progressive improvement in economic productivity, land and water use, recycling, emissions reduction, and agricultural yield, year afteryear, decade after decade, in nation after nation? It's a formidable challenge, but with better tools we just might be able to pull it off, If so, the key to success will not be found in one small corner ofthe world. The challenge will be met by making the basic building blocks of innovation--education, R&D, infrastructure, and law--available in full measure to future generations everywhere in the world. Thatfuture begins now.

And, our 1AC is a starting point for debate over SSP – this allows for a more genuine political sphere – active engagement solves
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The scientific community has a unique — and potentially very powerful — role to play in the determination of energy policy. The importance of scientific and tech nical expertise in the debate about energy alternatives cannot be overstated; without this expertise, alternatives — and their consequences — cannot be properly evaluated, discussion cannot be adequately informed, and resulting policy decisions cannot be considered sound. Too often, however, scientists remain largely isolated from the policy-making process, whether by choice or by default. Policy is seen as the job of politicians, while science is for the scientists — and too seldom the twain do meet. The result is a dichotomy that, in the case of energy policy, has potentially very serious ramifications. Underlying this dichotomy are fundamental differences in perspective, methodology, training, and temperament. Policy development is by no means an exact science, and rarely does it produce exact results. Scientific methods do not apply. Policy decisions emerge from compromise based on recognition of common goals, and successful policy makers are skilled negotiators. The policy-making process, to an outsider, looks messy and imprecise, particularly when contrasted with the disciplines of scientific inquiry. By the same token, the rigorous process and methods of scientific research can appear plodding, tedious, and unimaginative to the untrained eye. Scientists inhabit a rarefied environment, and the bigger the science, the more rarefied it becomes. The same holds true of policy makers, who, at the global level, occupy a very exclusive domain. On a structural level, there is no real framework for routinized interaction between these two rarefied worlds; they operate independently of each other. Moreover, on a more human level, it is easy to see how pride of place can become a very real obstacle to productive interchange. Yet it is precisely in cases like SSP — which by any definition is big science with big policy implications — where such interchange is critical. And it cannot happen without the active engagement of the scientific community. Active engagement, in this instance, means expanding the traditional role of the scientific expert in policy development. This traditional role has usually been limited to providing input, rather than actively participating in deliberations. Science committees may provide subject-expert testimony, technical briefings or expert reviews, with the goal of educating policy makers on specific topics, but their focus is almost exclusively technical. Such committees more often than not function largely in isolation from broader policy bodies, with little overlap in membership or voting rights. In the case of SSP and the broad question of global energy alternatives, this approach seems limited if not profoundly flawed. Sound science must be the foundation of any energy policy, not a sidebar to the debate. This means that scientists should be engaging in, rather than simply supporting or informing, the policy-making process. Fully integrating scientific expertise into the policy development process would yield several important, related benefits: for the public, greater assurance of sound science; for policy makers, improved appreciation of science's role and contributions; for scientists, better understanding of the context and impact of their work. Most important, such improved integration would almost certainly produce sounder policy — a goal that surely all would endorse. Active engagement also means taking an advocacy role with regard to SSP. While many scientists are deft politicians and passionate advocates in their own community, they generally do not apply these talents outside it, and the idea of doing so is largely alien — if not outright distasteful. However, policy bodies cannot be expected to seek out new science, and if SSP is to emerge as a serious candidate among the options for meeting the energy demands of the 21st century, as NASA's Fresh Look study suggests, it needs to be brought before them. The characterization of SSP as a ‘candidate’ is an especially apt one in this context. In political terms, SSP is a dark horse with limited name recognition, running against a powerful incumbent (conventional fuels), an established contender (nuclear power), and an intriguing potential newcomer (cold fusion). For such a candidate to be considered, much less endorsed, it needs first to be known — introduced to the people and deliberative bodies who will determine its viability as an option. The multinational scientific community that has studied and evolved SSP must now act as its advocate in the policy arena — specifically within the UN system as well as at the member state level. What is needed is a concerted effort and a collective strategy that builds and capitalizes on the initiatives undertaken by individual experts, many of whom have established valuable relationships with key government and commercial decision makers through their advocacy of SSP. Such an effort, to be successful, should reflect a campaign mentality and there is no doubt that this will require a significant shift in perspective for SSP scientists. For some, the transition may be awkward, and some may feel that the advocacy role is inappropriate. However, science has a proud tradition of activism on behalf of the common good, and aggressive advocacy of SSP is fully in keeping with this tradition. Moreover, those most knowledgeable about SSP science are by far the best equipped to make a case for it, in terms of both its underlying technology and its potential environmental and societal benefits. Finally, though, the most compelling case for concerted advocacy is the fact that SSP cannot be realized without it. No one is holding a place at the table for SSP in the policy arena, and if scientists themselves do not first make and then take that place, no one else will do it for them.

Contention Three is Impact Framing

Status quo oppression is functionally a militaristic war on the poor – reject the desire to revert to the status quo in the face of wildly constructed threats in favor of including the narratives of the oppressed

Cuomo 96 – Associate Professor of Philosophy and Women's Studies @ Univ of Cincinnati
(Chris, “War is Not Just an Event: Reflections on the Significance of Everyday Violence,” Hypatia, Vol. 11, No. 4, Women and Violence (Autumn, 1996), pp. 30-45, dml)

Theory that does not investigate or even notice the omnipresence of militarism cannot represent or address the depth and specificity of the every- day effects of militarism on women, on people living in occupied territories, on members of military institutions, and on the environment. These effects are relevant to feminists in a number of ways because military practices and institutions help construct gendered and national identity, and because they justify the destruction of natural nonhuman entities and communities during peacetime. Lack of attention to these aspects of the business of making or preventing military violence in an extremely technologized world results in theory that cannot accommodate the connections among the constant pres- ence of militarism, declared wars, and other closely related social phenomena, such as nationalistic glorifications of motherhood, media violence, and current ideological gravitations to military solutions for social problems. Ethical approaches that do not attend to the ways in which warfare and military practices are woven into the very fabric of life in twenty-first century technological states lead to crisis-based politics and analyses. For any feminism that aims to resist oppression and create alternative social and political options, crisis-based ethics and politics are problematic because they distract attention from the need for sustained resistance to the enmeshed, omnipresent systems of domination and oppression that so often function as givens in most people's lives. Neglecting the omnipresence of militarism allows the false belief that the absence of declared armed conflicts is peace, the polar opposite of war. It is particularly easy for those whose lives are shaped by the safety of privilege, and who do not regularly encounter the realities of militarism, to maintain this false belief. The belief that militarism is an ethical, political concern only regarding armed conflict, creates forms of resistance to militarism that are merely exercises in crisis control. Antiwar resistance is then mobilized when the "real" violence finally occurs, or when the stability of privilege is directly threatened, and at that point it is difficult not to respond in ways that make resisters drop all other political priorities. Crisis-driven attention to declara- tions of war might actually keep resisters complacent about and complicitous in the general presence of global militarism. Seeing war as necessarily embed- ded in constant military presence draws attention to the fact that horrific, state-sponsored violence is happening nearly all over, all of the time, and that it is perpetrated by military institutions and other militaristic agents of the state. Moving away from crisis-driven politics and ontologies concerning war and military violence also enables consideration of relationships among seemingly disparate phenomena, and therefore can shape more nuanced theoretical and practical forms of resistance. For example, investigating the ways in which war is part of a presence allows consideration of the relationships among the events of war and the following: how militarism is a foundational trope in the social and political imagination; how the pervasive presence and symbolism of soldiers/warriors/patriots shape meanings of gender; the ways in which threats of state-sponsored violence are a sometimes invisible/sometimes bold agent of racism, nationalism, and corporate interests; the fact that vast numbers of communities, cities, and nations are currently in the midst of excruciatingly violent circumstances. It also provides a lens for considering the relationships among the various kinds of violence that get labeled "war." Given current American obsessions with nationalism, guns, and militias, and growing hunger for the death penalty, prisons, and a more powerful police state, one cannot underestimate the need for philosophical and political attention to connec- tions among phenomena like the "war on drugs," the "war on crime," and other state-funded militaristic campaigns.

Our framework is one of empathy – we believe you have an ethical obligation to assist those who have been marginalized in the status quo – this is the only way to peace

The Dalai Lama 93 
(Speech given to the United Nations World Conference on Human Rights, Vienna, Austria, June 1993, http://www.freetibet.org/about/dalai5, dml)
“Our world is becoming smaller and ever more interdependent with the rapid growth in population and increasing contact between people and governments. In this light, it is important to reassess the rights and responsibilities of individuals, peoples and nations in relation to each other and to the planet as a whole. This World Conference of organisations and governments concerned about the rights and freedoms of people throughout the world reflects the appreciation of our interdependence. No matter what country or continent we come from we are all basically the same human beings. We have the common human needs and concerns. We all seek happiness and try to avoid suffering regardless of our race, religion, sex or political status. Human beings, indeed all sentient beings, have the right to pursue happiness and live in peace and in freedom. As free human beings we can use our unique intelligence to try to understand ourselves and our world. But if we are prevented from using our creative potential, we are deprived of one of the basic characteristics of a human being. It is very often the most gifted, dedicated and creative members of our society who become victims of human rights abuses. Thus the political, social, cultural and economic developments of a society are obstructed by the violations of human rights. Therefore, the protection of these rights and freedoms are of immense importance both for the individuals affected and for the development of the society as a whole. “It is my belief that the lack of understanding of the true cause of happiness is the principal reason why people inflict suffering on others. Some people think that causing pain to others may lead to their own happiness or that their own happiness is of such importance that the pain of others is of no significance. But this is clearly short-sighted. No one truly benefits from causing harm to another being. Whatever immediate advantage is gained at the expense of someone else is short-lived. In the long run causing others misery and infringing upon their peace and happiness creates anxiety, fear and suspicion for oneself. “The key to creating a better and more peaceful world is the development of love and compassion for others. This naturally means we must develop concern for our brothers and sisters who are less fortunate than we are. In this respect, the non-governmental organisations have a key role to play. You not only create awareness for the need to respect the rights of all human beings, but also give the victims of human rights violations hope for a better future. When I travelled to Europe for the first time in 1973, I talked about the increasing interdependence of the world and the need to develop a sense of universal responsibility. We need to think in global terms because the effects of one nation's actions are felt far beyond its borders. The acceptance of universally binding standards of human rights as laid down in the Universal Declaration of Human Rights and in the International Covenants of Human Rights is essential in today's shrinking world. Respect for fundamental human rights should not remain an ideal to be achieved but a requisite foundation for every human society. “When we demand the rights and freedoms we so cherish we should also be aware of our responsibilities. If we accept that others have an equal right to peace and happiness as ourselves do we not have a responsibility to help those in need? Respect for fundamental human rights is as important to the people of Africa and Asia as it is to those in Europe or the Americas. All human beings, whatever their cultural or historical background, suffer when they are intimidated, imprisoned or tortured. The question of human rights is so fundamentally important that there should be no difference of views on this. We must therefore insist on a global consensus not only on the need to respect human rights world-wide but more importantly on the definition of these rights. “Recently some Asian governments have contended that the standards of human rights laid down in the Universal Declaration of Human Rights are those advocated by the West and cannot be applied to Asia and others parts of the Third World because of differences in culture and differences in social and economic development. I do not share this view and I am convinced that the majority of Asian people do not support this view either, for it is the inherent nature of all human beings to yearn for freedom, equality and dignity, and they have an equal [right] to achieve that. I do not see any contradiction between the need for economic development and the need for respect of human rights. The rich diversity of cultures and religions should help to strengthen the fundamental human rights in all communities. Because underlying this diversity are fundamental principles that bind us all as members of the same human family. Diversity and traditions can never justify the violations of human rights. Thus, discrimination of persons from a different race, of women, and of weaker sections of society may be traditional in some regions, but if they are inconsistent with universally recognised human rights, these forms of behaviour must change. The universal principles of equality of all human beings must take precedence. “It is mainly the authoritarian and totalitarian regimes who are opposed to the universality of human rights. It would be absolutely wrong to concede to this view. On the contrary, such regimes must be made to respect and conform to the universally accepted principles in the larger and long term interests of their own peoples. The dramatic changes in the past few years clearly indicate that the triumph of human rights is inevitable. “There is a growing awareness of people's responsibilities to each other and to the planet we share. This is encouraging even though so much suffering continues to be inflicted based on chauvinism, race, religion, ideology and history. A new hope is emerging for the downtrodden, and people everywhere are displaying a willingness to champion and defend the rights and freedoms of their fellow human beings. “Brute force, no matter how strongly applied, can never subdue the basic human desire for freedom and dignity. It is not enough, as communist systems have assumed, merely to provide people with food, shelter and clothing. The deeper human nature needs to breathe the precious air of liberty. However, some governments still consider the fundamental human rights of its citizens an internal matter of the state. They do not accept that the fate of a people in any country is the legitimate concern of the entire human family and that claims to sovereignty are not a license to mistreat one's citizens. It is not only our right as members of the global human family to protest when our brothers and sisters are being treated brutally, but it is also our duty to do whatever we can to help them. “Artificial barriers that have divided nations and peoples have fallen in recent times. With the dismantling of the Berlin Wall the East-West division which has polarised the whole world for decades has now come to an end. We are experiencing a time filled with hope and expectations. Yet there still remains a major gulf at the heart of the human family. By this I am referring to the North-South divide. If we are serious in our commitment to the fundamental principles of equality, principles which, I believe, lie at the heart of the concept of human rights, today's economic disparity can no longer be ignored. It is not enough to merely state that all human beings must enjoy equal dignity. This must be translated into action. We have a responsibility to find ways to achieve a more equitable distribution of world's resources. “We are witnessing a tremendous popular movement for the advancement of human rights and democratic freedom in the world. This movement must become an even more powerful moral force, so that even the most obstructive governments and armies are incapable of suppressing it. This conference is an occasion for all of us to reaffirm our commitment to this goal. It is natural and just for nations, peoples and individuals to demand respect for their rights and freedoms and to struggle to end repression, racism, economic exploitation, military occupation, and various forms of colonialism and alien domination. Governments should actively support such demands instead of only paying lip service to them. As we approach the end of the Twentieth Century, we find that the world is becoming one community. We are being drawn together by the grave problems of over-population, dwindling natural resources, and an environmental crisis that threatens the very foundation of our existence on this planet. Human rights, environmental protection and great social and economic equality, are all interrelated. I believe that to meet the challenges of our times, human beings will have to develop a greater sense of universal responsibility. Each of us must learn to work not just for oneself, one's own family or one's nation, but for the benefit of all humankind. Universal responsibility is the key to human survival. It is the best foundation for world peace. “This need for co-operation can only strengthen humankind, because it helps us to recognise that the most secure foundation for a new world order is not simply broader political and economic alliances, but each individual's genuine practice of love and compassion. These qualities are the ultimate source of human happiness, and our need for them lies at the very core of our being. The practice of compassion is not idealistic, but the most effective way to pursue the best interests of others as well as our own. The more we become interdependent the more it is in our own interest to ensure the well-being of others. “I believe that one of the principal factors that hinder us from fully appreciating our interdependence is our undue emphasis on material development. We have become so engrossed in its pursuit that, unknowingly, we have neglected the most basic qualities of compassion, caring and cooperation. When we do not know someone or do not feel connected to an individual or group, we tend to overlook their needs. Yet, the development of human society requires that people help each other. “I, for one, strongly believe that individuals can make a difference in society. Every individual has a responsibility to help move our global family in the right direction and we must each assume that responsibility. As a Buddhist monk, I try to develop compassion within myself, not simply as a religious practice, but on a human level as well. To encourage myself in this altruistic attitude, I sometimes find it helpful to imagine myself standing as a single individual on one side, facing a huge gathering of all other human beings on the other side. Then I ask myself, 'Whose interests are more important?' To me it is quite clear that however important I may feel I am, I am just one individual while others are infinite in number and importance.

And, absent a mindset shift towards peace and empathy, a mentality of pure war will overcome us, negating value to life and making extinction inevitable

Borg 3 – co-founder and executive director of the Community Consulting Group

(Mark, “Psychoanalytic Pure War: Interactions with the Post-Apocalyptic Unconscious,” Journal for the Psychoanalysis of Culture and Society, Volume 8, Number 1, Spring 2003, pp. 57-67, dml)
Virilio and Lotringer gave the name “pure war” to the psychological condition that results when people know that they live in a world where the possibility for absolute destruction (e.g., nuclear holocaust) exists. As Virilio and Lotringer see it, it is not the technological capacity for destruction (that is, for example, the existence of nuclear armaments) that imposes the dread characteristic of a pure war psychology but the belief systems that this capacity sets up. Psychological survival requires that a way be found (at least unconsciously) to escape inevitable destruction—it requires a way out—but this enforces an irresolvable paradox, because the definition of pure war culture is that there is no escape. Once people believe in the external possibility— at least those people whose defenses cannot handle the weight of the dread that pure war imposes— pure war becomes an internal condition, a perpetual state of preparation for absolute destruction and for personal, social, and cultural death. The tragedy at the World Trade Center in New York City has given us a bitter but important opportunity to study the effects of the pure war condition on individuals. It allows us to look at how this all-encompassing state appears in psychoanalytic treatment and to observe its influence through the analysis of transference/ countertransference dynamics. The pure war condition has been brought grimly to consciousness. In this paper, I will explore how it manifests itself in society, in character, and most specifically in the psychoanalytic treatment of one patient whose dynamics highlight significant aspects of the pure war state. How does treatment happen when, at some level, we perceive ourselves as already dead? Whatever our individual differences, our visions of the psychoanalytic endeavor arise out of the social defense of the culture within which we live and work (I have referred to this as “community character,” cf. Borg 350). And whatever our individual differences, in a pure war situation the primary task is simply to sustain the dream of psychic survival. The case of Joyce, who saw the first explosion at the World Trade Center as she rode down Fifth Avenue in a bus after her session with me, exemplifies this task. THE PURE WARRIOR The philosophy (or practice) of “pure warriors,” that is, of people who are preoccupied with the pure war condition of their society, is based on the perpetual failure within them of the dissociation and repression that allow others to function in a situation that is otherwise completely overwhelming. Joyce was one of those who lived on the border of life and death; she could not escape awareness of that dread dichotomy that most of us are at great pains to dissociate. She manifested the state of perpetual preparation that is the hallmark of pure war culture and of the insufficiently defended pure warrior, and also a constant awareness of the nearness of death in all its various forms. She understood quite well, for instance, that when people are institutionalized (as she had been on numerous occasions), “society is defining them as socially dead, [and that at that point] the essential task to be carried out is to help inmates to make their transition from social death to physical death” (Miller and Gwynne 74). Against this backdrop, Joyce sought psychoanalysis as a “new world,” the place where she would break free from the deathly institutionalized aspects of her self, and begin her life anew. Her search for a “new world” included the possibility of a world that was not a pure war world—a prelapsarian Eden. Virilio and Lotringer state that “war exists in its preparation” (53). And Sun Tsu, who wrote over 2400 years ago and yet is often considered the originator of modern warfare, said in The Art of War, “Preparation everywhere means lack everywhere” (44). This means that when the members of a culture must be on guard on all fronts, the resources of that culture are necessarily scattered and taxed. The more defenses are induced and enacted, the more psychologically impoverished a culture (or a person) will be. In war-torn nations, resources like food, clothing, and materials for shelter may be scarce in the general population because they are shunted off to the military. Similarly, the hoarding of psychological resources and the constant alert status of the defense system are outcomes of existence in a pure war culture. We can see this scattering and scarcity of resources occurring already in the United States as billions of dollars are shunted from social services to war efforts and homeland security. In pure war cultures—that is, in cultures that enact a perpetual preparation for war—the notion of peace is itself a defensive fantasy, although to survive psychically we distract ourselves from such frightening stimuli as widespread terrorist activities and other events that demonstrate our pure war status. Pure war obliterates the distinction between soldier and citizen. We have all been drafted. According to Virilio and Lotringer, “All of us are already civilian soldiers, without knowing it...War happens everywhere, but we no longer have the means of recognizing it” (42).

And, utilizing SSP in the context of peace creates new international cooperation and solves war – also avoids your space mil disads
Dinerman 8 – regular contributor to the Space Review

(Taylor, “War, peace, and space solar power,” http://www.thespacereview.com/article/1209/1, dml)
The coming huge increase in demand for energy as more and more nations achieve “developed” status has been discussed elsewhere. It is hard to imagine that large powerful states such as China or India will allow themselves to be pushed back into relative poverty by a lack of resources or by environmental restrictions. The need for a wholly new kind of world energy infrastructure is not just an issue involving economics or conservation, but of war and peace. Moving a substantial percentage of the Earth’s energy supply off the planet will not, in and of itself, eliminate these kinds of dangers, but it will reduce them. Nations that get a large percentage of their electricity from space will not have to fear that their neighbors will cut them off from gas or coal supplies. The need for vulnerable pipelines and shipping routes will diminish. This will not happen overnight. Gasoline, kerosene, and diesel are, weight for weight and volume for volume, by far the most effective transportation fuels, but they are going to be phased out over time in favor of such things as plug-in hybrids. The world is evolving away from oil-based transportation systems. It will probably take decades, but the process is now in motion. John Mankins’ successful experiment, beaming power from Maui to the Big Island of Hawaii, is the first real data point we have (see “A step forward for space solar power”, The Space Review, this issue). Transmitting anyamount of power over nearly 150 kilometers shows what can be done. Even more important is the fact that Mankins and his team were able to navigate the government’s regulatory maze in order to achieve their goal. Getting permission from the FCC, the FAA, as well as from the state and local governments is quite an accomplishment and shows that this technology can be shown to be safe. While most space solar power advocates believe that the basic technology already exists, the engineering challenges are huge, as are the capital requirements. Seen as a simple business proposition space solar power (SSP) is a long way from becoming a viable economic source of energy. It could be subsidized the way that wind power or terrestrial solar has been. Even with subsidies, it is hard to see that the private sector would pay for the development work due to the unknown technological risks and to the long time scale. However, if SSP were perceived as a “war avoidance” mechanism or technology, the investment logic changes. The profit-seeking side of the private sector does not see its role as inflicting peace on an unstable and violent world. Traditionally that has been the role of governments, and in recent decades the so-called NGOs or non-profit sector. Innovative financing propositions such as the idea that a government could promise to buy a certain amount of space-generated power at a set price may become attractive in the future. For the moment, however, governments, especially the US government, should concentrate on reducing the technological unknowns and setting the stage for future developments in the middle or end of the next decade. The old Strategic Air Command’s motto was “Peace is our Profession”. This might be a good one for the emerging SSP industry.

And, we have an obligation to assist the helpless Other even in the face of extinction
Jovanovic and Wood 4 – *Communications/Rhetoric Professors @ Denver University and University of North Carolina respectively

(Spoma and Roy, “Speaking from the Bedrock of Ethics,” Philosophy and Rhetoric Vol 37 no 4, 2004, 317-334, dml)

On September 11, 2001, terrorism touched down in the United States. While millions of us were immobilized and left speechless by what we witnessed live on television, thousands of others in the World Trade Center towers, at the Pentagon, and on three airplanes had no such luxury. They were confronted with a reality few could have ever imagined. One man inside World Trade Center One demonstrates that ethics is a lived response of the type Levinas describes. He was not alone, however. Without advance preparation or rules of conduct to follow, the men and women trapped by evil deeds remind us that ethics is a response to the call of the other. Harry Ramos, forty-six, had just returned to work at his office on the eighty-seventh floor after a week’s absence. Within minutes, the building was shaking violently; he braced himself in a doorway for stability. As light fixtures plummeted to the floor and smoke filled the office, Harry had no idea that a jetliner had just crashed into his building, floors above him. However, he knew enough to know that the survival of his office staff was at stake. Harry, the head trader for a small investment bank, the May Davis Group, was in the throes of pandemonium. Yet, he had to act. With the company.s chief financial officer, Harry marshaled the twelve employees in the office to the stairwell to begin the descent down eighty-seven floors, one step at a time. Harry stationed himself at the end of the line, making sure no one was left behind. .Nine floors down, the stairwell ended. Emerging into a hallway to look for the next flight of stairs, the group saw wires dangling from the cracked ceilings. Sparks popped. Small fires burned everywhere. Office workers were milling in confusion. The smoke was thickening . (Walsh 2001, 1). The scene was not promising. As the group continued down, Harry convinced the stragglers to keep moving. Along the way, Harry also stopped to help strangers make their way into the stairwell. At the fifty-third floor, Harry found Victor who, because of his large size or perhaps his profound fear, found it difficult to move. Together with another May Davis employee, they made it to the thirty-ninth floor by way of stairs and a short elevator ride. At one point, Harry let go of Victor, to walk ahead and survey the situation. .Victor cried out in fear. "Harry, please help," he begged. "Don't worry, we’re not leaving you," Mr. Ramos said. (Walsh 2001, 1). Stopping to rest, the building sadistically shook again, and so the trio picked themselves up and walked down further, to the thirty-sixth floor. There, an exhausted Victor proclaimed his energy was spent, that his legs could not carry his frame another step. A firefighter rushing by yelled at Harry to leave Victor behind and run. But Harry did not move, assuring the large stranger, "Victor, don’t worry. I'm with you." Moments later, on television sets tuned in to the scene from all over the world, we saw the avalanche of cement and glass crush to the ground as the World Trade Center towers came tumbling down. As the buildings col lapsed, so did thousands of lives. What the ordinary men and women like Harry Ramos left behind was not only a memory of good deeds, but also a glimpse into ethics and communication that compels us to answer the call of the other. Harry Ramos demonstrates for us the detectable evidence of the saying in everyday discourse. In Harry's response, we begin to recognize something compelling that makes possible the saying, what Levinas refers to as .the trace.. The trace signifies presence in absence, like how we feel someone's company even after they have left the room or when the amputee continues to experience the ache of a phantom limb. And, there is the trace of God who has "walked the earth" though is no longer directly visible. For Levinas, the trace is the vestige of the infinite. The Levinasian trace is nonphenomenological, signifying without manifesting anything (Peperzak 1997). As such, it resists our attempts to analyze it or identify it conclusively. Yet we continue to search for it in the saying, in the human face, and in responsibility. This quest, says Levinas, is a worthy one, indicative of an ethical life. The trace itself challenges logic and rationality; the trace resists comprehension as it .disturbs the order of the world. (1996b, 62). The difficulty of talking about the trace arises from its "enigmatic, equivocal" features that elude our attempts to name it. Levinas explains, "The infinite then cannot be tracked down like game by a hunter. The trace left by the infinite is not the residue of a presence; its very glow is ambiguous. (1998, 12). The trace, then, is not a sign or a concrete feature but a paradoxical function of sociality (Bergo 1999). The trace is palpable yet not tangible, within our reach yet out of our grasp. David Michael Levin describes Levinas's phenomenology as tracework, an obsession-sustained meditation on an admittedly hopeless search for the traces .of primordial responsiveness. . The project is hopeless, but not futile; Levin offers, .since the effort, the attempt itself, carries enormous moral merit. (1998, 349). These are powerful ideas.an ethical subject whose ethics are lodged in a place otherwise than being; an ethic that can be conceived as the condition for dialogue in the saying to another; and the possibility of that saying, overwritten in ontology by the said, coming through still as a trace in discourse .like an unheard question. (Bergo 1999, 155). "Harry, please help me," is surely the call of conscience from one terrified and helpless man to a stranger who befriended him. "Don't worry, we're not leaving you," is just as surely the “here I am.” But the repeat at the end, "Don't worry, I'm with you," turns the "here I am" into a deeply exposed and singular commitment. It is no longer "we" but "I" who will be with the man who is not going anywhere in the heart of an inferno.
And, adopting a framework of empathy makes war impossible
Dews 7 -professor of philosophy at the University of Essex 

(Peter, “The Idea of Evil,” Blackwell Publishing LTD, 2007)

The face, then, is not an object, but the condition of all objecthood. But if this conclusion is right how is it possible to apprehend the fact at all? Levinas answers that we cannot cognize the face, but can encounter it only through our response to it, which is inherently ethical, since it takes the form of restraint of what he describes as our initially wanton, heedless, even violent freedom. It is important to understand what this means. We do not first ‘identify; an entity as a (human) other, and then-subsequently- adopt a certain practical attitude towards this entity, based on our ethical evaluation of it. Rather, the restraint of our freedom is itself the very process of encounter. To address the Other, acknowledging that a human being is like no other object, is already to have abandoned violence. This is why, from another perspective, Levinas can say that the face is the prohibition of murder, issuing the primordial commandment: ‘Thou shalt not kill.; As he writes, ‘It is the welcoming of the Other, the commencement of moral conscience, which calls into uestion my freedom. Thus this way of measuring against the perfection of infinity is not a theoretical consideration. It is accomplished in shame where freedom discovers itself murderous in its very exercise. 

Inherency/Solvency
Two billion people have no access to energy – plan solves
Bradbrook 5 – Bonython Professor of Law, University of Adelaide, Australia

(Adrian, “Access to Energy Services in a Human Rights Framework,” http://www.un.org/esa/sustdev/sdissues/energy/op/parliamentarian_forum/bradbrook_hr.pdf, dml)

The report emanating from CSD-9 recognised for the first time in an internationally agreed form that the current pattern of energy use was unsustainable on the grounds of environmental impact caused by patterns of energy use, the excessive divergence in energy consumption between countries and within each country, and the fact that two billion people worldwide do not have access to modern energy services. Universal access to such services was seen as an essential element in the processes involved in reducing poverty. The CSD agreed, inter alia, that: (1) the use of energy efficiency, renewable energy technologies and advanced energy technologies should be increased; (2) international and regional cooperation on energy for sustainable development should be intensified; (3) rural areas should be given priority; (4) the lending policies of development should take energy issues into account; and (5) the international dialogue on energy issues would continue under preparations for the World Summit on Sustainable Development, held in Johannesburg in September 2002.

Billions live in poverty – new tech would help

Guruswamy 10 – Nicholas Doman Professor of Law, Director for the Center for Energy and Environmental Security, University of Colorado at Boulder

(Lakshman, “Energy Justice and Sustainable Development,” 21 COLO. J. INT'L ENVTL. L. & POL'Y 231, lexis, dml)

Unfortunately, for too long, the EOP have been glossed over or lost in the categorization of their predicament simply as being problems of the developing world, or they have been painted with the same socio-political and economic brush as the states in which they are located. For example, the EOP tend to be seen primarily as a problem of India or China or Brazil and not perceived as a burdened society apart from the geopolitical entities in which they reside. Such classification is unhelpful to the extent that the EOP in many countries are not stakeholders in the government or political machinery exercising control over their geographical location. All developing countries tend to be conceptualized within a single typology based on the binary division of the world into developing and developed countries or north and south. The inaccuracy and mistake of doing so is underlined by a recent authoritative joint report of the UNDP and WHO emphasizing the plight of the LDCs and sub-Saharan African countries. n101 While twenty-eight percent of people in developing countries lack access to electricity, the number in the LDCs is seventy-nine percent. n102 Thus, the differences between the LDCs, located primarily in sub-Saharan Africa and parts of Asia, in contrast to the advanced developing countries ("ADCs"), like China, India, the Asian Tigers, n103 and Brazil, must be recognized. It is therefore necessary at the outset to acknowledge at least two major categories among the developing countries: LDCs and ADCs, and not treat all of them simply as developing countries. Obviously, there are no cookie cutter solutions. The commonalities, differences, and variegated energy needs, uses and demands of ADCs and LDCs call for complex, nuanced, and demanding responses that would vary on a case-by-case basis. The LDCs consist of fifty countries and 767 million people located largely in Africa and Asia. n104 The LDCs have been officially identified by the UN as "least developed" in the light of their low income (GDP of less than $ 7,500); weak human assets (low nutrition, high mortality, lack of school enrollment, and high illiteracy); high economic vulnerability; exposure to natural shocks and disasters; prevalence of trade shocks; [*256] economic smallness; and economic remoteness. n105 They do not share the economic or technological strengths of the ADCs. It is worth noting in this context that the push for more energy and specifically for coal-powered energy arises from the ADCs, not the LDCs. The problems facing the LDCs and the predominantly rural EOP located within them, unlike those of ADCs, arise from their woeful lack of energy and suboptimal energy conversions. In contrast, most ADCs use fossil fuel energy and hunger for more of it to satisfy their industrial appetite. Furthermore, the differences between the energy rich or high-energy users and the low energy using EOP in ADCs have not been recognized. The fact that the EOP reside in the same country as the energy rich should not obscure the monumental disparities between them. While the top echelons of the economic pyramid in ADCs are inhabited by high-energy users, the EOP - who have no access to power or electricity - populate the much larger lower parts of the economic pyramid. The substance of these realties is echoed, by recent reports of the WHO and the UNDP. n106 Indeed, as the middle classes of China and India rapidly approach lifestyles comparable to the middle classes in Europe and North America, the EOP in these countries remain hidden in the toxic haze of windowless huts, cut off from the attention of their governments and the wider world. ADCs like China and India have been treated as monoliths, when in reality those who inhabit the developed parts of these countries live dramatically different lives from the rural and urban EOP. Such mega-sovereign states may count as single nations under international laws and relations, but in fact consist of a plurality of socio-political, economic, cultural, and geographical entities. The similarity between the EOP in LDCs and the EOP in ADCs has generally been ignored. The socioeconomic condition and lack of technological knowledge among the [*257] 500 million EOP in China and India are analogous to the 750 million EOP in the LDCs. These EOP form distinct burdened societies, and justice calls for them to be treated as such. Given the widespread existence of energy poverty, the services provided by energy could save millions of EOP lives in any type of developing country. Ideally, energy services could power pumps and filters to supply relatively safe drinking water and help provide sanitation to reduce water-borne diseases. Cooking devices powered by solar, kerosene, gas, or electricity would shrink indoor pollution responsible for millions of premature deaths from pulmonary diseases, primarily of women and children, caused by the need to collect and use wood and other biomass for cooking and heating. Energy would free young girls from the drudgery of fuel collection and enable them to go to school. Energy is the key component of a functional health system, providing lights for operating rooms, refrigeration for life-saving vaccines and life-saving drugs, and power for communication systems. n107 Cheap accessible energy would decrease deforestation, reduce air borne pollutants, and prevent injuries and desertification arising from the search for fuel, food, and water in semi-desert climates. Ideally, the availability of modern energy services would promote income generation in developing countries. Electricity can provide illumination to permit longer working hours and power for irrigation, both of which help yield high-value crops. The use of process heat for grinding, milling, husking, and preserving can create value-added products from raw agricultural commodities. Refrigeration can enable sales to higher value markets. Computers, internet, and telephone can provide access to information and markets and facilitate greater trade. n108 But, as has been argued elsewhere, n109 the true costs of and collateral damage caused by modern fossil fuel energy outweighs its benefits. Consequently, reliance should instead be placed on appropriate sustainable energy technologies ("ASETs") to produce energy that [*258] satisfies the energy needs of the EOP while avoiding the damage caused by hydrocarbons.

Internal link – disposable populations

This marginalization in policy constructs the energy-oppressed poor as disposable

Balibar 4 (Etienne Emeritus Professor of Philosohy at University of Paris-X and Distinguished Professor of Humanities at University of California-Irvine, We, The People of Europe? Reflections on Transnational Citizenship, p. 126-29)
I am aware of all these difficulties, but I would maintain that a reality lies behind the notion of something “unprecedented.” Perhaps it is simply the fact that a number of heterogeneous methods or processes of extermination (by which I mean eliminating masses of individuals inas​much as they belong to objective or subjective groups) have themselves become “globalized,” that is, operate in a similar manner everywhere in the world at the same time, and so progressively form a “chain,” giving full reality to what E. P. Thompson anticipated twenty years ago with the name “exterminism.”’3 In this series of connected processes, we must include, precisely because they are heterogeneous—they do not have one and the same “cause,” but they produce cumulative effects: 1. Wars (both “civil” and “foreign,” a distinction that is not easy to draw in many cases, such as Yugoslavia or Chechnya). 2. Communal rioting, with ethnic and/or religious ideologies of “cleansing.” 3. Famines and other kinds of “absolute” poverty produced by the ruin of traditional or nontraditional economies. 4. Seemingly “natural” catastrophes, which in fact are killing on a mass scale because they are overdetermined by social, economic, and political structures, such as pandemics (for example, the dif​ference in the distribution of AIDS and the possibilities of treat​ment between Europe and North America on one side, Africa and some parts of Asia on the other), drought, floods, or earth​quakes in the absence of developed civil protection. In the end it would be my suggestion that the “globalization” of various kinds of extreme violence has produced a growing division of the “globalized” world into life zones and death zones. Between these zones (which indeed are intricate and frequently reproduced within the bound​aries of a single country or city) there exists a decisive and fragile super​border, which raises fears and concerns about the unity and division of mankind—something like a global and local “enmity line,” like the “amity line” that existed in the beginning of the modern European seizure of the world.’4 It is this superborder, this enmity line, that becomes at the same time an object of permanent show and a hot place for intervention but also for nonintervention. We might discuss whether the most worry​ing aspect of present international politics is “humanitarian intervention” or “generalized nonintervention,” or one coming after the other. Should We Consider Extreme Violence to Be “Rational” or “Functional” from the Point of View of Market Capitalism (the “Liberal Economy”)?  This is a very difficult question—in fact, I think it is the most difficult question—but it cannot be avoided; hence it is also the most intellec​tually challenging. Again, we should warn against a paralogism that is only too obvious but nonetheless frequent: that of mistaking conse​quences for goals or purposes. (But is it really possible to discuss social systems in terms of purposes? On the other hand, can we avoid reflecting on the immanent ends, or “logic,” of a structure such as capitalism?) It seems to me, very schematically, that the difficulty arises from the two opposite “global effects” that derive from the emergence of a chain of mass violence—as compared, for example, with what Marx called primi​tive accumulation when he described the creation of the preconditions for capitalist accumulation in terms of the violent suppression of the poor. One kind of effect is simply to generalize material and moral insecurity for millions of potential workers, that is, to induce a massive proletarianization or reproletarianization (a new phase of proletarianiza​tion that crucially involves a return of many to the proletarian condition from which they had more or less escaped, given that insecurity is pre​cisely the heart of the “proletarian condition”). This process is contem​porary with an increased mobility of capital and also humans, and so it takes place across borders. But, seen historically, it can also be distributed among several political varieties:  1. In the “North,” it involves a partial or deep dismantling of the social policies and the institutions of social citizenship created by the welfare state, what I call the “national social state,” and therefore also a violent transition from welfare to workfare, from the social state to the penal state (the United States showing the way in this respect, as was convincingly argued in a recent essay by Loic Wacquant).’5 2. In the “South,” it involves destroying and inverting the “develop​mental” programs and policies, which admittedly did not suffice to produce the desired “takeoff’ but indicated a way to resist impoverishment. 3. In the “semiperiphery,” to borrow Immanuel Wallerstein’s cate​gory, it was connected with the collapse of the dictatorial struc​ture called “real existing socialism,” which was based on scarcity and corruption, but again kept the polarization of riches and poverty within certain limits.  Let me suggest that a common formal feature of all these pro​cesses resulting in the reproletarianization of the labor force is the fact that they suppress or minimize the forms and possibilities of representa​tion of the subaltern within the state apparatus itself, or, if you prefer, the possibilities of more or less effective counterpower. With this remark I want to emphasize the political aspect of processes that, in the first in​stance, seem to be mainly “economic.” This political aspect, I think, is even more decisive when we turn to the other scene, the other kind of result produced by massive violence, although the mechanism here is extremely mysterious. Mysterious but real, unquestionably. I am thinking of a much more destructive tendency, destructive not of welfare or traditional ways of life, but of the social bond itself and, in the end, of “bare life.”’6 Let us think of Michel Foucault, who used to oppose two kinds of politics: “Let live” and “let die.”’7 In the face of the cumulative effects of different forms of extreme violence or cruelty that are displayed in what I called the “death zones” of humanity, we are led to admit that the current mode of production and reproduction has become a mode of production for elimination, a reproduction of populations that are not likely to be productively used or exploited but are always already superfluous, and therefore can be only eliminated either through “political” or “natural” means—what some Latin American sociologists provocatively call poblacion chatarra, “gar​bage humans,” to be “thrown” away, out of the global city.’6 If this is the case, the question arises  once again: what is the rationality of that? Or do we face an absolute triumph of irrationality? My suggestion would be: it is economically irrational (because it amounts to a limitation of the scale of accumulation), but it is politically rational—or, better said, it can be interpreted in political terms. The fact is that history does not move simply in a circle, the circular pattern of successive phases of accumulation. Economic and political class struggles have already taken place in the nineteenth and twentieth centuries with the result of limiting the possibilities of exploitation, creating a balance of forces, and this event remains, so to speak, in the “memory” of the sys​tem. The system (and probably also some of its theoreticians and politi​cians) “knows” that there is no exploitation without class struggles, no class struggles without organization and representation of the exploited, no representation and organization without a tendency toward political and social citizenship. This is precisely what current capitalism cannot afford: there is no possibility of a “global social state” corresponding to the “national social states” in some parts of the world during the last century. I mean, there is no political possibility. Therefore there is politi​cal resistance, very violent indeed, to every move in that direction. Tech​nological revolutions provide a positive but insufficient condition for the deproletarianization of the actual or potential labor force. This time, di​rect political repression may also be insufficient. Elimination or exter​mination has to take place, “passive,” if possible, “active” if necessary; mutual elimination is “best,” but it has to be encouraged from outside. This is what allows me to suggest (and it already takes me to my third question) that if the “economy of global violence” is not functional (because its immanent goals are indeed contradictory), it remains in a sense teleological: the “same” populations are massively targeted (or the reverse: those populations that are targeted become progressively assimi​lated, they look “the same”). They are qualitatively “deterritorialized,” as Gilles Deleuze would say, in an intensive rather than extensive sense: they “live” on the edge of the city, under permanent threat of elimination; but also, conversely, they live and are perceived as “nomads,” even when they are fixed in their homelands, that is, their mere existence, their quantity, their movements, their virtual claims of rights and citizenship are per​ceived as a threat for “civilization.”  In the End, Does “Extreme Violence” Form a “Global System”? Violence can be highly “unpolitical”—this is what I wanted to suggest— but still form a system or be considered “systematic” if its various forms reinforce each other, if they contribute to creating the conditions for their succession and encroachment, if in the end they build a chain of “human(itarian) catastrophes” where actions to prevent the spread of cruelty and extermination, or simply limit their effects, are systematically obstructed. This teleology without an end is exactly what I suggested calling, in the most objective manner, “preventive counterrevolution” or, better perhaps, “preventive counterinsurrection.” It is only seemingly “Hobbesian,” since the weapon used against a “war of all against all” is another kind of war (Le Monde recently spoke about Colombia in terms of “a war against society” waged by the state and the Mafiosi together).’9 It is politics as antipolitics, but it appears as a system because of the many connections between the heterogeneous forms of violence (arms trade indispensable to state budgets with corruption; corruption with criminality; drug, organ, and modern slave trade with dictatorships; dic​tatorships with civil wars and terror); and perhaps also, last but not least, because there is a politics of extreme violence that confuses all the forms to erect the figure of “evil” (humanitarian intervention sometimes partic​ipates in that), and because there is an economics of extreme violence, which makes both coverage and intervention sources of profitable busi​ness. I spoke of a division between zones of life and zones of death, with a fragile line of demarcation. It was tantamount to speaking of the “total​itarian” aspects of globalization. But globalization is clearly not only that. At the moment at which humankind becomes economically and, to some extent, culturally “united,” it is violently divided “biopolitically.” A poli​tics of civility (or a politics of human rights) can be either the imaginary substitute of the destroyed unity, or the set of initiatives that reintroduce everywhere, and particularly on the borderlines themselves, the issue of equality, the horizon of political action.

Internal link – Warming hurts developing country
Warming hurts developing countries – data proves

Miranda et al 11 – Associate Professor of Environmental Sciences and Policy, Nicholas School of the Environment, Children’s Environmental Health Initiative, Duke University

(Marie, with Douglas Hastings, Associate in Research, Nicholas School of the Environment, Children’s Environmental Health Initiative, Duke University, Joseph Aldy, Assistant Professor of Public Policy, Harvard Kennedy School, Harvard University, and William Schlesinger, President, Cary Institute of Ecosystem Studies, Millbrook, NY, “The Environmental Justice Dimensions of Climate Change,” Environmental Justice vol 4 no 1, 2011, pg 17-25, dml)

The correlations between predicted temperature change and our measures of vulnerability indicate that developing nations do, in fact, face a higher degree of exposure to negative impacts of temperature change. This increased temperature burden on already vulnerable nations could lead to crop failures, slowing of economic development, and even political turmoil. The negative effects of temperature change could lead to particularly dire consequences for LICUS and African nations, all of which move away from the optimum temperature between 2009 and 2075. In addition, our use of a ‘‘V-shaped’’ scale for temperature impacts may actually underestimate increases in temperature for countries that are already far warmer than optimum. If the impacts of temperature on human welfare follow a true U-shaped curve, then very warm nations will be affected even more severely by future climate warming. Furthermore, our analysis of predicted temperature change for multiple time periods suggests that the unequal distribution of temperature impacts will persist over the next century. In fact, our forecasted distribution actually becomes more disparate moving from 2033 to 2099.

Miranda et al 11 – Associate Professor of Environmental Sciences and Policy, Nicholas School of the Environment, Children’s Environmental Health Initiative, Duke University

(Marie, with Douglas Hastings, Associate in Research, Nicholas School of the Environment, Children’s Environmental Health Initiative, Duke University, Joseph Aldy, Assistant Professor of Public Policy, Harvard Kennedy School, Harvard University, and William Schlesinger, President, Cary Institute of Ecosystem Studies, Millbrook, NY, “The Environmental Justice Dimensions of Climate Change,” Environmental Justice vol 4 no 1, 2011, pg 17-25, dml)

While developed nations have historically emitted far more greenhouse gases than developing nations, the effects of global climate change are predicted to be felt most severely by poor, developing nations. 1 There are two primary reasons that developing countries will be disproportionately affected by climate change. First, developing nations may simply be exposed to more damaging changes in climate as a result of their location on the globe. 2 Second, their relative lack of infrastructure, technology, and governance institutions may make it more difﬁcult for developing countries to adapt to changes in climate. Thus, the nations that are likely to see the greatest impacts of climate change may also be the least prepared to cope with the consequences of these changes. Recent research has examined differences in climate change exposure between developed and developing nations. Tol et al. note that poor countries tend to be hotter, and thus agricultural and other economic activities in these nations are closer to their upper temperature tolerance. 3 Therefore, as temperature increases as a result of global warming, the economies of poor countries near the equator will be more severely affected. Tol predicts, however, that this discrepancy will slowly decrease during the next century as a result of more rapid warming at high latitudes. 4 Research conducted by Yohe et al. further examines exposure to climate change by using a model to generate predictions for the degree to which each nation will be affected by temperature change. 5 Yohe et al. ﬁnd that developing countries will be more severely affected by climate change than developed nations when they consider the aggregate impacts of warming. They note, however, that the effects of warming are predicted to be severe for all nations if they calibrate their model to consider the possibility of extreme weather events. A recent study by Srinivasan et al. adds to the climate change exposure literature by comparing the exposure of nations to climate change by national per-capita income. Srinivasan et al. ﬁnd that poor nations bear far greater costs of climate change.

Climate change destroys the southern-tier countries
Gordon 7 – Professor of Law at Villanova University

(Ruth, “THE CLIMATE OF ENVIRONMENTAL JUSTICE: TAKING STOCK: CLIMATE CHANGE AND THE POOREST NATIONS: FURTHER REFLECTIONS ON GLOBAL INEQUALITY, 78 U. Colo. L. Rev. 1559, lexis, dml)

What we do know, however, is that southern-tier nations will be disproportionately affected by climate change, and many of these nations will be the least equipped to deal with these consequences. n135 This Part will begin with a focus on African nations, which face a variety of harms and, because of their poverty, will have an especially difficult time dealing with them. It will then turn to small island nations, which face annihilation, and then briefly to the native peoples of the Arctic region, who are giving us a glimpse into one possible future. Both small island nations and Arctic peoples face the most catastrophic consequences: the total destruction of their habitat and thus of their culture, community, and way of life. For them, global warming means the unmitigated end of life as they have always known it.

Africa is especially at risk – multiple reasons

Gordon 7 – Professor of Law at Villanova University

(Ruth, “THE CLIMATE OF ENVIRONMENTAL JUSTICE: TAKING STOCK: CLIMATE CHANGE AND THE POOREST NATIONS: FURTHER REFLECTIONS ON GLOBAL INEQUALITY, 78 U. Colo. L. Rev. 1559, lexis, dml)

Africa is particularly at risk to climate change, in part because of its poverty and a lack of resources to deal with a problem that is beyond its control. Taken as a whole, it is the poorest continent in the world and probably the least industrialized. n144 Technological and economic resources are minimal. n145 Drought, floods, and food scarcity are already problems in some areas, and these problems are likely to multiply and intensify. In countries already vulnerable to drought, less rainfall is predicted, which will raise particular difficulties regarding water resources. n146 Fourteen countries in Africa already [*1592] suffer from water insufficiency, and it is estimated that another eleven nations will join this unenviable club within the next twenty-five years. n147 Where water resources are shared, there is a potential for conflict as nations clash over an increasingly insufficient supply. n148 Moreover, there are already discussions regarding the prospect of "climate change refugees," to portray the large scale and pervasive displacement of African peoples. n149 Desertification is expected to intensify as there is less rainfall and land becomes increasingly scarce. n150 Global warming is expected to put an additional 80 to 120 million people at risk of hunger, and 70% to 80% of these people will be located in Africa. n151 As weather patterns become more unpredictable, farmers are having a difficult time determining where and what to plant. n152 Food insecurity is expected to increase as agricultural production declines due to lack of water and changing ecosystems. It is predicted that climate change could lead to a 5% drop in the production of food crops. n153 Rapidly changing ecosystems also raise the specter of risks to biodiversity and natural resource productivity. Many impoverished peoples depend on the diversity of surrounding ecosystems to support their way of life. Global warming, however, will have potentially devastating effects on habitats and the diversity found within already fragile ecosystems; between 25% and 40% of Africa's natural plant habitats could be lost by 2085. n154 The Working Group on Climate Change and Development predicts that as plant species used in traditional medicines become extinct, local peoples' capacity to combat illnesses will become increasingly impaired. n155 Vector-and water-borne diseases are expected to escalate, especially in areas with an [*1593] inadequate health infrastructure. n156 Heat stress, air pollution, water failures, water-and food-borne diseases, and food insecurity present other potential health hazards that are particularly problematic in the absence of sufficient medical services. n157 Women may bear the brunt of these disasters, having limited access to land, education, and credit, while producing 80% of the crops. Their traditional knowledge may be crucial in addressing these issues, even if this knowledge alone is insufficient. n158
Warming hurts the poor

Guruswamy 10 – Nicholas Doman Professor of Law, Director for the Center for Energy and Environmental Security, University of Colorado at Boulder

(Lakshman, “Energy Justice and Sustainable Development,” 21 COLO. J. INT'L ENVTL. L. & POL'Y 231, lexis, dml)

According to its proponents, the rationale for regulating carbon dioxide is a legitimate application of the principle of SD, because carbon  [*266]  dioxide is the pollutant most responsible for global warming. Furthermore, the effects of global warming will impact the poorest countries of the world most severely. Proponents argue that scientific assessments demonstrate that global warming disproportionately afflicts the EOP because they are unable to adapt to changes in climate, increased droughts, or rising seas. Millions of EOP, particularly in Africa, face some of the biggest risks from disease, drought, and disrupted water supplies. As the oceans swell with water from melting ice sheets, the crowded river deltas in Asia and Egypt, along with small island nations, are most at risk. While developed countries are hardly immune from drought and flooding, their wealth will largely insulate them from severe harm, at least for the next generation or two. Some advocates targeting global warning point out that the position of the EOP is exceptionally perilous. They argue that the way forward must therefore lie in concentrating global action on mitigating the effects of GHGs. The claim that global warming is the greatest problem facing burdened societies is unfounded and unsubstantiated. While global warming is a serious problem, it is certainly not the most important public health, ecological or bio-physical problem facing the EOP. The alleged devastation caused to the EOP in three areas is dealt with briefly in the next three sections.

SSP Spillover

And, US leadership gets the international community on board

Hsu 10 – PhD in Engineering

Feng, PhD in Engineering, Former head of the NASA GSFC risk management function, and was the GSFC lead on the NASA-MIT joint project for risk-informed decision-making support on key NASA programs, has over 90 publications and is coauthor of two books and co-chair of several technical committees, 12-2010, “Harnessing the Sun: Embarking on Humanity's Next Giant Leap,” Online Journal of Space Communication, http://spacejournal.ohio.edu/issue16/hsu.html
An major effort led by the U.S. - similar to the 1960s Apollo Project to put a man on the moon - with broad participation from the international community may be what is needed to create, implement and operate a commercial scale SPS system. Please remember, an inherent feature of Solar Power Satellites is their location in earth orbit outside the borders of any individual nation. Their energy will be delivered back to the earth by way of wireless power transmission. WPT applications must be compatible with other uses of the radio frequency spectrum in the affected orbital space. SPS infrastructures must also be launched and delivered into space. International involvement of governments is mandatory for coordinating global treaties and agreements, frequency assignments, satellite locations, space traffic control and other features of space operations to prevent international confrontations. It is imperative that a multi-governmental organization or entity be put in place. For the U.S. - or any single nation - to implement a full-scale SPS project alone will be extremely difficult, if not inconceivable, due to the many political, regulatory and technological reasons stated. However, it is equally important that there be a lead nation providing the necessary leadership in such a complex and interdependent international effort. The various project elements involving multiple government and industry partnerships must be clearly defined. The United States is a logical leader in this area because of the breadth of its technology infrastructure and capability, as well as the magnitude of financial resources available in its industry and financial community. Building, launching and operating a system of Solar Power Satellites in space orbit is going to be a technology and engineering endeavor requiring great human effort and ingenuity. If we can go to the Moon and achieve the splitting of atoms, we can also overcome the inefficiency problems of solar-electric conversion, and we can achieve affordable access to space. We can make Solar Power Satellites a cost competitive source of energy for all of humanity.

Developed countries key
Only energy transfer solves

Lipschutz 91 – Assistant Professor of Politics, University of California, Santa Cruz

(Ronnie, “Wasn’t the Future Wonderful?  Resources, Environment, and the Emerging Myth of Global Sustainable Development,” 2 Colo. J. Int'l Envtl. L. & Pol'y 35 1991, dml)
In particular, how strongly do we adhere to the consumption-flow requirement? What is the role of technology in the matching process? (How, for that matter, do we decide which technologies are permitted, which are forbidden?5) Presumably, the hardware that allows resources to be efficiently consumed must be produced in a "sustainable" way, as well. Does this mean that the technology must also originate within the relevant ecosystemic unit? Are transfers between units to be allowed? What if one region is not able to produce certain things because it lacks the necessary resource endowment or technical capabilities? Can we import, or must we do without? Is the economic division of labor characteristic of the modem world economy to be done away with completely in deference to high levels of regional self-reliance, or is there a way to reconcile this division of labor with sustainability? If the answer to this last question is: "no-transfers are not permitted," then we must recognize that some regions will be condemned to decline or perpetual poverty. There will be major differences in standards of living from one ecosystemic unit to the next, depending on natural endowments and technological levels. Sustainable we may be, but rich and poor we will also be. In such a world it is likely that the rich would get richer, and the poor, poorer. And, as there does seem to be a strong correlation between poverty and environmental degradation, sustainable development at the scale of an ecosystemic unit would be difficult to achieve. (The rich do pollute, too, but they are also more able to pay for environmental quality.) A similar argument would apply if our unit of analysis were the state: Some countries would be rich, others poor. We could begin to get around this problem if we were to relax our constraint on interregional exchange, but this now raises the likelihood that interregional subsidization will be necessary.
Obligation to do the plan
Obligation to do the plan

Tully 6 – former BP Postdoctoral Fellow of the Economic and Social Research Council (ESRC) Centre for the Analysis of Risk and Regulation and of the Law Department of the London School of Economics and Political Science

(Stephen, “The Human Right to Access Electricity,” The Electricity Journal vol 19 issue 3, April 2006, pg 30-39, dml)

Such obligations are not particularly onerous for states since claims in the economic, social, and cultural ﬁeld are typically cast as broadly formulated governmental programs. The principle of progressive realization under the ICESCR envisages that state parties will take steps, individually and through international co-operation to the maximum of their available resources, to progressively achieve the full realization of the rights recognized thereunder by all appropriate means. 18 However, several obligations (namely, non-discrimination and undertaking deliberate, concrete, and targeted steps) must be immediately implemented. Overall governments are subject to a constant and continuing duty to move as expeditiously and effectively as possible towards realizing any particular economic, social, or cultural right. It is equally incumbent upon individuals to observe contractual terms, promptly pay meter deposits and monthly electricity bills, honestly record consumption, refrain from pilfering (as evidenced by meter damage, wiring connections, or other alterations), permit access to premises (for the purposes of inspection, installation, reading, testing, removal, replacement, or disposal of equipment), allow the construction of infrastructure (poles, lines, and circuits), and minimize electrical wastage.

Equity framework key

Taking a starting point of energy equity is key to solve
Birdsall and Subramanian 9 – *Founder of the Center for Global Development AND **Senior Fellow at the Center for Global Development
(Nancy and Arvind, “Energy Needs and Efficiency, not Emissions: Re-framing the Climate Change Narrative,” http://www.cgdev.org/files/1423191_file_Energy_Needs_and_Efficiency_not_Emissions_FINAL.pdf, dml)
Not only are these proposals mostly arbitrary on burden-sharing. They are framed in our view from the wrong starting point, i.e. starting from the assumption that what is fundamental is the right to pollute or the right to the atmosphere in its capacity as a global sink. This starting point, has afflicted the basic conversation on climate change between rich and poor worlds—what one might call the narrative—in a way that has led to misunderstanding and recrimination and hence to limited progress in climate change discussions. To move beyond this narrative, we propose a different perspective to an equitable distribution of burden sharing grounded in three principles. 1. Energy not emissions: First, and foremost, we posit that from an ethical perspective, what is primary is not the “right” to pollute, but access of people as consumers, independent of where they live, to basic energy-based amenities – such as meal preparation at home, pleasant ambient temperatures indoors, and or access to transportation ensuring personal mobility, at reasonable cost. The conflation of emissions and energy use is not surprising, since the production of energy to provide these services has historically been carbon-intensive. But as we show the link varies across countries and time.2 Equity in, or comparability of, access to energy-based services should be the touchstone, not emissions. Of course, the extent of pollution will have to observe the critical constraint of not heating the planet beyond what are now considered critical tipping points but that is a constraint not the primary objective. 2. History as guide to equitable energy access: Our second key point is that the right to energy services should be determined by a simple historical rule: developing countries’ peoples’ future access to energy services per se (not to emissions) should be no different from the energy services enjoyed by rich countries’ peoples at the latter’s comparable stages of development. Put differently, it would seem unfair for people in developing countries to be deprived of such access merely because they are late-comers to the development process-- late-comers, in the sense of others already having used up a key resource for development. To give a simple example, the access of a household in Chennai (India) to the services provided by air-conditioning or by cooking gas should be no different from its counterpart in Austin (United States) at comparable levels of income per capita.3 3. Future as basis for carbon efficiency: Lest this sound like a recipe for blowing up the planet, we add a third key point. While developing country people’s access to energy services should not be compromised, the manner in which these services are met, or the efficiency of meeting given energy services, need not follow the same history-based trajectory as followed in the past in the advanced countries. For developing countries, the efficiency of meeting energy needs should reflect the most efficient technology actually available to them now and in the future, not the technology used by advanced countries at comparable stages of development. To go back to the example, the technology used by the household in Chennai in getting the air-conditioning services in 2025 should not be the same as that used by the Austin household in 1990 (when say it had the same income level); instead, it should reflect and be very similar to the technology used by the Austin household in 2025 itself.
EJ key

A paradigm of energy justice is key to assist the energy-oppressed poor

Guruswamy 10 – Nicholas Doman Professor of Law, Director for the Center for Energy and Environmental Security, University of Colorado at Boulder

(Lakshman, “Energy Justice and Sustainable Development,” 21 COLO. J. INT'L ENVTL. L. & POL'Y 231, lexis, dml)

Sustainable Development ("SD") - an expression of distributive justice - is the foundational premise of international energy and environmental law. It posits that international answers to environmental and energy problems cannot be pursued as independent and autonomous objectives but must be addressed within the framework of economic and social development. SD has been politically institutionalized in the Millennium Development Goals and a plethora of significant international instruments. Perhaps more importantly from a legal standpoint, SD is unequivocally codified, in the most widely accepted international energy and environmental treaties. This Article affirms the importance and continuing applicability of SD to the "other" third of the world afflicted by energy problems who live on less than a dollar or two a day. Two-thirds of the world, those in developed and advanced developing countries, are high energy (fossil fuel) users who are responsible for problems of global warming. By contrast, the primary energy relied on by the "other" third of the world, numbering around two billion peoples, is biomass-based fire. The kind of fire they rely upon fails to supply the majority of their basic energy needs. These fires also cause indoor pollution leading to over a million and a half premature deaths per year, primarily of women and children. However, the last five to ten years have witnessed the growth of a different worldwide movement concerned with global warming and climate change. The singular focus of the climate change movement is the reduction of carbon dioxide emissions. Unfortunately, the objectives of carbon dioxide reduction and SD can and do diverge. Despite a ritualistic bow to SD, the global warming movement has generally ignored the energy oppressed poor ("EOP"). They have done so because the EOP use hardly any fossil fuels and their carbon dioxide emissions are less than negligible. Instead, climate change and global warming advocates and decision makers have concentrated their attention only on high energy users in the developed world, and advanced developing countries like China and India. The other third of the world - the "EOP" - have been ignored. This Article explains why energy justice ("EJ"), which provides the philosophical and jurisprudential underpinnings of SD, demands that the developed and high energy world should act to address the condition of the EOP. Such action must begin with tackling indoor air pollution. Providentially, doing so will also have the co-benefit of mitigating black carbon which is the second most important cause of global warming. But actions based on EJ and SD should extend far beyond that single measure and calls for sustainable energy that will enable the EOP to develop, and break the bonds of poverty and energy deprivation. The right of the EOP to SD must be re-affirmed.
 

EJ solves warming

Promoting environmental justice creates a new mindset that’s key to solve warming 
Guruswamy 10 – Nicholas Doman Professor of Law, Director for the Center for Energy and Environmental Security, University of Colorado at Boulder

(Lakshman, “Energy Justice and Sustainable Development,” 21 COLO. J. INT'L ENVTL. L. & POL'Y 231, lexis, dml)

Energy Justice ("EJ") conjugates justice with energy. Justice is the first virtue of social institutions; n1 energy is a fundamental need and the driving determinant of human progress. n2Energy justice seeks to apply basic principles of justice as fairness to the injustice evident among people devoid of life sustainable energy, hereinafter called the energy oppressed poor ("EOP"). EJ is an integral and inseparable dimension of the universally accepted foundational principle, or grundnorm, n3 of international law and policy: Sustainable Development ("SD"). The original formulators of the concept, the World Commission on Sustainable Development, also known as the Brundtland Commission, pointed to the abject poverty of the developing world, and articulated a distributional principle which they called sustainable development. They reasoned that SD would meet the basic needs of the world's poor by providing economic and social development without which environmental protection could not be achieved. n4 This distributional principle of SD is now re-affirmed and expressed in the most widely accepted energy n5 and environmental treaties n6 and declarations. n7 EJ, [*234] however, has been egregiously ignored in international discourse and negotiations about energy and the environment. The present article impugns such global malfeasance. The facts about energy justice are distressing. A disturbingly large swath of humanity is caught in a time warp. Between 2 and 2.5 billion people, amounting to nearly a third of the world, rely upon biomass-generated fire as their principal source of energy. These fires are made by burning animal dung, waste, crop residues, rotted wood, other forms of "bad" biomass, and raw coal. Unlike the rest of the world, the other third live without access to energy generated lighting, space heating, cooking, and mechanical power. They suffer from grinding poverty, lamentable diseases, lack of safe drinking water and sanitation, non-access to education, and barely experience economic and social development. Moreover, the biomass-generated fire they rely upon is an inadequate source of energy. It does not provide the kind of exogenous energy required for sustainable human development. Fire can be used for cooking and heating but fails to supply the majority of other basic energy needs. Fire does not power water pumps, grinding mills, vehicles, or agricultural equipment. Further, it does not provide clean lighting, water filtration, or more generally help create the goods and services required for food, clothing, and shelter. In responding to this challenge, the nations of the world and the United Nations ("UN"), arrived at an obvious, rational, and integrated application of SD. In 2000, they agreed on the Millennium Development Goals ("MDGs") and Millennium Development Project ("MDP"). The objectives of the MDGs and MDP are to halve global poverty and [*235] hunger, increase access to safe water and sanitation, provide primary education, and improve gender equality. They further seek to reduce child and maternal mortality by sixty-six percent, and reverse the growth of malaria, HIV/ AIDS, and other major diseases. The target year for achieving these goals is 2015. n8 Two aspects of the MDGs are worthy of special notice. First, they require access to energy, and second, they are a prerequisite for dealing with global warming. The MDGs cannot be satisfied without access to energy. n9 First, the goal of reducing poverty depends on the availability of energy because even the most rudimentary forms of income-generating activities, like agriculture and small businesses, need energy to power machines for milling or grinding, for transportation to market goods and services, for telecommunications, and for education. Second, the goal of reducing hunger requires that more food be grown and distributed. Most forms of irrigation require energy to power water pumps, as well as for machines that harvest crops. Processing food requires energy, as does transportation and distribution. Third, water treatment plants that provide safe drinking water require energy, and hospitals need energy for refrigeration of vital medications and vaccinations. Finally, in order to provide primary education, schools require energy for lighting and heating, and students need lighting at home to do their homework. It seems almost obvious that the MDGs, as an instrument of SD, should concentrate on the developmental objectives of the EOP. The environmental and global warming implications of the MDG are equally clear. It empowers and enables healthier, more educated peoples, including women, to adapt to and mitigate global warming. There is no doubt that healthier, more educated peoples, are better able to combat global warming than an ill educated population dying from illness, disease, hunger and malnutrition. The MDGs should be used to further SD by fulfilling the developmental objectives of the EOP as a necessary first step in meeting their environmental and global warming challenges.

 
Energy solves poverty/gender

Lack of energy access uniquely harms women and contributes to gender inequality

Lallement no date – Adviser, Energy and Water Department & Manager, Energy Sector Assistance Program, The World Bank; was written sometime after 2003

(Dominique, “Energy as a Linchpin in Critical Sectors: Bringing a Human Face to Energy, http://siteresources.worldbank.org/INTGENENERGY/Resources/BringingAHumanFaceToEnergy.pdf, dml)
If we accept that energy is a human right as I proposed in my introduction, as energy and non-energy professionals we must be concerned that the benefits from energy services on both welfare improvements in health and education for example, and from growth will be equally shared by women and men. We must also be concerned that the distortions which presently exist will be corrected, and that the results will be sustainable. This is a pretty daunting challenge. Seventy percent (70%) of the poor are women. This is a fact that we cannot ignore. We also know that men and women have different perceptions of the needs and solutions for energy services. For example, we tested these gender differences in Cambodia at the household level through a participatory approach for a rural energy services projects. Men were ranking power higher – as it gives access to TV – while women ranked heating for cooking as their priority need. At the community level, women tend to focus more globally on the whole chain: energy to cultivate, produce, transport, transform, sell, – whether it is food, water, or other commodities – and on energy for education, health, security, while men are more selective: mechanical energy or power for certain jobs, power for leisure.

Energy solves the intersection of gender, energy, and poverty

Clancy, Skutsch, and Batchelor 2 – *a Reader in technology transfer with the Technology and Development Group, University of Twente, **Senior 

Lecturer with the Technology and Development Group, University of Twente, AND ***Director of Gamos Ltd

(Joy, Margaret, and Simon, “The Gender-Energy-Poverty Nexus: Finding the energy to address gender concerns in development,” http://www.sarpn.org.za/documents/d0000378/P342_Skutsch_Batchelor.pdf, dml)

The gender dimension of energy and poverty appears in a number of ways. In households where there are adult men and women, the gendered division of labour generally allocates to women the responsibility for household energy provision related to their spheres of influence in the household, in particular activities centred on the kitchen. However, when energy has to be purchased, men enter the decision-making process, for example in the purchase of batteries for radios. In South Africa, it was found that the high expenditure on batteries was for young men to listen to taped music; in many cases, female members of the household had no access to the equipment and no control over battery purchase (Makan, 1995). In some households, recreational equipment, such as TVs and radios, was bought before labour-saving equipment for domestic chores. Decisions about what to buy and who owns it were made by the male members of the household. The impact of such decisions on total household budgets should not be overlooked. Survey data from Uganda in 1996 showed that 94% of rural households not connected to the electricity grid used dry cell batteries, and were estimated to be spending about US$6 per household per month on batteries (quoted in Barnett 2000). Barnett points our that although such batteries are convenient, they are a very expensive way of buying electricity, as in this form it costs about US$ 400 per kWh. Men can also influence the uptake of energy technologies in the women’s domain of the kitchen. In Zimbabwe, men are reported to have rejected the use of solar cookers by their wives, since technology and its development are seen traditionally as a male preserve (Nyoni, 1993). Men will often decide on the stove technology if it is to be purchased (Tucker, 1999). Men also make important decisions on other factors that influence cooking and kitchen comfort, for example material for kitchen walls and roofing (Dutta, 1997). Some men have also expressed concern about the use their wives would make of the time saved through using new stoves, while others saw it as an opportunity for their wives to undertake more productive activities (Wilson and Green, 2000). Women are also aware of the fact that savings in one area of drudgery can result in increased drudgery in another area; Jackson’s (1997) study of women’s involvement in water projects showed that some women deliberately adopted a nonparticipation strategy to avoid increasing their overall workload, is instructive in this matter. There can also be distinct gender aspects to the distribution of benefits from modern energy carriers. For example, the evaluation of a rural electrification project in Tamil Nadu showed that men benefited more than women since the electricity was used to run irrigation pumps substituting for oxen-drawn water (Rengasamy et al., 2001). The care of the oxen was traditionally a task for men. They gained more free time when the number of draft animals decreased, and they used this time for involvement in politics and improving their agricultural methods, thereby increasing their social and human capital. However, electricity did not substitute for any of the tasks of women, and hence their strategic needs were not addressed. Women and men have different perceptions about the benefits of energy, men see the benefits of electricity in terms of leisure, quality of life, and education for their children; while women see electricity as providing the means for reducing their workload, improving health, and reducing expenditure. However, women have also been found to benefit from access to television, such as in Nepal where it is reported that women’s empowerment was enhanced when they could see pictures showing that they “don’t have to remain as second class citizens” (quoted in Barnett, 2000).

Intersectionality add-on

The focus on helping the third world allows for an analysis of the intersectional nature of oppression

Kabeer 97 – Professorial Fellow at the Institute of Development Studies

(Naila, “Tactics and Trade-Offs: Revisiting the Links Between Gender and Poverty,” IDS Bulletin Vol 28 No 3 1997 pg 1-13, dml)

In addition, some feminist scholars have argued compellingly that any concern with social justice must start with the concerns of poor Third World women. Particularly in contexts where race, class andlor caste introduced extreme forms of stratification, a strategy for social justice which started from some notion of women's shared interests across these divides was a difficult one to sustain. Instead, the vantage point of the most oppressed appeared to offer a more strategic entry point for grasping - and tackling - the complexities of subordination in the interests of a more just development. As Peggy Antrobus put it, 'the strongest case for the focus on the poor Third World woman is that in her we find the conjuncture of race, class, gender and nationality which symbolises underdevelopment' (1989, p. 202; see also Sen and Grown 1985; Kabeer 1994).

Focus on singular instances of oppression fail – only by analyzing intersectionality can we actually address hierarchies of domination
Crenshaw 94 – professor of critical race studies at UCLA

(Kimberle, “Mapping the Margins: Intersectionality, Identity Politics, and Violence against Women of Color,” Stanford Law Review, Vol. 43, No. 6 (Jul., 1991), pp. 1241-1299, dml)

The embrace of identity politics, however, has been in tension with domi- nant conceptions of social justice. Race, gender, and other identity catego- ries are most often treated in mainstream liberal discourse as vestiges of bias or domination-that is, as intrinsically negative frameworks in which social power works to exclude or marginalize those who are different. According to this understanding, our liberatory objective should be to empty such cate- gories of any social significance. Yet implicit in certain strands of feminist and racial liberation movements, for example is the view that the social power in delineating difference need not be the power of domination; it can instead be the source of social empowerment and reconstruction. The problem with identity politics is not that it fails to transcend differ- ence, as some critics charge, but rather the opposite-that it frequently con- flates or ignores intragroup differences. In the context of violence against women, this elision of difference in identity politics is problematic, funda- mentally because the violence that many women experience is often shaped by other dimensions of their identities, such as race and class. Moreover, ignoring difference within groups contributes to tension among groups, an- other problem of identity politics that bears on efforts to politicize violence against women. Feminist efforts to politicize experiences of women and an- tiracist efforts to politicize experiences of people of color have frequently proceeded as though the issues and experiences they each detail occur on mutually exclusive terrains. Although racism and sexism readily intersect in the lives of real people, they seldom do in feminist and antiracist practices. And so, when the practices expound identity as woman or person of color as an either/or proposition, they relegate the identity of women of color to a location that resists telling. My objective in this article is to advance the telling of that location by exploring the race and gender dimensions of violence against women of color.3 Contemporary feminist and antiracist discourses have failed to con- sider intersectional identities such as women of color.4 Focusing on two dimensions of male violence against women-battering and rape-I consider how the experiences of women of color are frequently the product of inter- secting patterns of racism and sexism,5 and how these experiences tend not to be represented within the discourses of either feminism or antiracism. Be- cause of their intersectional identity as both women and of color within dis- courses that are shaped to respond to one or the other, women of color are marginalized within both. In an earlier article, I used the concept of intersectionality to denote the various ways in which race and gender interact to shape the multiple dimen- sions of Black6 women's employment experiences.7 My objective there was to illustrate that many of the experiences Black women face are not sub- sumed within the traditional boundaries of race or gender discrimination as these boundaries are currently understood, and that the intersection of ra- cism and sexism factors into Black women's lives in ways that cannot be captured wholly by looking at the race or gender dimensions of those exper- iences separately. I build on those observations here by exploring the vari- ous ways in which race and gender intersect in shaping structural, political, and representational aspects of violence against women of color.

Ethical Obligation
We have an obligation to help the Other in the face of their oppression beyond any other obligation

Hofmeyr, 9 – researcher in the Department of Philosophy of the University of Pretoria, South Africa. She holds a PhD in Philosophy from the Radboud University Nijmegen, the Netherlands 
(Benda, “Radical Passivity: Rethinking Ethical Agency in Levinas” pg 85-88)

To fix the distinctiveness of the face that faces one from things that simply expose their surfaces, Levinas argues that things are open to appropriation , and indeed are constituted as things by appropriation. Heidegger had replaced a substantive account of things with a relational account. The primary format of our environment, he said, is that of a practical field. The things are found not in isolation but in a layout of things and are dynamically related to one another. We discover things in using them, and what we perceive in them is their serviceability or recalcitrance, the ways they fit together and dynamically resist or move one another. These we discover in handling them, manipulating them. We do not discover properties, that is, features that belong to them, but appropriatenesses, ways they serve, support, or resist our manipulations. It is in our handling and through our manipulating of them that the appropriatenesses, the serviceabilities and recalcitrances of things take form. But Levinas argues that things can be detached and manipulated because they are substances, solids that hold themselves together. Appropriation precedes and makes possible utilization. He characterizes things as meubles – moveable goods, furnishings. The term designates both their character of being detachable solids, substances, and their destination for the home. The practical environment is not an indefinitely spread-out instrumental complex; it is laid out for each of us about our home. A home is a space of rest and tranquillity, withdrawn from the bustle and hubbub of work. Brought back to the home, things support our positions, our rest, and our nourishments. In the home they are no longer used, manipulated, but enjoyed. They are no longer means, but ends: our movement and our sensibility ends in them, without using them as relays to envisage further objectives. Levinas thus argues that the environment of things is constituted as such by an initial appropriation , and that detaching things and treating them as furnishings further subject them to the active I. But do things not possess their own existence , independent of me? They exist in the vast and uncontained realms of the elements – in the air, in the light or in the darkness, in warmth or cold, supported in their places by the ground. They can be detached and appropriated because they are solids that hold together of themselves, substances. We must then go beyond the phenomenology that reduces things to the structures that govern, and are revealed, in the succession of sensible appearances. Things are as real as we are, and just as our bodily reality is not reducible to a succession of visual and audible patterns, so things are not reducible to what we perceive or can perceive of them. As substances they are not simply solids that hold together of themselves; they maintain crystal, arboreal or organic forms, and to see them is to see what is achieved by them. To see the face of another human is, Levinas says, to see her wants and needs, her vulnerability and mortality. Do not the things of the world also show this essential susceptibility , this contingency? To see other animals, plants, mountains and rivers, and manufactured things is to see what they need to live or to exist in their settings. We see the penguin mired in an oil slick. The young fruit tree now stabilized with guy wires requires water in the drought of summer; its leaves are susceptible to predatory animals and insects; the stumps of its branches broken by the ice of winter are susceptible to fungus and the invasion of dry rot. Even as we detach a piece of rock from the quarry to make it a building-stone, we find our manipulations commanded by its susceptibility to being cracked or shattered. To see things is also to respect their spaces, to recognize our powers to protect them, support them, nourish, or repair them. We discover our powers in the me asure that we explore our environment and discover, every step of the way, what the things require. This cannot mean that we always and at every moment must answer to the needs of all the things about us. Every initiative we undertake involves recognizing which needs are important, urgent, and immediate. What then has to be done has to be done by me, when and because I am the one who is there and who has the resources . Strolling in the forest, I come upon a discarded, still smouldering cigarette butt in the dry leaves. Coming upon an ivory-billed woodpecker, thought to be extinct for 60 years, I alert the press and launch a movement to protect its habitat from loggers and developers. For Levinas the relationship with the elements is realized in sensuality , in egoist enjoyment . This is surely too limited a conception. Does not the earth extending indefinitely before our feet summon us forth? Does not the light which floods our eyes when we awaken summon us, not only to see illuminated substances laid out for our appropriation , but also to lose our egoism in it, our eyes to become crystals radiating its warmth and delight upon the things and to passers-by? Does not the night, which for Levinas repels us in horror and undermines our power to commence and to stand in in-sistence, summon us to an ecstatic, nocturnal and impersonal destiny? Alterity and Infinity To fix the distinctiveness of the ethical imperative , over against practical imperatives, Levinas introduces the concepts of alterity and infinity . When someone turns to face me, I do not see her visible and tangible face as the side and contour of her physiological substance, nor do I see it as a sign designating something conceptually grasped: her functional identity . I see it as the visible and tangible mark of a lack, a need, the trace of an absence. Her face is abstract and ab-solute, Levinas says, disconnected from the supporting environment of things. To turn to face me is to extract herself from the substance of the world , to denude herself. She faces me in poverty and destitution. She is other than the things that furnish the environment I appropriate. Inasmuch as I observe the visible and tangible body of someone before me, similar to my own, acting in ways I have acted or could act, she is perceived as similar to me, an alter ego . She is similar to me, but different because situated in a different practical field, whose actions I view at a time deferred, past or future, relative to where I am present. But inasmuch as someone faces me, it is someone other than me that I encounter . To be sure, I can represent to myself what she is and what she needs, but in contesting that representation of her, or in accepting it, she arises beyond every representation I form of her presence; she stands beyond every response I offer to her, judging it. This otherness is not given to my appropriative initiatives, but constrains them, appeals to my forces and resources and places demands on them. It is the otherness of a being exterior to me who commands my words and initiatives. But does a like imperative not make itself known to us in our dealing with other living beings not of our species, and with things? For they do not lie about us simply as substances exposed for our use and our enjoyment ; to deal with them is to see what we have to do. We do not see a deer caught in the branches of a tree in the flooding river without envisioning how it could be freed and how we could free it. The post of an inhabited birdhouse that is bending in the wind and is in danger of being overturned designates our ability to stabilize it. We do not see the mountain spring without seeing how the plastic bags that the wind has blown into it are choking it. The intrinsic importance of these beings is visible together with the urgency of their needs. Before seeing how rivers and mountains, giraffes and hummingbirds could be important for us, or for other beings, we see that they are important in themselves, for themselves. Their being is in front of us, and our having the available resources to help makes their needs an appeal and a demand placed on us who are there. But, Levinas says, when it is someone of our own kind who faces us, the appeal is displaced and renewed whenever it is satisfied. The response with which we answer another’s question is itself a question put to his judgment, and is open to a further question on his part. Even if he assents to what I say to him, and assents to the representation of his presence I formulate and put to him, he stands apart, beyond that representation, in assenting to it. His very assent is a question asking for my confirmation. As with words, Levinas says, so with deeds. The wound we anaesthetize and bandage will have to be cleaned again and the skin once healed remains vulnerable to the harsh edges of the world . The one who, in Leo Tolstoy’s story or Satyajit Ray’s film, in times of famine gives a stranger some bread from his stores, finds that stranger hungry and at the door the next day, and with his wife and children. The negativity of the need and want with which another human faces us is unending. When he faces us we discover the unendingness of this vulnerability. Against the juridical concept of responsibility that has dominated ethics since Aristotle , Levinas shows that responsibility cannot be measured by what I have foreseen and intended. To be responsible for my child is to take responsibility for what others have done to him, to take responsibility for what the debilitating or twisted conceptions of the culture that lies beyond me and existed before me have done to him. If he is born deformed or retarded, this is perhaps the result of a recessive gene from generations back, but it is I who must respond to it with all my resources. The responsibilities I have with regard to another, Levinas says, increase in the me asure that I respond to them. From the first I find myself responsible for the want and need, and the very irresponsibility of another – I find myself guilty. And this guilt increases in the measure that I speak and act responsibly. 
AT:  Disad

Ethics should come before political concerns

Simmons 3 – associate professor of social sciences at Arizona State University
William, “An-Archy and Justice: An Introduction to Emmanuel Levinas’s Political Thought”
Politically, Levinas asks whether politics has its own justification. Does not politics, left to itself, become tyrannical? Is there not something that stands outside of the scope of the ego, the totality, and history that can temper the tyranny of politics? Should it not be the goal of political thought to infuse ethics into the violent realm of the political? Instead of looking at world-historical figures, should we not look at the history of the widow, orphan, and stranger? He writes, "is it not reasonable from now on for a statesman, when questioning himself on the nature of the decisions that he is making, to ask not only whether the decisions are in agreement with the sense of universal history, but also if they are in agreement with the other history?"
Rejection of ethics for political concerns perpetuates tyranny – the only concern should be our ethical commitment to the Other

Jovanovic and Wood 4 – *Communications/Rhetoric Professors @ Denver University and University of North Carolina respectively

(Spoma and Roy, “Speaking from the Bedrock of Ethics,” Philosophy and Rhetoric Vol 37 no 4, 2004, 317-334, dml)

Levinas describes sociality of the kind we are discussing as a "moral summons" (1969, 196). We are called by the other to speak not to establish common ground but instead to recognize the infinite alterity of the other who resists our attempts to thematize him or her. Thus, we cannot know in advance what we will say, only that we will speak. Levinas claims that speech proceeds from radical alterity or absolute difference (the other), beseeching us to oblige with responsibility, with communication. Speaking is contact (Horowitz 2000). The relationship with the other is thus in the absence of foundations, thriving on the metaphysical desire to reach for the other, .accomplished as service and as hospitality. (Levinas 1969, 300). So it is that we are destined to communicate in the presence of another, a directive arising from an ethical imperative. But we have choices and we are not always ethical. Levinas knows this and fears that our rejection of ethics, of our relationship to the other, will perpetuate the very worst that humankind has to offer. Totality and Infinity begins with this warning: "The state of war suspends morality; it divests the eternal institutions and obligations of their eternity and rescinds ad interim the unconditional imperatives. In advance its shadow falls over the actions of men. (Levinas 1969, 21). Levinas experienced the dark shadow in the Nazi camps of World War II. His life project points to how we are commanded to responsibility in the face of living, against the more commonly accepted premise that to save ourselves we must murder the other. That we are haunted by misgivings or guilt or profound questions as we anticipate or reflect on an act of violence points out that our redemption is to be found in this responsibility (Bailie 2001).
AT:  Disad – Pos Peace

Their depictions of crisis-based politics reflect a narrow view of IR that reinforces militarism and causes error replication – reject them to create a new IR framework through the inclusion of alternate narratives that represent excluded subaltern perspectives

Richmond 8 – Director for the Centre for Peace and Conflict Studies, School of International Relations, University of St Andrews

(Oliver, Peace in International Relations pg 4-7, dml)

More than ever, research and policy informed by a contextual understanding of peace is needed, rather than merely a focus on fear reproduced by worst case security scenarios stemming from a balance of power or terror derived from military, political or economic analytical frameworks that assume violence and greed to be endemic. Indeed, in the contemporary context it is also clear that any discussion of peace as opposed to war and conflict must also connect with research and policy on development, justice and environmental sustainability. These are the reasons why, for example, the liberal peace – the main concept of peace in circulation today – is in crisis. Much of the debate about war that dominates IR is also indicative of assumptions about what peace is or should be. This ranges from the pragmatic removal of overt violence, an ethical peace, ideology, to a debate about a self-sustaining peace. Anatol Rapoport conceptualised ‘peace through strength’; ‘balance of power’; ‘collective security’; ‘peace through law’; ‘personal or religious pacifism’; and ‘revolutionary pacifism’.14 Hedley Bull saw peace as the absence of war in an international society,15 though of course war was the key guarantee for individual state survival. These views represent the mainstream approaches and indicate why the creation of an explicit debate about peace is both long overdue and vital in an international environment in which major foreign policy decisions seem to be taken in mono-ideational environment where ideas matter, but only certain, hegemonic ideas. With the exception of orthodox versions of realism and Marxism, approaches to IR theory offer a form of peace that many would recognise as personally acceptable. Realism fails to offer much for those interested in peace, unless peace is seen as Darwinian and an unreflexive, privileged concept only available to the powerful and a commonwealth they may want to create. Most realist analysis expends its energy in reactive discussions based upon the inherency of violence in human nature, now discredited in other disciplines,16 which are ultimately their own undoing. This is not to say that other approaches do not also suffer flaws, but the focus on individuals, society, justice, development, welfare, norms, transnationalism, institutionalism or functionalism offers an opportunity for a negotiation of a form of peace that might be more sustainable because it is more broadly inclusive of actors and issues. In other words, parsimony, reductionism and rationalism run counter to a peace that engages fully with the diversity of life and its experiences. Methodological considerations Any discussion of peace is susceptible to universalism, idealism and rejectionism, and to collapse under the weight of its own ontological subjectivity. This study is indebted to a genealogical approach that can be used to challenge the common assumption of IR theorists that peace as a concept is ontologically stable, in terms of representing an objective truth (plausible or not), legitimating the exercise of power, and representing a universal ethic.17 To rehearse this, a genealogical approach allows for an investigation of the subject without deference to a meta-narrative of power and knowledge in order to unsettle the depiction of a linear projection from ‘origin’ to ‘truth’. The camouflaging of the subjective nature of peace disguises ideology, hegemony, dividing practices and marginalisation. In addition, it is important to note the framework of negative or positive epistemology of peace, as developed by Rasmussen, which indicates an underlying ontological assumption within IR theory as to whether a broad or narrow version of peace is actually possible.18 Many of the insights developed in this study of IR theory and its approaches to peace arise through the author’s reading of, and about, and research in, conflict resolution, peacekeeping and peacebuilding in the context of the many conflicts of the post-war world, the UN system, and the many subsequent ‘operations’ that have taken place around the world. The investigation of discourses indicates the problematic dynamics of positivist approaches19 and allows for a deeper interrogation reaching beyond the state than a traditional positivist theoretical/empirical approach.20 This enables an examination of competing concepts and discourses of peace derived from IR theory rather than accepting their orthodoxies. Peace, and in particular the liberal and realist foundations of the liberal peace, can be seen as a result of multiple hegemonies in IR.21 Deploying these approaches allows for an identification of the key flaws caused by the limited peace projects associated with peace in IR, and for a theoretical and pragmatic move to put some consideration of peace at the centre of what has now become an ‘inter-discipline’. For much of the existence of IR, the concept of peace has been in crisis, even though on the discipline’s founding after the First World War it was hoped it would help discover a post-war peace dividend. In this it failed after the First World War, but it has been instrumental in developing a liberal discourse of peace after the Second World War, though this in itself has become much contested (as it certainly was during the Cold War). Even peace research has been criticised for having the potential to become ‘a council of imperialism’ whereby telling the story of ‘power politics’ means that researchers participate and Introduction 5 reaffirm its tenets through disciplinary research methods and the continuing aspiration for a ‘Kantian University’.22 This effectively creates a ‘differend’ underlining how institutions and frameworks may produce injustices even when operating in good faith.23 This requires the unpacking of the ‘muscular objectivism’ 24 that has dominated IR in the Western academy and policy world, allowing an escape from what can be described as a liberal–realist methodology and ontology connected to positivist views of IR. The demand that all knowledge is narrowly replicable and should be confirmed and implemented by ‘research’ in liberal institutions, organisations, agencies and universities without need for a broader exploration is not adequate if IR is to contribute to peace.25 Thus, underlying this study is the notion of methodological pluralism, which has become a generally accepted objective for researchers across many disciplines who want to avoid parochial constraints on how research engages with significant dilemmas, and who accept the growing calls for more creative approaches to examining the ‘great questions’ of IR.26 To gain a multidimensional understanding of peace as one of these great questions, one needs to unsettle mimetic approaches to representation that do not recognise subjectivity, rather than trying to replicate an eternal truth or reality.27 IR theory should fully engage with the differend – in which lies its often unproblematised claim to be able to interpret the other – that its orthodoxy may be guilty of producing, and open itself up to communication and learning across boundaries of knowledge in order to facilitate a ‘peace dividend’ rather than a ‘peace differend’. The critique developed here is not ‘irresponsible pluralism’ as some would have it,28 but an attempt to contribute to the ongoing repositioning of a discipline now increasingly concerned with IR’s connections with everyday life and agency. In this context, each chapter of this book interrogates the theoretical debates in IR as well as their theoretical, methodological and epistemological implications for peace. The nature of international order is heavily contested in theoretical, methodological, ontological and epistemological terms, meaning that the consensus on the contemporary liberal peace represents an anomalous agreement rather than a broad-ranging consensus. Rather than support this unquestioningly, IR requires a research agenda for peace if its interdisciplinary contribution to knowledge – and speaking truth to power29 – is to be developed. IR needs to engage broadly with interdisciplinary perspectives30 on peace if it is to contribute to the construction of a framework that allows for the breadth and depth required for peace to be accepted by all, from the local to the global, and therefore to be sustainable. Like social anthropology, IR needs to have an agenda for peace, not just to deal with war, violence, conflict, terrorism and political order at the domestic and international level, but also incorporating the interdisciplinary work that has been carried out in the areas of transnationalism and globalisation, political economy, development, identity, culture and society, gender, children, and the environment, for example. Yet where social anthropology, for example, has elucidated this agenda clearly, IR has been more reticent, despite the claims about peace made on the founding of the discipline.31 As with anthropology, IR should ‘uncover 6 Introduction counterhegemonic and silenced voices, and to explore the mechanisms of their silencing’.32 Of course, this happens in the various areas, and especially in the sub-disciplines of IR. Where there have been efforts to develop peace as a concept, this is by far counterbalanced by the efforts focused on war, terrorism or conflict. Concepts of peace should be a cornerstone of IR interdisciplinary investigation of international politics and everyday life. For the purposes of this study, peace is viewed from a number of perspectives. It can be a specific concept (one among many): it infers an ontological and epistemological position of being at peace, and knowing peace; it infers a methodological approach to accessing knowledge about peace and about constructing it; and it implies a theoretical approach, in which peace is a process and outcome defined by a specific theory.

Their description of war and conflict presupposes that violence is the baseline human emotion that needs to be regulated by liberal governance. This necessitates a violent methodology of crises control.

Richmond 8 [Oliver Richmond, School of International Relations, University of St. Andrews, Scotland, Millennium: Journal of International Studies, 2008. ISSN 0305-8298, Vol. 36 No. 3, pp. 439-470]

What is peace? This basic question often appears in contemporary literature to have been settled in favour of the ‘liberal peace’, made up of a victor’s peace at its most basic level, an institutional peace to provide international governance and guarantees, a constitutional peace to ensure democracy and free trade, and a civil peace to ensure freedom and rights within society.2 Yet, the liberal peace has, in many post-conflict settings, proved to create a ‘virtual peace’, empty states and institutions that are ambivalent about everyday life.3 In this context peace is widely referred to but rarely defined. Though the concept of peace is often assumed to be normatively irreproachable, formative in the founding of the discipline, and central to the agendas of liberal states, it has rarely been directly approached as an area of study within IR. Instead various sub-disciplines have taken on this challenge. Developing accounts of peace helps chart the different theoretical and methodological contributions in IR, and contributes to IR’s envisaged mission by highlighting the complex issues that then emerge. These include the pressing problem of how peace efforts become sustainable rather than merely inscribed in international and state-level diplomatic and military frameworks. This also raises issues related to an ontology of peace, culture, development, agency and structure, not just in terms of the representations of the world, and of peace, presented in the discipline, but in terms of the sovereignty of the discipline itself and its implications for everyday life.4 In an interdisciplinary and pluralist field of study – as IR has now become – concepts of peace and their sustainability are among those that are central.5 Orthodox IR theory (by which I mean those deploying positivist methods for realist, liberal, or Marxist-oriented approaches) has been in crisis for some time. Orthodox IR has found it very difficult to attract the attention of those working in other disciplines, though critical IR scholars have themselves drawn on other disciplines.6 Even those, for example, working in the sub-disciplines of peace and conflict studies, an area where there has been a long-standing attempt to develop an understanding of peace, have often turned away from IR theory because it has failed to develop an account of peace, focusing instead on the dynamics of power and war, and assuming the realist inherency of violence in human nature and international relations, and the sovereignty of such views, encapsulated by the state, over rights and justice. This raises the question of what the discipline is for, if not for peace. For many, IR theory simply has not been ambitious enough in developing an ‘agenda for peace’ in addition to investigating the causes of war. Axiomatically, Martin Wight once wrote that IR was subject to a poverty of ‘international theory’, focusing as it did on the problem of survival.7 Commonplace arguments usually support the view that liberal polities, notably in the western developed world, are linked oases of democratic peace, and legitimate their constant struggle for survival – or a ‘war for peace’.8 This infers a peace-as-governance. Yet, many orthodox approaches to IR theory routinely ignore the question – or problem – of peace: how is it constituted, one peace or many? Many hoped that science would, as Hobbes wrote, open the way for peace.9 Hobbes, writing in the aftermath of a bloody civil war, wrote Leviathan (often held up to be the epitome of tragic realism in IR) to illustrate that peace was plausible in spite of hatred, scarcity, and violence. Of course, he also developed the notion of the Leviathan as a way to moderate the ‘natural state’ of war. IR has focused on war as a natural state rather than peace and the supposed Freudian death instinct has resonated powerfully through the discipline,10 legitimating liberal notions of global (even hegemonic) governance, conditionality, and on occasion, coercion. Yet, as Fry has argued, a vast range of anthropological and ethnographic evidence shows that peace, conflict avoidance, and accommodation, are the stronger impulses of human culture.11 Critical innovations in the discipline infer searching questions in terms of methodology, epistemology, and ontology about peace, ranging from ways of knowing peace, knowing the minds of others, connecting with debate on gender, culture, and identity. This concerns peace as emancipation, and post-structuralist concerns with discourse, knowledge and power, identity, othering, and empathy. This has opened up pluralist methodologies, empowered feminist readings of the discipline and of peace, a move towards texts, language, artistic expression, and emotions as legitimate sites of concern. These developments have provided fertile ground for placing an everyday peace at the centre of IR. This paper explores such issues in the context of a collage of orthodox and critical IR theory, methods, and ontology, and offers some thoughts about the implications of placing peace at the centre of IR. 

Their hegemonic approach to peace will produce error replication- the very discourse used to describe their impacts causes violence. We must open the framework of what constitutes peace to critical interrogation

Richmond, 07 [Oliver P. Richmond, School of International Relations, University of St. Andrews, Scotland, Alternatives 32 (2007), 247–274]

It is generally assumed by most theorists, most policymakers, and practitioners, that peace has an ontological stability enabling it to be understood, defined, and thus created. Indeed, the implication of the void of debate about peace indicates that it is generally thought that peace as a concept is so ontologically solid that no debate is required. There is clearly a resistance to examining the concept of peace as a subjective ontology, as well as a subjective political and ideological framework. Indeed, this might be said to be indicative of “orientalism,” in impeding a discussion of a positive peace or of alternative concepts and contexts of peace.18 Indeed, Said’s humanism indicates the dangers of assuming that peace is universal, a Platonic ideal form, or extremely limited. An emerging critical conceptualization of peace rests upon a genealogy that illustrates its contested discourses and multiple concepts. This allows for an understanding of the many actors, contexts, and dynamics of peace, and enables a reprioritization of what, for whom, and why, peace is valued. Peace from this perspective is a rich, varied, and fluid tapestry, which can be contextualized, rather than a sterile, extremely limited, and probably unobtainable product of a secular or nonsecular imagination. It represents a discursive framework in which the many problems that are replicated by the linear and rational project of a universal peace (effectively camouflaged by a lack of attention within IR) can be properly interrogated in order to prevent the discursive replication of violence.19 This allows for an understanding of how the multiple and competing versions of peace may even give rise to conflict, and also how this might be overcome. One area of consensus from within this more radical literature appears to be that peace is discussed, interpreted, and referred to in a way that nearly always disguises the fact that it is essentially contested. This is often an act of hegemony thinly disguised as benevolence, assertiveness, or wisdom. Indeed, many assertions about peace depend upon actors who know peace then creating it for those that do not, either through their acts or through the implicit peace discourses that are employed to describe conflict and war in opposition to peace. Where there should be research agendas there are often silences. Even contemporary approaches in conflict analysis and peace studies rarely stop to imagine the kind of peace they may actually create. IR has reproduced a science of peace based upon political, social, economic, cultural, and legal governance frameworks, by which conflict in the world is judged. This has led to the liberal peace framework, which masks a hegemonic collusion over the discourses of, and creation of, peace.20 A critical interrogation of peace indicates it should be qualified as a specific type among many.

Peace is not a stable concept – their discourse of war and peace obscures everyday militarism

Sabaratnam 7 – graduate student at the London School of Economics and Political Science

(Meera, review of The Transformation of Peace by Oliver Richmond, http://easyweb.easynet.co.uk/conversi/challengesMillennium.pdf, dml)

In The Transformation of Peace, a work which is part textbook, part radical critique, Richmond argues that the concept of peace itself is ontologically unstable and essentially contested. Its contested and unstable qualities are, however, hidden by contemporary hegemonic discourses on the specific form and content of a liberal peace, propagated at many levels by a myriad of international, though principally Western, actors. Four principal strands of this composite liberal peace can be discerned. The first is a victor’s peace derived from, amongst other things, Europe’s experiences with fascism in the Second World War. Militarism and military strength must, therefore, form an important role in underpinning the other strands of the liberal peace. The second strand is described as a constitutional peace emphasising the importance of democracy, trade and cosmopolitanism in fostering peace. The third strand is an institutional peace in which entities are bound within the normative and legal frameworks of international institutions that regulate their behaviour. Finally, there is a civil peace strand that focuses on citizens, participation and human rights as conditional for peace. However, these strands prove to be contestable and tensions emerge between them. Despite this, the paradigm is universally exported and applied through an extensive and intrusive ‘expert’ network of force, governance, conditional assistance and civil society projects in post-conflict environments. This analysis brings a number of important issues to light, raising uncomfortable questions for interveners. An example is the way in which the paradigm technicalises the concept of peace. The formulation of peace-as-governance – in which peace is a methodological challenge for the international community rather than a political issue for the local community – poses a number of problems. There is a straightforward, practical problem in the sense that the recipients of peace are denied the opportunity for political responsibility and, therefore, the development of the ‘local capacity’ for government through excessive international involvement. There are also, however, the darker orientalist overtones of the discourse that restrict the ‘knowing’ of peace to those operating within the liberal peace paradigm. This clearly presents problems for discourses aiming to be emancipatory, such as the civil peace strand, in that they entail a powerful form of domination. Michel Foucault’s concept of ‘biopower’ is usefully evoked here to describe how the various discourses of peace are tied to very intimate details of human and social life.

Structural violence outweighs – focus on nuclear impacts destroys peace movements and causes paralysis and oppression – nuke war won’t cause extinction – their authors are biased hacks trying to preserve their power through a politics of extinction

Martin, 84 [Dr Brian Martin is a physicist whose research interests include stratospheric modeling. He is a research associate in the Dept. of Mathematics, Faculty of Science, Australian National University, and a member of SANA 5-16-84 http://www.uow.edu.au/arts/sts/bmartin/pubs/84sana1.html]

By the 1950s, a large number of people had come to believe that the killing of much or all of the world's population would result from global nuclear war. This idea was promoted by the peace movement, among which the idea of 'overkill' - in the sense that nuclear arsenals could kill everyone on earth several times over - became an article of faith. Yet in spite of the widespread belief in nuclear extinction, there was almost no scientific support for such a possibility. The scenario of the book and movie On the Beach,[2] with fallout clouds gradually enveloping the earth and wiping out all life, was and is fiction. The scientific evidence is that fallout would only kill people who are immediately downwind of surface nuclear explosions and who are heavily exposed during the first few days. Global fallout has no potential for causing massive immediate death (though it could cause up to millions of cancers worldwide over many decades).[3] In spite of the lack of evidence, large sections of the peace movement have left unaddressed the question of whether nuclear war inevitably means global extinction. The next effect to which beliefs in nuclear extinction were attached was ozone depletion. Beginning in the mid-1970s, scares about stratospheric ozone developed, culminating in 1982 in the release of Jonathan Schell's book The Fate of the Earth.[4] Schell painted a picture of human annihilation from nuclear war based almost entirely on effects from increased ultraviolet light at the earth's surface due to ozone reductions caused by nuclear explosions. Schell's book was greeted with adulation rarely observed in any field. Yet by the time the book was published, the scientific basis for ozone-based nuclear extinction had almost entirely evaporated. The ongoing switch by the military forces of the United States and the Soviet Union from multi-megatonne nuclear weapons to larger numbers of smaller weapons means that the effect on ozone from even the largest nuclear war is unlikely to lead to any major effect on human population levels, and extinction from ozone reductions is virtually out of the question.[3] The latest stimulus for doomsday beliefs is 'nuclear winter': the blocking of sunlight from dust raised by nuclear explosions and smoke from fires ignited by nuclear attacks. This would result in a few months of darkness and lowered temperatures, mainly in the northern mid-latitudes.[5] The effects could be quite significant, perhaps causing the deaths of up to several hundred million more people than would die from the immediate effects of blast, heat and radiation. But the evidence, so far, seems to provide little basis for beliefs in nuclear extinction. The impact of nuclear winter on populations nearer the equator, such as in India, does not seem likely to be significant. The most serious possibilities would result from major ecological destruction, but this remains speculative at present. As in the previous doomsday scenarios, antiwar scientists and peace movements have taken up the crusading torch of extinction politics. Few doubts have been voiced about the evidence about nuclear winter or the politics of promoting beliefs in nuclear extinction. Opponents of war, including scientists, have often exaggerated the effects of nuclear war and emphasized worst cases. Schell continually bends evidence to give the worst impression. For example, he implies that a nuclear attack is inevitably followed by a firestorm or conflagration. He invariably gives the maximum time for people having to remain in shelters from fallout. And he takes a pessimistic view of the potential for ecological resilience to radiation exposure and for human resourcefulness in a crisis. Similarly, in several of the scientific studies of nuclear winter, I have noticed a strong tendency to focus on worst cases and to avoid examination of ways to overcome the effects. For example, no one seems to have looked at possibilities for migration to coastal areas away from the freezing continental temperatures or looked at people changing their diets away from grain-fed beef to direct consumption of the grain, thereby greatly extending reserves of food. Nuclear doomsdayism should be of concern because of its effect on the political strategy and effectiveness of the peace movement. While beliefs in nuclear extinction may stimulate some people into antiwar action, it may discourage others by fostering resignation. Furthermore, some peace movement activities may be inhibited because they allegedly threaten the delicate balance of state terror. The irony here is that there should be no need to exaggerate the effects of nuclear war, since, even well short of extinction, the consequences would be sufficiently devastating to justify the greatest efforts against it. The effect of extinction politics is apparent in responses to the concept of limited nuclear war. Antiwar activists, quite justifiably, have attacked military planning and apologetics for limited nuclear war in which the effects are minimized in order to make them more acceptable. But opposition to military planning often has led antiwar activists to refuse to acknowledge the possibility that nuclear war could be 'limited' in the sense that less than total annihilation could result. A 'limited' nuclear war with 100 million deaths is certainly possible, but the peace movement has not seriously examined the political implications of such a war. Yet even the smallest of nuclear wars could have enormous political consequences, for which the peace movement is totally unprepared.[6] The peace movement also has denigrated the value of civil defence, apparently, in part, because a realistic examination of civil defence would undermine beliefs about total annihilation. The many ways in which the effects of nuclear war are exaggerated and worst cases emphasized can be explained as the result of a presupposition by antiwar scientists and activists that their political aims will be fulfilled when people are convinced that there is a good chance of total disaster from nuclear war.[7] There are quite a number of reasons why people may find a belief in extinction from nuclear war to be attractive.[8] Here I will only briefly comment on a few factors. The first is an implicit Western chauvinism The effects of global nuclear war would mainly hit the population of the United States, Europe and the Soviet Union. This is quite unlike the pattern of other major ongoing human disasters of starvation, disease, poverty and political repression which mainly affect the poor, nonwhite populations of the Third World. The gospel of nuclear extinction can be seen as a way by which a problem for the rich white Western societies is claimed to be a problem for all the world. Symptomatic of this orientation is the belief that, without Western aid and trade, the economies and populations of the Third World would face disaster. But this is only Western self-centredness. Actually, Third World populations would in many ways be better off without the West: the pressure to grow cash crops of sugar, tobacco and so on would be reduced, and we would no longer witness fresh fish being airfreighted from Bangladesh to Europe. A related factor linked with nuclear extinctionism is a belief that nuclear war is the most pressing issue facing humans. I disagree, both morally and politically, with the stance that preventing nuclear war has become the most important social issue for all humans. Surely, in the Third World, concern over the actuality of massive suffering and millions of deaths resulting from poverty and exploitation can justifiably take precedence over the possibility of a similar death toll from nuclear war. Nuclear war may be the greatest threat to the collective lives of those in the rich, white Western societies but, for the poor, nonwhite Third World peoples, other issues are more pressing. In political terms, to give precedence to nuclear war as an issue is to assume that nuclear war can be overcome in isolation from changes in major social institutions, including the state, capitalism, state socialism and patriarchy. If war is deeply embedded in such structures - as I would argue[9] - then to try to prevent war without making common cause with other social movements will not be successful politically. This means that the antiwar movement needs to link its strategy and practice with other movements such as the feminist movement, the workers' control movement and the environmental movement. A focus on nuclear extinction also encourages a focus on appealing to elites as the means to stop nuclear war, since there seems no other means for quickly overcoming the danger. For example, Carl Sagan, at the end of an article about nuclear winter in a popular magazine, advocates writing letters to the presidents of the United States and of the Soviet Union.[10] But if war has deep institutional roots, then appealing to elites has no chance of success. This has been amply illustrated by the continual failure of disarmament negotiations and appeals to elites over the past several decades. 

Pos peace impact – environment

Militarism causes environmental degradation

Cuomo 96 – Associate Professor of Philosophy and Women's Studies @ Univ of Cincinnati

(Chris, “War is Not Just an Event: Reflections on the Significance of Everyday Violence,” Hypatia, Vol. 11, No. 4, Women and Violence (Autumn, 1996), pp. 30-45, dml)

There are many conceptual and practical connections between military practices in which humans aim to kill and harm each other for some declared "greater good," and nonmilitary practices in which we displace, destroy, or seriously modify nonhuman communities, species, and ecosystems in the name of human interests. An early illustration of these connections was made by Rachel Carson in the first few pages of The Silent Spring (1962), in which she described insecticides as the inadvertent offspring of World War II chemical weapons research. We can now also trace ways in which insecticides were part of the Western-defined global corporatization of agriculture that helped kill off the small family farm and made the worldwide system of food production dependent on the likes of Dow Chemical and Monsanto. Military practices are no different from other human practices that damage and irreparably modify nature. They are often a result of cost-benefit analyses that pretend to weigh all likely outcomes yet do not consider nonhuman entities except in terms of their use value for humans and they nearly always create unforeseeable effects for humans and nonhumans. In addition, everyday military peacetime practices are actually more destructive than most other human activities, they are directly enacted by state power, and, because they function as unquestioned "givens," they enjoy a unique near-immunity to enactments of moral reproach. It is worth noting the extent to which everyday military activities remain largely unscrutinized by environmentalists, espe- cially American environmentalists, largely because fear allows us to be fooled into thinking that "national security" is an adequate excuse for "ecological military mayhem" (Thomas 1995, 16). If environmental destruction is a necessary aspect of war and the peacetime practices of military institutions, an analysis of war which includes its embeddedness in peacetime militarism is necessary to address the environmen- tal effects of war. Such a perspective must pay adequate attention to what is required to prepare for war in a technological age, and how women and other Others are affected by the realities of contemporary military institutions and practices.

Focus on war as an event destroys the environment

Cuomo 96 – Associate Professor of Philosophy and Women's Studies @ Univ of Cincinnati

(Chris, “War is Not Just an Event: Reflections on the Significance of Everyday Violence,” Hypatia, Vol. 11, No. 4, Women and Violence (Autumn, 1996), pp. 30-45, dml)

I turn now to a discussion of the environmental effects of war, because I believe these effects to be significant to feminists for two basic reasons. Though women are no more essentially connected to nature than any other organic beings, cultural constructions associate women with nature and help justify the mistreatment of both. Many feminists and ecological feminists have discussed these problematic conceptual connections as created or fueled by the dichot- omous thinking discussed above (Griffin 1989; King 1990; Warren 1990; Cuomo 1992; Plumwood 1993). Others, including Vandana Shiva and Maria Mies (1993), focus on the practical, or material connections between environ- mental degradation and women's oppression. In any case, if women's oppression is connected to the unjustified destruction of nature, or if, as Karen Warren argues, feminists must be against oppression in any form, including the oppression of nature, it is arguable that the ecological effects of war and militarism are feminist issues. Because military ecological destruction occurs primarily "during peacetime," and because it is so directly tied to other forms of ecological and social violence, attention to the ecological impacts of war further illustrates the limitations of only thinking of war in terms of events.

AT:  Util

Reject utilitarianism – it justifies continual militarism and environmental degradation
Cuomo 96 – Associate Professor of Philosophy and Women's Studies @ Univ of Cincinnati
(Chris, “War is Not Just an Event: Reflections on the Significance of Everyday Violence,” Hypatia, Vol. 11, No. 4, Women and Violence (Autumn, 1996), pp. 30-45, dml)

Drucker's argument presupposes the just-war principle of proportionality, which requires that the benefits of going to war, and of particular strategies or missions within war, must outweigh its harms. The proportionality require- ment, like a principle of utility, allows him to consider ecological damage without necessarily taking an absolutist stance against any military activity that results in ecological harm or manipulation. In other words, proportional- ity enables a step back from strict observance of noncombatant immunity. Drucker concludes that military ecological damage (damage to nonhuman noncombatants) must be weighed as one of a number of significant factors determining the justifiability of a military action, but that it is ultimately allowable and reasonable to cause damage to the environment in the service of just ends. Summing up his position, he writes: If we accept the view that the environment and its inhabitants all have inherent worth, then we need to give genuine consid- eration to the well-being of all-plants, animals, and persons. In addition to exercising due care I think commanders should take at least minimal risks with their soldiers' lives to protect the environment. (Drucker 1989, 151) Like Peach, Drucker believes that amended just-war criteria are adequate to critically assess the ethics of war.

AT:  Politics – Kritik

Their conception of politics as a series of distinct events results in tunnel vision and serial policy failure. 

Murray Edelman, Professor of Political Science at the University of Wisconsin, 1998 (“Language, Myths and Rhetoric,” Society, January/February, Volume 35, Issue 2, p. 131)

The various issues with which governments deal are highly interrelated in the contemporary world, even though we are cued to perceive them as distinct. Such cuing also influences public opinion about politics in another sense. Because each day's news and governmental announcements evoke anxieties and reassurances about specific "problems" perceived as separate from each other (foreign affairs, strikes, fuel shortages, food shortages, prices, party politics, etc.), our political worlds are segmented and disjointed, focused at any moment upon some small set of anxieties, even though each such "issue" is a part of an increasingly integrated whole. Wars bring commodity shortages and rising prices, which in turn foment worker discontent and a search for enemies. Economic prosperity leads to a decline in theft and vagrancy, an increase in white-collar crime, higher demands for fuel and other ramifications.  But our mode of referring to problems and policies creates a succession of crises, respites and separate grounds for anxiety and hope. Where people perceive links among issues, that perception is likely to be arbitrary and politically cued. To experience the political world as a sequence of distinct events, randomly threatening or reassuring, renders people susceptible to deliberate and unintended cues, for the environment becomes unpredictable and people remain continuously anxious. In place of the ability to deal with issues in terms of their logical and empirical ties to each other, the language of politics encourages us to see and to feel them as separate. This is also a formula for coping with them ineffectively, which is bound to reinforce anxiety in its turn. 

Vote affirmative to expand your ethical imagination beyond the confines of what is politically expedient in the short term.
Henry A. Giroux, Global TV Network Chair in the Department of English and Cultural Studies at McMaster University, formerly held the Waterbury Chair of Secondary Education at Pennsylvania State University, former Professor of Education at Boston University, former Professor of Education and Director at the Center for Education and Cultural Studies at Miami University of Ohio, holds a Ph.D. from Carnegie Mellon University, 2010 (“Living in the Age of Imposed Amnesia: The Eclipse of Democratic Formative Culture,” truthout, November 16th, Available Online at http://www.truth-out.org/living-age-imposed-amnesia-the-eclipse-democratic-formative-culture65144, Accessed 03-23-2011)

Imposed amnesia is the modus operandi of the current moment. Not only is historical memory now sacrificed to the spectacles of consumerism, celebrity culture, hyped-up violence and a market-driven obsession with the self, but the very formative culture that makes compassion, justice and an engaged citizenry foundational to democracy has been erased from the language of mainstream politics and the diverse cultural apparatuses that support it. Unbridled individualism along with the gospel of profit and unchecked competition undermine both the importance of democratic public spheres and the necessity for a language that talks about shared responsibilities, the public good and the meaning of a just society. Politics is now defined through a language that divorces the ethical imagination from any sense of our ethical responsibilities. Consequently, it becomes increasingly more difficult to connect politics with the importance of what Tony Judt and Zygmunt Bauman have called the social question - with its emphasis on defining society in terms of public values, the common good, spiritual well-being and "an imagined totality woven of reciprocal dependence, commitment and solidarity."(2)

AT:  Heg

The pursuit of hegemony necessitates continual construction of enemies and the creation of a permanent state of conflict, making their impacts inevitable

Chernus 6 – Professor of Religious Studies and Co-director of the Peace and Conflict Studies Program at the University of Colorado-Boulder

(Ira, Monsters to Destroy: The Neoconservative War on Terror and Sin, Published by Paradigm Publishers, ISBN 1594512752, p. 53-54)

The end of the cold war spawned a tempting fantasy of imperial omnipotence on a global scale. The neocons want to turn that fantasy into reality. But reality will not conform to the fantasy; it won’t stand still or keep any semblance of permanent order. So the neocons’ efforts inevitably backfire. Political scientist Benjamin Barber explains that a nation with unprecedented power has “unprecedented vulnerability: for it must repeatedly extend the compass of its power to preserve what it already has, and so is almost by definition always overextended.” Gary Dorrien sees insecurity coming at the neoconservatives in another way, too: “For the empire, every conflict is a local concern that threatens its control. However secure it maybe, it never feels secure enough. The [neocon] unipolarists had an advanced case of this anxiety. . . . Just below the surface of the customary claim to toughness lurked persistent anxiety. This anxiety was inherent in the problem of empire and, in the case of the neocons, heightened by ideological ardor.”39  If the U.S. must control every event everywhere, as neocons assume, every act of resistance looks like a threat to the very existence of the nation. There is no good way to distinguish between nations or forces that genuinely oppose U.S. interests and those that don’t. Indeed, change of any kind, in any nation, becomes a potential threat. Everyone begins to look like a threatening monster that might have to be destroyed.  It’s no surprise that a nation imagined as an implacable enemy often turns into a real enemy. When the U.S. intervenes to prevent change, it is likely to provoke resistance. Faced with an aggressive U.S. stance, any nation might get tough in return. Of course, the U.S. can say that it is selflessly trying to serve the world. But why would other nations believe that? It is more likely that others will resist, making hegemony harder to achieve. To the neocons, though, resistance only proves that the enemy really is a threat that must be destroyed. So the likelihood of conflict grows, making everyone less secure.  Moreover, the neocons want to do it all in the public spotlight. In the past, any nation that set out to conquer others usually kept its plans largely secret. Indeed, the cold war neocons regularly blasted the Soviets for harboring a “secret plan” for world conquest. Now here they are calling on the U.S. to blare out its own domineering intentions for all the world to [end page 53] hear. That hardly seems well calculated to achieve the goal of hegemony. But it is calculated to foster the assertive, even swaggering, mood on the home front that the neocons long for.  Journalist Ron Suskind has noted that neocons always offer “a statement of enveloping peril and no hypothesis for any real solution.” They have no hope of finding a real solution because they have no reason to look for one. Their story allows for success only as a fantasy. In reality, they expect to find nothing but an endless battle against an enemy that can never be defeated. At least two prominent neocons have said it quite bluntly. Kenneth Adelman: “We should not try to convince people that things are getting better.” Michael Ledeen: “The struggle against evil is going to go on forever.”40  This vision of endless conflict is not a conclusion drawn from observing reality. It is both the premise and the goal of the neocons’ fantasy. Ultimately, it seems, endless resistance is what they really want. Their call for a unipolar world ensures a permanent state of conflict, so that the U.S. can go on forever proving its military supremacy and promoting the “manly virtues” of militarism. They have to admit that the U.S., with its vastly incomparable power, already has unprecedented security against any foreign army. So they must sound the alarm about a shadowy new kind of enemy, one that can attack in novel, unexpected ways. They must make distant changes appear as huge imminent threats to America, make the implausible seem plausible, and thus find new monsters to destroy.  The neocons’ story does not allow for a final triumph of order because it is not really about creating a politically calm, orderly world. It is about creating a society full of virtuous people who are willing and able to fight off the threatening forces of social chaos. Having superior power is less important than proving superior power. That always requires an enemy.  Just as neocons need monsters abroad, they need a frightened society at home. Only insecurity can justify their shrill call for a stronger nation (and a higher military budget). The more dire their warnings of insecurity, the more they can demand greater military strength and moral resolve. Every foreign enemy is, above all, another occasion to prod the American people to overcome their anxiety, identify evil, fight resolutely against it, and stand strong in defense of their highest values. Hegemony will do no good unless there is challenge to be met, weakness to be conquered, evil to be overcome. The American people must actively seek hegemony and make sacrifices for it, to show that they are striving to overcome their own weakness.  So the quest for strength still demands a public confession of weakness, just as the neocons had demanded two decades earlier when they warned of a Soviet nuclear attack through a “window of vulnerability.” The quest for strength through the structures of national security still demands a public declaration of national insecurity. Otherwise, there is nothing to overcome. The more frightened the public, the more likely it is to believe and enact the neocon story. 
AT:  Econ

Their representations of an economic threat are merely an expression of capitalist failures that are inevitable – only through rejecting their discourse can we avoid perpetual error replication and have chance at real economic security

Tooze 5 Roger, Visiting Professor of International Relations at City University “The Missing  : Security, Critical International Political Economy, and Community” Book: Critical Security Studies and World Politics; Edited by Ken Booth (pg. 144)
We are living at a time of underlying but largely unrecognized economic and financial crisis. In these first years of the twenty-first century, the world's financial, investment, and trading structures are creaking. Former U.S. president Bill Clinton has described this time as offering the biggest challenge facing the world economy for over fifty years. It’s a time of high drama and much talk of systemic risk and threats to security, a time when the world economy is affected by uncertainty, risk, and the impediments to economic activity imposed in the search for security, for which the world's governments are desperately seeking solutions,23 Suddenly, past orthodoxies, embedded and institutionalized at every level of government and economy, are no longer automatically seen by academics and policymakers alike as the common sense they have been portrayed as. The values and policies that have driven the operation, institutions, and governance of the world political economy are now part of the problem rather than part of the solution. Although it often seems easy to put the blame for problems on the intransigence or self-interest of the United States or the European Union, this is to mistake the symptoms for the structural imperatives of the embedded logic of neoliberalism. That being the case, the crisis that CSS has identified in common-sense IR with respect to security converges dramatically with the crisis that a critical IPE reveals in orthodox IPE. The continuing concern over financial structures and the failure of the post-2001 Doha Round of the World Trade Organization are fundamental in the sense that these structures and their associated modes of behavior are a necessary and integral part of the system of advanced financial capitalism. Yet from the gaze of a critical IPE this concern is just one element of a larger problem that very few of the analysts and commentators on the world economy acknowledge or, indeed, can even recognize given their assumptions, concepts, and values. Other manifestations of this larger problem include the massive and increasing disparities of wealth and poverty that have accompanied the overall growth of the world product—both within and between national political economies.24 By the early 1990s, for example, the top 1 percent of earners in the United States received more income than the combined total of the bottom 40 percent, and the 400 richest individuals listed by the U.S. Forbes magazine had a net worth equal to the gross domestic product (GDP) of India, Bangladesh, Nepal, and Srf Lanka—which together had a combined population of more than 1 billion.25 There has been increasing world unemployment and underemployment, with all the implications of these conditions; the total is now more than 1 billion people, one-third of all possible employees. There is a growing search for meaningful alternatives and complementary forms of community in the face of the manifest problems and limitations of the state, as shown both by the efforts of regional organizations and subnational social movements. And not least, we can see the hardening of the global scientific consensus on the conclusion that human beings, through our economic activities, have destroyed one-third of our natural habitat since 1970 and are also destroying the ozone layer at rates previously thought impossible. Together, these elements making up the contemporary global situation indicate a far broader and a far deeper problem than the myriad economists and business analysts who regularly pontificate in and on our media are able and willing to recognize and discuss. Despite this, these are the people to whom we—as concerned and aware citizens—invariably turn to for knowledge. Our societies have seemingly given them legitimacy to be the only bona fide interpreters of these matters (apart from politicians, who properly claim democratic legitimacy, but most of whom have simply accepted the values and assumptions of a neoliberal economism). Moreover, as this chapter illustrates, we do not seem to be getting much help from those academic disciplines that we might have expected to have had the expertise and critical distance to provide analyses and understanding, namely, international political economy, international relations, and economics. To the extent that these disciplinary practices of knowledge in their mainstream or orthodox manifestations have accepted particular values and assumptions, they have weakened their own ability to offer anything other than system-supporting analyses. This is particularly the case when the prevailing structures of neoliberal capitalism are under threat or are under conditions of longer-term change. Practitioners of orthodox disciplines (particularly, but not solely, economics) are content to offer us their solutions, derived from universal and nomological categories, on the implicit basis of problem-solving theory,26 rather than acknowledge the limitations and inappropriateness of such knowledge for the conditions in which we now find ourselves.27 Robert Cox has developed an important and original critical perspective on political economy.28 He makes and uses the fundamental distinction between two types of theory defined by their purpose: critical theory and problem-solving theory. For Cox problem-solving theory takes the existing institutions and structures as given and attempts to resolve problems within this existing framework, whereas critical theory stands apart from and questions the historical and structural context of problems and attempts to make clear the broader and more long-term forces at work in political economy.29 Cox's two categories are helpful in distinguishing between theories, in setting up different ontologies, and in posing some of the essential questions for a critical IPE. In particular, whose interests are being served by theory and whose purpose is this theory for? What is clearly at stake within the gyrations of the world political economy is our security as individuals and groups. What happens in and to the world political economy today has an impact on most of the world's population, and that impact can be life-threatening or merely lifestyle-threatening, direct or indirect, immediate or long-term, concrete or ideational, and/or any combination of these. The threat often appears to be in the conditions of high instability, high risk, and the demonstrated propensity for rapid, directionless change (with the possibility of systemic crisis and meltdown). Yet, it would be wrong to focus only on the crisis, because it is not only in crisis that our security may be challenged. The very operation of the system of global financial capitalisir/creates significant insecurity for many through the spread of uncertainty but principally through the growth of inequality and poverty. In 1998, Paul Volcker, the former chairman of the U.S. Federal Reserve Board—in effect, the world's most powerful financial institution—wrote that "the problems we see with such force today are systemic—they arise from the ordinary workings of global financial capitalism."30 The crisis of the war on terror and the overwhelming mass of debate, discussion, and political noise following developments associated with it, have all worked to obscure this fact. But it is a core feature of capitalism. Barry Buzan argued that "competitive capitalism is . . . founded on a considerable degree of permanent insecurity for all the units within it (individuals, firms, states), making the idea of economic security within capitalism seem a contradiction in terms."31 He concluded: "Without a substantial level of insecurity the system does not work."32 This is an important and often forgotten conclusion which highlights a key structural feature of security within a capitalist system. However, because of the inherent limitations of his approach, Buzan was unable to resolve the more intractable problems of the political economy of security; these stem from his misunderstanding of history, his ontological categories, and his understanding of reality. The impact of normal systemic crisis amplifies the ordinary workings of the world political economy, and the results clearly impact on the security of individuals, families, companies, organizations, and states and governments. But as we said earlier, those ordinary workings in and of themselves increasingly constitute insecurity.33 In this way, the activities of global corporations, rather than constituting the economic security that they and neoliberal commentators claim, can be and are seen by many as a threat. In David Korten's view, "The protection of people and communities from predatory global corporations and finance is arguably the central security issue of our time."34 The human consequences of the structural insecurity of the current world political economy are unfortunately all too easy to illustrate: the closing of factories in Scotland and the North-East of England through the global restructuring of the silicon chip industry; the major disruptions in and the coming closures of automobile and steel factories in the new "old industrial areas" of the United States, which throw whole families and towns out of work; the enormous and unprecedented mass migrations in China from country to city in search of jobs; the daily insecurity of child labor in India, where whole families become dependent upon their children because their parents' labor is too expensive in the global marketplace; the corruption of Colombia by a drug cartel whose legitimacy derives from the fact that the world demand for cocaine provides a better living for the people than the subsistence agriculture under which they previously existed; and the millions directly affected by the problems of the Indonesian economy, many of whom are now living off the contents of municipal rubbish dumps. Each of these illustrations is a powerful indictment of the abstract and formal analysis offered to us daily; it reflects the total failure of the mainstream view (what became labeled the Washington Consensus) on how the world political economy actually works and how it should work. Indeed, for many in the world, through their understanding of what constituted common sense, the key element of security has come to be understood and constituted as economic security—security of sustenance and shelter, security of employment and income, security of energy supplies, security of savings, security of the economy, and security of the global economic system. This does not mean that other aspects of social existence35 are not constituted as relevant to security, but it does reflect what I understand as the economization of both material and ideational life, which together construct the basis and framework for common sense.36 By this, I mean the way in which the values and language of economy have come to dominate and construct all our social, political, and personal lives and spaces; as a result, market values become the sole criteria for social and personal behavior. And notwithstanding all the debates on the nature and extent of globalization,37 the focus on economic security also reflects the widely held perception that there is a global economy and that it is largely uncontrollable by any of the actors who claim to be able to exert control, including the government of the United States. It is the apparently increasingly arbitrary, random, sudden, and unpredictable nature of the workings of the global economy that have heightened the sense that these matters concern our security. At the heart of the problem of making sense of these developments is the limitation on our understandings imposed by the theories and concepts we use. This in turn inhibits our understanding of the  s between economy, security, and community. The concepts and language we use to describe and interpret what is going on in the world political economy are not neutral—in their origin, use, or purpose. Nor are they merely instruments through which we can discover an autonomous preexisting reality of political economy.38 Economic theory, concepts, and language are constitutive of reality; this is only too well demonstrated through the problems faced by the poor and the dispossessed in the world political economy.39 In this epistemology, the distinction between theory and practice held by orthodox neopositivist international political economists such as Stephen \ Krasner40 is dissolved. Here, theory and practice are mutually constitutive. No less a successful capitalist than George Soros has clealrly identified the centrality of this mutuality when he writes, in an article entitled "The Capitalist Threat," that markets must be understood “reflexively” because "buyers and sellers in financial markets seek to discount a future that depends on their own decisions."41 The change in our understanding that is brought about by such a recognition of a constitutive theory of IPE is as dramatic as it is fundamental. It is dramatic because it should make us reflect on our own daily lives as a place where the struggles of world political economy are carried on—not at some distant and abstract level of globalization. Consider, for example, that over the period of the most recent crisis in global finance, whose public beginnings were in July 1997, the knowledge most used to comment on the situation, and to make public analyses of it, in most of the media has been through what I call a socialized form of economics—notably economists employed by banks and investment houses. Think of this when you next watch TV news and see who is brought forward by Fox News, BBC, CNN, or whatever broadcasting system. It will normally be an individual working for a bank or financial organization such as NatWest or Morgan Grenfell. The knowledge that is put before viewers and listeners constructs economics as an autonomous, self-contained, objective, rational, and nonpolitical realm of activity and, as such, takes "one part of the human experience— the interaction between buyers and sellers—and makes it the narrow and fragile base for a rickety and unstable Theory of Everything."42 The 1997 global economic crisis was portrayed as a major threat to economic stability and hence to our security. It was explained as a failure of Asian governments to supervise and regulate their banking sectors, or the failure of Japanese policymakers to reflate the Japanese economy, or a failure in the architecture of governance of the world financial system. The crisis was portrayed as the result of contingent factors and not a product of the political, social, and economic forces of the very system so lauded by mainstream analysts. The analyses of the latter are characteristically offered as neutral, objective, disinterested, factually based comment by technical experts, in line both with the social status of economics and the presumed scientific status of the knowledge so promulgated. However, the nature of the analysis offered, based on assumptions and concepts of rationality and of the market, have been widely discredited by other—and I believe—more reflective economists43 and also attacked by political economists.44 Even so, the authority given to these experts serves not only to insulate the system of global financial capitalism from its critics but also to maintain the legitimacy, validity, and social and political hegemony of the theories, concepts, and knowledge used in these expert analyses. The most significant import of these economic theories and concepts for our understanding of security and political economy is that they define and then describe a world of rational economic man in which economics is both separated from polity and society and made the dominant, privileged, and defining sphere of human life. 

AT:  You hurt americans

SBSP solves jobs
Zidansek et al 11 – associate professor in the Faculty of Science and Mathematics at the University of Maribor

(Aleksander, with Milan Ambrozic, Maja Milfelner, Robert Blinc, and Noam Lior, “Solar Orbital Power: Sustainability Analysis,” Energy 36 (2011) 1986-1995, ScienceDirect, dml)

Regarding employment, the simplest case of photovoltaic satellites launched from Earth seems to decrease the number of necessary jobs, but improve their quality as further elaborated below. We will estimate the lowest and the highest limits. One limit for the number of jobs lost can be estimated from the introduction of Earth-based solar photovoltaics systems. A study in Spain found that about 3-4 jobs were created for each installed MW of solar power, however due to the inefﬁciencies of subsidies many more jobs were lost elsewhere in the economy, so that the total effect of photovoltaic solar power was the loss of about 9 jobs per MW [31]. Here the main problem was that there was a kind of rebound effect. Namely, the state subsidies for renewable energy destroy more than twice as many jobs as are created with investments in the renewable energy. This destruction of jobs is even worse for solar energy, which requires above average subsidies. However, this result has been calculated only for the production of solar energy on Earth with existing technology, which requires large subsidies. The other limit for the estimated jobs lost could be taken as the total number of jobs for energy creation. This is about 5 jobs per MW for fossil fuels such as coal. Here the estimate is that about 1.4 million people in the US create about a billion ton coal per year [32], which gives about 5 jobs per MW of useful power. This number is probably even higher, because jobs related to operation of the plant, fuel transportation, waste disposal, etc. are not taken into account. If the energy production is shifted from domination of fossil fuels to cheap and clean production of energy in the orbit, there will however be no need for energy subsidies and the price of energy will decrease signiﬁcantly. Better technology such as robotic production facility for solar power satellites on the Moon would, in the long term, require a very small - almost negligible e number of jobs for the production of energy systems as compared with the current number of jobs in the energy sector. However, it would require no subsidies, since the calculated price of energy shown in Table 3 is at least two times smaller than the price of energy from fossil fuels. Therefore there would be no loss of jobs due to the rebound effect. On the contrary, reduced price of electricity would free resources elsewhere in the economy and therefore create new jobs. The estimates for job creation of investments in coal technologies vary, but it is not below the average in the industry [33]. Therefore the capital liberated from the investments in coal would create at least as many jobs as would be destroyed by reducing the use of coal. Also, the savings from the reduced price of energy would create additional jobs, and with data from Table 3 we can estimate that the total effect on employment would be about 3 jobs created per 1 MW of space solar power, if it is produced on the Moon and installed in the orbit. In comparison, Solnick [34] states that a large decrease in energy prices could add about 0.4% to the total number of jobs. Globally this would amount to about 1 added job per MW. It is however important to note that Solnick calculated this result only for small changes in the energy prices, and that global economy changed a lot since that study. His results were calculated for conditions around the year 1980, and large amounts of very cheap clean energy would create many positive changes in society, which are hard to quantify. They would very likely more than offset the expected loss of jobs in energy production, which is estimated to be between 4 and 9 jobs per MW of installed electric power. Also, there would be additional jobs needed for the production and launch of the rockets, for maintenance and remote control of the satellites, robotic factories on the Moon, rectennas and the development of other technologies necessary for the operation of orbital power stations. Given the uncertainties related to all these factors, even the order of magnitude is not certain, and it is quite possible that jobs would not be lost, but would even be generated. Our estimate discussed in the previous paragraph, that about 3 jobs would be created per 1 MW of installed power, seems therefore reasonable.

AT:  Counterplan

First is a framing argument – justification is key – they fail to utilize the empathy framework of the aff which means you reject the counterplan

Hall 93 – Krupp Foundation Professor of European Studies – Harvard University

(Peter, Comparative Politics 25.3, “Policymaking Paradigms, Social Learning, and the State”)

Only in some cases, then, will it be appropriate to speak of a fully elaborated policy paradigm. In others, the web of ideas affecting the direction of policy will be looser and subject to more frequent variations. Even here, however, we should not discount altogether the impact that an overarching set of ideas can have on policy. The most cynical bureaucrats and politicians must still rationalize their actions in terms that will draw popular support, provide a semblance of consistency, and motivate those who have to carry out the relevant policies. Moreover, their actions are invariably based on a particular understanding of that sphere of the world which policy addresses. The terms of discourse in which that sphere and the policies appropriate to it are discussed constrain and enable often in highly specific ways. Even where the Leitmotiv of policy is simply an overarching metaphor, such as the "war on drugs" or the "problem of welfare mothers," the metaphor and its attendant elaborations can structure many aspects of what is to be done. Policymaking in virtually all fields takes place within the context of a particular set of ideas that recognize some social interests as more legitimate than others and privilege some lines of policy over others.64 Without denying the impact of material interests on the policy process, we need to know much more than we now do about the role that ideas play in policymaking and in the process whereby policies change. I have suggested a number of hypotheses here with specific applications. The most important step we can take, however, is to note that it is not necessary to deny that politics involves a struggle for power and advantage in order to recognize that the movement of ideas plays a role, with some impact of its own, in the process of policymaking. This analysis cautions us against positing too rigid a distinction between "politics as social learning" and "politics as a struggle for power." It suggests that "powering" and "puzzling" are often intertwined in the formation of public policies. To see this most clearly, we need more studies of the evolution of policy over time, a subject that has often been neglected relative to static, one-shot comparisons of policy across nations.65 
A prioritization of rights is key – counterplan fails because it shifts the question of poverty to a net benefit

Tully 6 – former BP Postdoctoral Fellow of the Economic and Social Research Council (ESRC) Centre for the Analysis of Risk and Regulation and of the Law Department of the London School of Economics and Political Science

(Stephen, “The Human Right to Access Electricity,” The Electricity Journal vol 19 issue 3, April 2006, pg 30-39, dml)

At the level of generality, it may be questioned whether an adequate standard of living includes electricity access (an attribute taken for granted within industrialized states) and moreover whether this consideration should drive an appreciation of what is or should be a human right. It has been observed that struggles to fulﬁll needs, particularly within the sustainable development context, can result in formulating novel human rights. 5 For example, poverty can be deﬁned as the inability to meet one’s basic needs such as lack of access to essential social services including electricity. Anti-poverty strategies are believed more likely to be effective, sustainable, inclusive, equitable, and meaningful to the poor if grounded within the international framework for the protection of human rights. The two discourses are considered compatible since both emphasize the principles of universality, indivisibility, empowerment, transparency, accountability, and participation. 6 Hence, intergovernmental institutions with mandates to promote sustainable development such as the World Bank are also entrusted with expanding electricity access for low-income communities.

The counterplan might alleviate material poverty but fusing that with a focus on the right to energy is key – the presence of the net benefit means the counterplan fails
Guruswamy 10 – Nicholas Doman Professor of Law, Director for the Center for Energy and Environmental Security, University of Colorado at Boulder

(Lakshman, “Energy Justice and Sustainable Development,” 21 COLO. J. INT'L ENVTL. L. & POL'Y 231, lexis, dml)

A starting point for analyzing the international phenomena of the EOP must begin with the fact that the EOP should be identified primarily as "burdened societies" n133 in the Rawlsian sense. Rawlsian principles will ensure that SD is applied to the EOP. Furthermore, their special status as burdened societies must be highlighted rather than hidden. It also becomes important to draw attention to Rawls's suggestion on how the duty of assistance should be discharged, bearing in mind his particular conclusion that merely dispensing funds will not suffice to [*263] rectify basic and political injustice. n134 Rawls warns that the mere distribution of funds will not rectify the targeted problems now becomes of special relevance. Many rulers, Rawls points out, have been callous about the well-being of their own peoples, n135 and transferring resources to national governments does not ensure that they will be applied to the problems of the EOP. For this reason Rawls advocates that assistance be tied to the advancement of human rights. Tying assistance to human rights will also embrace the status of women who often are oppressed. It has, moreover, been proven that the removal of discrimination against women has resulted in major economic and social progress. n136 Such measures almost certainly will be resisted by authoritarian regimes that will argue this approach amounts to an intrusion into the national sovereignty of a country and violates international law. These rulers might fear that establishing human rights as a condition for helping the EOP will expose their own corruption and lack of good governance. Such rulers have reason to fear the granting of human rights where they have not confronted their problems or have demonstrated weak governance. As an example of this, Rawls cites to the works of Amartya Sen and Partha Dasgupta who have demonstrated that the main cause of famine in Bengal, Ethiopia, Sahel, and Bangladesh was government mismanagement rather than shortage of food. n137
Failure to interrogate the way political structures makes our impacts inevitable

Cutler 2K – Professor of Political Science at Victoria

(A. Claire, Strange Power, Ed. Thomas Lawton, James Rosenau, and Amy Verdun, p. 161-2)

We might begin with the now familiar distinction Robert Cox makes between critical theory and problem-solving theory.1 Problem-solving theory takes the world as it finds it, ‘with the prevailing social and power relationships and the institutions into which they are organized, as the given framework for action’ (Cox 1981: 88). It is instrumental in its goal of improving the workings of institutions but does not call into question the patterns or purposes of these institutions and relations. In contrast, critical theory ‘stands apart from the prevailing order of the world and asks how that order came about’ (ibid.). Unlike problem-solving theory, critical theory ‘does not take institutions and social power relations for granted but calls them into question by concerning itself with their origins and how and whether they might be in the process of changing. It is directed toward an appraisal of the very framework for action, or problematic, which problem-solving theory accepts as its parameters’ (ibid). There are several dimensions of critical theory that differentiate it from problem-solving theory. The first is its inherent normativity in the sense of its concern with ethics and morality in international relations. While normative international relation theory encompasses ‘that body of work which addresses the moral dimensions of international relations and the wider questions of meaning and interpretation generated by the discipline’ (Brown 1992: 3), it also encompasses theories designed to promote social, political and economic change. As Cox notes, ‘Theory is always for someone and for some purpose. All theories have a perspective. Perspectives derive from a position in time and space’ (Cox 1981: 87). All theories either explicitly or implicitly embrace values and promote purposes and interests and the goal of critical theory is lay these bare in order to ‘allow for a normative choice in favor of a social and political order different from the prevailing order’ (ibid.: 90, see also Hazel Smith 1996). Thus, related to the normativity of critical theory is its transformative and emancipatory potential. Critical theory assists in identifying alternatives to the existing world order that promote the values and goals of human emancipation. Mark Neufeld associates emancipatory theory with the assistance of ‘those poorly served by present social and political arrangements, through which the disadvantaged can empower themselves to effect radical social change’ (Neufeld 1995: 20).2 Andrew Linklater frames critical theory in terms of ‘theory committed to the reduction or eradication of constraints on human autonomy’ (Linklater 1986: 308).3

AT:  Privatization CP

The model of privatization fails and encourages global conflict

Lipschutz 91 – Assistant Professor of Politics, University of California, Santa Cruz

(Ronnie, “Wasn’t the Future Wonderful?  Resources, Environment, and the Emerging Myth of Global Sustainable Development,” 2 Colo. J. Int'l Envtl. L. & Pol'y 35 1991, dml)
The "liberal" model of free markets, uncontrolled prices, private investment, and minimal regulation has often been advocated as the most efficient means of fostering economic growth.42 Pursuit of this strategy allows a producer of goods to move wherever factors of production are cheapest and to use available resources without regard for the political or environmental consequences. But efficiency is not the same as effectiveness, and maximizing economic growth does not ensure that the benefits will be equitably distributed. As any classical economist will point out, a "first-best" economic solution will maximize the benefits resulting from growth, but this first-best solution may not have much effect on their distribution. And classical economics certainly has nothing to say about the political objectives that a society might see as being necessary to achieve, such as sustainable development.4 Such development strategies as these cannot be sustainable in the long run. Moreover, there are good political and moral reasons for finding ways to foster development that are sustainable, especially for the Third World. A world 10 percent rich and 90 percent poor is not likely to be a viable one for the long term, and it could be politically very unstable, as well. Efforts by countries to impose on their citizens the economic austerity regimes demanded by the International Monetary Fund and other international lenders could lead to continual domestic instability, with the potential for cross-border spillover and international conflict. Moves to assert control over remaining, unclaimed or untapped sources of low-cost raw materials-which might provide some production advantage-could result in conflicts between neighboring states.44 And some countries, finding themselves well-equipped with the armaments so willingly sold to them by others, could conclude that one solution to the political costs of austerity and deprivation is mobilization for war.45

Privatization can’t help the poor – status quo proves

Clancy, Skutsch, and Batchelor 2 – *a Reader in technology transfer with the Technology and Development Group, University of Twente, **Senior 

Lecturer with the Technology and Development Group, University of Twente, AND ***Director of Gamos Ltd

(Joy, Margaret, and Simon, “The Gender-Energy-Poverty Nexus: Finding the energy to address gender concerns in development,” http://www.sarpn.org.za/documents/d0000378/P342_Skutsch_Batchelor.pdf, dml)

The energy sector in developing countries is however not immune from transformations that are taking place in the global economy, which are intended to bring about increased efficiency and lower costs, as well as increasing access. There are two particular changes taking place that are lik ely to have specific consequences for poor people: privatisation and commercialisation. Privatisation in the energy sector involves the sale of state energy companies, particularly the electricity utilities, to the private sector, as well as the opening up of the market for the private sector to provide other energy services. These trends bring with them wholly new concerns that need to be studied: particularly, how the private sector will respond to the demand from the rural poor for energy services. Will the poor be seen as a mass market needing creative financing programmes to facilitate access to energy services, or will they be regarded as too high a risk, providing too low a profit margin? It is, as yet, not clear whether privatisation will result in more, or less, access for the rural poor to modern energy forms. In some cases, the boundaries of existing services, originally provided with an element of social welfare, are being retracted, as can be seen, for example, in India where previously electrified areas are having services withdrawn based solely on financial criteria (Ministry of Power, 2001). Conversely, privatisation might contribute to sustainable livelihoods by providing new entrepreneurs with the opportunity to enter the market by providing local level energy services in rural areas. Although this is much to be hoped, the scanty evidence so far is not very encouraging. Barja and Uriquiola (2001) report that following the privatisation of the utilities in Bolivia, there have been no improvements in access to electricity for the poor in rural areas, whereas in urban areas there was access by more than 95% in the lowest income quintile compared with 86% prior to privatisation. Whether this trend is general is not known, although a body of knowledge is beginning to emerge (see for example, Doig (1998)). However, further research, including microanalysis based on case studies, is badly needed to provide a more holistic picture and to identify local factors.

AT:  Word PICs

Our ethical obligation to end torture precedes discursive questions – and our demand combines discourse with ethics to solve discursive violence

Jovanovic and Wood 4 – *Communications/Rhetoric Professors @ Denver University and University of North Carolina respectively

(Spoma and Roy, “Speaking from the Bedrock of Ethics,” Philosophy and Rhetoric Vol 37 no 4, 2004, 317-334, dml)

To consider these opening facts of communication is to conceive of language or discourse in a wholly different realm from intentional, predetermined, strategic enterprise where the other is but an object in the self's plans for mastery. Levinas accentuates this by unveiling the properties of communication as ethical encounter, or saying. .One can, to be sure, conceive of language as an act, as a gesture of behavior. But then one omits the essential of language: the coinciding of the revealer and the revealed in the face. (1969, 67). For Levinas, ethics precedes discourse in disclosure. That is, before we even conceive of a freedom that would enable us to choose ethics, there is already the imperative Yes! that signals our submission and sacrifice to the other (Levinas 1996c). Why are we pulled toward the other as Levinas suggests? Under what conditions can it be, and matter, that ethics precedes discourse? For Levinas, being for the other provides an important insight into how our moral obli gation is grounded not in specific altruistic activity, thorough understanding, or adherence to universal laws. Alphonso Lingis, a translator of many of Levinas.s works, describes the ethical nature of communication succinctly: .What is said is inessential; what is essential is that I be there and speak. (1994, xi). Speech is first and foremost the acknowledgment of sociality that signifies the importance of the encounter with the other. Speech for Levinas is not, as we have been conditioned to think, the link to participation that seeks comprehension of the other (1996a). This limited reading of speech represents for Levinas totality and closure rather than infinity and alterity. Richard Cohen, another of Levinas.s translators, questions in his introduction to Ethics and Infinity the role of speech altogether. “Ethics occurs. . . across the hiatus of dialogue, not in the content of discourse, in the continuities or discontinuities of what is said, but in the demand for response” (Levinas 1985, 12). Actually, Cohen points to the force of communication without naming it as such. Transcending dialogue there is ethics, but to instantiate ethics requires communication, whether in the hiatus, the response, or the approach. Ethics evokes then, rather than defines, and in so doing defies our propensity to codify, compare, and commit to a certain course of action prior to engagement. For Levinas, the face of the other (the other we recognize and the others we do not) is an interruption that arouses a desire to move toward the other, not knowing what may come. The desire and its accompanying responsibility are indicative of a turn outward toward a communal life.
AT:  Poverty K/PIC – A2 Essentialism

Essentialism claims are just as essentialist

Jackson 97 – Professor of Development Studies at the University of East Anglia

(Cecile, “Post Poverty, Gender and Development?”, IDS Bulletin Vol 28 No 3 1997, 145-155, dml)

The charge of essentialism is a major element in postist critiques of poverty and GAD; the concept of a poor person, rather important to poverty reduction in development, being doubly challenged by post structuralism. Poverty is seen as an essentialising construct since it has been used to generalise women in the south as vulnerable objects of development interventions and the Other of western feminism (Mohanty 1988). Of this process Spivak wrote; 'in spite of the heterogeneous information retrieval about her, the monolithic subject assigned the proper name 'Third World Woman' - consolidating a certain desire for the narcissistic Other stands as evidence.' (1985: 130). It is interesting to observe however that in a speech to the International Conference on Population and Development in Cairo, 1994, Gayatri Spivak used the terms 'the poor women of the south' and even 'the poor woman of the south' (1995: 3) in her attack on northern feminists for focusing reproductive rights on abortion. Spivak argues that northern feminists assume 'that the able woman of the North is a person endowed with subjectivity and that the poor woman of the South should of course want what she herself wants' (1995: 3). She goes on to claim that 'where extreme poverty makes children mean social security the right to abortion is immaterial'. Whatever the details of this debate (see the reply by Feldman in the same issue), essentialising statements and the denial of subjectivity are certainly on display, as they usually are where one attempts to speak 'about women'. Universalist approaches to poverty are positing capabilities which transcend cultural and historical boundaries as the index of human well-being and which run the risk of essentialising human nature, although Nussbaum says that hers is an historically sensitive universalism in which 'sameness' are points within cultural diversity The charge that WID essentialises women through constructs of poverty and vulnerability which universalise and remove women from spatial, historical and cultural contexts, possibly has some validity. But the extension of this criticism to GAD seems to me poorly founded, given the emphasis in GAD on social relations and context, on differences amongst women, as well as on agency (e.g. Kabeer 1994; Agarwal 1994).

Aff solves and the alt is disempowering

Jackson 97 – Professor of Development Studies at the University of East Anglia

(Cecile, “Post Poverty, Gender and Development?”, IDS Bulletin Vol 28 No 3 1997, 145-155, dml)

Poverty reduction then appears in poststructuralist perspectives as an imperialist narrative, universalising, essentialising and politically sinister since it justifies hegemonic development interventions. Local 'truths' are seen to be an alternative. Localism is, of course, also found in development neo-populism, where, since the early 1980s, there has been an alternative understanding of well-being and illbeing grounded in local concepts and the self perceptions of the poor (Chambers 1983; Beck 1994). In these, a communitarianism notion of a unitary community is implicitly and explicitly posed as the source of counter narratives, resistance and subaltern voices. But the inconsistency which refuses to subject localism, and the idea of the local, to the same deconstruction as globalism reveals the continuing entrapment of postmodemism in dualistic divisions in which, if global equals bad, then local equals good. Jane Parpart and Marianne Marchand in their recent book Feminism, Poststructuralism, Development use as a subtitle the phrase 'Exploding the canon'. But why are we exploding only one canon? Local narratives and communities are internally divided, especially, but not only, along gender lines. They have divided conceptions of well-being, and accord voice differentially to their members in how local discourses of well-being are formed, and may exclude and marginalise as effectively as alien western concepts of well-being. Indeed Sherry Ortner criticises 'resistance studies' for their ethnographic 'thinness' which she sees as a consequence of a poststructural paralysis in the face of politics internal to subaltern groups (Ortner 1995). In addition to the concept of the unitary community, the relativistic notion of justice is incompatible with universalist ideas of gender justice. If 'a given society is just if its substantive life is lived in a certain way - that is, in a way faithful to the shared understandings of the members' (Waltzer quoted by Glover p127) then potentially the subordination of women becomes just'. But what are these shared understandings? Feminist critics (Benhabib 1995; Ortner 1995) have argued that cultures and communities cannot be represented as bounded wholes without internal politics, contradictions and debates, and without alternatives in the meanings and actions available to individuals. Benhabib suggests we need to distinguish between 'communities of conversation' and culturally specific ethnic communities, in which what determines who belongs to the former shifts with the subject of the 'conversation' and the problem at hand. Such communities may sometimes coincide with ethnic boundaries but do not necessarily do so - 'We are all participants in different communities of conversation as constituted by the intersecting axes of our different interests, projects and life situations' (1995: 247). This seems to me a concept which both reflects the internal (gender) politics of communities as well as capturing the sense in which many western and local 'feminists' do indeed 'talk' the same language and are engaged on the same project, without casting this conversation in terms of imperialism and hegemony A postmodern pessimism might suggest that subaltern women cannot speak (Spivak 1985), but more hopeful approaches to communication and resistance see agency in silence (Rajan 1993; Mahoney 1996), the possibility of voice and the refusals and reformulations of daily life as an ongoing dialogue between actors and the social structures they experience. One of the points made by Seyla Benhabib is that it is mistaken to conceptualise individuals as either insiders (participants) or outsiders (observers) in a particular society, for 'Individuals themelves can also become observers of their own ways of life if they acquire a critical distance from it and begin to challenge the normative order' (1995: 238). If the growth of this kind of social reflexivity occurs with modernity, as often claimed, then subaltern 'insiders', through stepping back and looking at their societies through another optic which might include universalist values, may be enabled to challenge discourses and act up and against. Furthermore, if such individuals seek to enlist development discourses in these struggles - implicitly in actions or explicitly in speech - then why should one deny such claims?

AT:  Poverty K/PIC – Perm
Only a combination of material change and discursive analysis solves – alt alone fails
Jackson 97 – Professor of Development Studies at the University of East Anglia

(Cecile, “Post Poverty, Gender and Development?”, IDS Bulletin Vol 28 No 3 1997, 145-155, dml)

Postmodern ideas about power emphasise not systematically unequal access to resources but differential abilities to make and shape discourse and language (as statements, terms, categories and beliefs), whilst poverty and well-being is at least partly about command over material resources. Needs are discursive in postmodern perspectives. They are constituted by language with little or no reference to material relations, yet from a gender perspective power relations have been conceptualised as both material and discursive, and linked in complex ways rather than one way determinations. The limitations of postmodernist approaches to poverty can possibly be seen in, for example, Arturo Escobar's book Encountering Development. He writes of the violence of western representations of hungry people in the south, and deconstructs the discursive power and sinister intentions of development, but does not interrogate the complex real experience of hunger. He briefly asserts that per capita food availability in the south has not increased but he gives no serious attention to the veracity of this assertion or to changes over time (1995: 103). He is satisfied with a crudely functionalist view in which the development apparatus is said to create client categories ('malnourished', 'lactating women' etc) which are 'consistent with the creation and reproduction of modem capitalist relations' (op cit. 106). Whilst Escobar states that 'there is no discourse analysis that is unrelated to materialities' (1995: 130) he fails to deliver an account of this relatedness which is other than that of determining and powerful discourse 'making' the Third World. Whilst one would agree with the importance of a discourse analysis and of institutional ethnography, this needs to be harnessed to relations between these and material outcomes, which do not follow in a linear fashion from policy hopes, intentions and statements (see Apthorpe and Gasper 1996). Indeed the disconnections between policy and outcomes have been the focus of considerable debate in the gender and development field where understanding agency, of development personnel and especially of women and men 'participants' and actors in development activities, has shown that the power of development discourse can be exaggerated. A discourse analysis such as Escobar's is arguably more susceptible to objectification of peoples of the south as helpless victims than approaches which take subversion and material outcomes more seriously Many gender analysts might disagree with Escobar that 'lt]he local level must reproduce the world as the top sees it' (1995: 111). The nature of feminist enquiry has confronted the multiplicity of discourses at all levels and has constantly problematised these in terms of their effects and their constraints, such that 'discourse' is not confined to development agencies (as Escobar's analysis implies) but multiple and conflictive and defying a simple opposition of the (singular) local and the oppressive developmental. One example of a feminist approach which seems to me to deal with how to retain a materialist element in understandings of gendered poverty, but one which is sensitive to the complex relationships between material life and symbolic and cultural meanings, is the work on embodied subjectivity and gender. This links the objective material needs of women with the subjective, culturalised ideas about, and constructions of, needs in a useful way, and denies the dualistic character of the words y things arguments. Thus Henrietta Moore indicates the usefulness of Bourdieu's concept of habitus as 'that set of structuring principles and common schemes of perception and conception that generate practices and representations' (1994: 78). Subjectivity is material, social distinctions are enacted through one's body, over time. The 'subject is never separated from the material conditions of its existence, and the world is never free of the representations that construct it' (Moore 1994: 80).

Perm solves – we need to analyze both material and discursive impacts of poverty

Kabeer 97 – Professorial Fellow at the Institute of Development Studies

(Naila, “Tactics and Trade-Offs: Revisiting the Links Between Gender and Poverty,” IDS Bulletin Vol 28 No 3 1997 pg 1-13, dml)

A different approach to these issues is possible if we bear in mind that, in reality, people meet their needs through a variety of resources aside from income, and gain access to these resources through a variety of institutional relationships aside from those of the market. A reformulation of Sen's concept of entitlements (1982, 1990), which draws attention to the different basis of claims on resources which prevail in a society, has the merit of expanding the analysis of poverty from access to the market to this wider set of relationships and activities. Entitlements can be seen as generated through the rules, norms and practices which characterise different institutional arenas - market-based exchange; state provision; and the 'moral economy' of community and kinship - and which determine who gets what and on what terms.2 Within such a framework, inequalities are generated as a result of inadequate resource endowments, of the unfavourable terms on which one set of resources are exchanged for another or else by 'unruly' practices3 where the rules or norms of entitlement are igiiored, subverted, overridden or simply changed. Equally, of course, resistance to inequalities - and to the deprivations and dependencies it creates - occurs through struggles over the definition and interpretations of rules and norms and a variety of other practices through which people seek to protect, enhance or realise the value of their entitlements. By encompassing both the outcomes of deprivation as well as their underlying causes, such an approach draws attention to issues of equity and justice as well as to basic needs and welfare. It takes us beyond an economistic focus on ownership and exchange to socially constructed definitions of who is entitled to what and on what basis: in other words, to questions of identities and interests as well as to divisions of labour, power and resources. lt also shifts attention away from a static view of poverty - poverty as end-state - to a more dynamic concern with the processes of exclusion, inclusion and marginalisation which are set in motion by shifts in the configuration of entitlement relationships within which people define goals and devise strategies and which place some groups of people at an entitlement disadvantage in relation to others.

Perm solves and the alt alone doesn’t
Jackson 97 – Professor of Development Studies at the University of East Anglia

(Cecile, “Post Poverty, Gender and Development?”, IDS Bulletin Vol 28 No 3 1997, 145-155, dml)

The question of representation has been problematised by postmodernism in a way which has given new urgency to discussions about women's gender interests and how they can be known in a development context (Molyneux 1985, 1997 forthcoming; Jones and Jonasdottir, 1988; Fierlbeck 1996). How is it that we know what local perceptions of poverty consist of, or what women see as their gender interests, and what status do we give to which voices? Since Molyneux's seminal paper, gender interests have been seen as historically, culturally, politically and discursively constituted, and issues of representation have been very much in the foreground, particularly in discussions of women's 'subjective' and 'objective' interests, of false consciousness and the epistemological problems around representing gender interests. As I understand it, a GAD position is generally one that accepts that no representation can be a direct reflection of those represented, but is committed to creating the conditions where a multitude of voices representing selves and groups can be heard, and distortion, loss of content and violation of intention minimised. This is hardly a resolution, and arguably a feeble declaration of intent, but an awareness of this problem has certainly characterised GAD discourses. What requires defence in a postmodern ambience is the assertion that beyond women's voices are legitimate representations of 'objective' gender interests (Sen 1990), and that it is possible to speak for some subaltern interests identified in this way, not as a substitute for self perceptions of gender interests but as a legitimate dimension through which to engage with, and understand, these perceptions. The distinction between interests and needs goes back to the beginning of the 1980s in GAD, and if there is a consensus it is probably around the idea that gender interests are everywhere different, change over time, and are distinguished by their short- and long-term, practical or strategic character. Needs too are socially constructed (but not only), they are dynamic and they are politicised in every element. But instead of rejecting the needs idiom Nancy Fraser usefully asks 'What opportunities and/or obstacles does the needs idiom pose for movements, like feminism, that seek far-reaching social transformation?' (1990: 162) This indeed is what the recent debates about gender and poverty have been centrally about.

AT:  Poverty K/PIC – Social Exclusion Bad

Social exclusion is just as exclusionary – empirically proven – star this card

Peace 1 – associate professor in the Politics Programme at Massey University

(Robin, “Social Exclusion: A Concept in Need of Definition?”, Social Policy Journal of New Zealand issue 16, July 2001, pg 17-36, dml)

Thus, for many researchers, analysts and commentators who saw “social exclusion” as a new and shiny term – perhaps even a Trojan horse – that would encourage a rethinking of social issues and problems away from the tired and limited concepts of poverty and deprivation, disappointment was not long in coming. Paradoxically it seemed that the policies deriving from the new discourse of “social exclusion” were capable of ensuring that some groups and individuals were being excluded even from the discourse of exclusion. The Shift from Verb to Noun There are a number of possible reasons for the conflations and slippages entailed in the development of European Union policies. They are beyond the scope of this paper. The significant lesson to draw, however, is that it is important to understand what a person or group is excluded from and by whom. In the case of “exclusion sociale” the agency was clear. The French Government made policies that excluded particular groups from receiving social insurance on the basis of explicit criteria. If you wanted to be included amongst those who had access to social insurance you found a job, or you got married to someone who had a job. This was inclusion and exclusion in a definable sense. The “Poverty Programmes” provided, in a sense, a “transformative space” – a space, that is, where change in the nature and understanding of poverty took place. In this transformative space, the concept of social exclusion underwent a complex linguistic shift that has affected what policy makers now “do” with the concept. The English language has a “trick” (called, in semantic terms, “nominalisation”) whereby strong active verbs can be turned into nouns. This happens whenever, for example, the phrase “to ruminate” that refers to the actions of a cow engaged in digesting its food becomes the subject of our “rumination” or our slow and deliberative thinking on any matter other than cows’ digestive processes, or when the school that desires “to integrate” with the state school sector becomes the subject of “integration” policies. In each case, nominalisation tends to produce two linguistic effects. The first is that agency disappears – whoever or whatever was “doing the thing” becomes either abstract or invisible. The second effect is that reification occurs. The action turns into a thing in its own right. Thus, a commentary that discusses the active act of “excluding” someone or something from somewhere involves an identification of agency: “they were excluded by the group from...”, “he excluded her from...”. But “exclusion”, as a verb that has been turned into a noun (a process also known as “reification”), signifies a “thing” rather than an “action”. Thus, “‘social exclusion’ affects their life chances...”. It is in this nominalised and reified state that the concept of social exclusion is most often deployed in the naming and labelling of different and particular groups.

AT:  Speaking for others – 2AC

Speaking for others is inevitable and is the only way for the oppressed to make their voices heard – star this card

Marino 5 – Macalester Department of Philosophy

(Lauren, “Speaking for Others,” Macalester Journal of Philosophy: Vol. 14: Iss. 1, Article 4, dml)

If the self is located within language games the there is a commonality between those who share language games. This removes some of the barriers between selves and I do have access to the experience of those with whom I share language games. Sharing language games means sharing experience. I am able to speak for those who language games I play. There are some problems with this understanding. Alcoff thinks membership in a group is not precise or determinate. It is unclear which groups I could belong to and which of those groups I should single out to affiliate myself. More importantly, membership in a group doesn’t necessarily mean an authority to speak for the whole group. However, if we accept that the self is constituted within language, then those who share language games with me have direct access to my experience in away that no one can ever have access to a Cartesian mind. We do not need to ask for absolute identity, language and experience between speakers but just a commonality. Furthermore, Bernstein argues that we cannot speak without speaking for other people. 6 The speaker’s location is necessarily a location in relation to other people. The relationship cannot be removed, and we cannot avoid it. Speaking at all makes speaking for others inevitable. We return to the intuitive response to the struggle of oppressed groups: have the group speak for itself. Speaking becomes a type of agency in which I construct myself because contrary to a Cartesian self, selves do not exist prior to or separate from language. To lose my speech is to lose myself. The oppressed have the ability to communicate with each other and through their language game they are able to discuss their struggle with one another. Sharing languages games enables the oppressed to a specific, limited dimension of power. Their language game will always fail to communicate their struggle to those who have not been initiated into it. They have direct access to the experience of oppression and their agency, but they can only reach their own group. Those on the margin cannot reach those in the center. On the other hand, those in the center, the elites, share a language that can reach the majority of society. It is a language game they are familiar with and can use adeptly. However, they do not have the experience with or access to the language game of the oppressed. They have the power to use their language but nothing to say. The catch-22 is the choice between a group who embodies the agency and the dimensions of political struggle against oppression without a way to communicate it to the larger community, and a group with the language to reach society but is ignorant of the political struggle. There lies a need for a synergy between the experience of the oppressed on the margins and the language game of those in the center. The synergy requires a speaker who comes from the oppressed but has knowledge of the language game of the center. Such a person could incorporate the experience of the oppressed into a new language game that could be accessed by those in power. The concern is what is lost and sacrificed in translation. If the language games are so disparate that initiation in one, offers no insight into the rules of the other, than there is doubt that translation can be done at all. If translation cannot be done, the best to be hoped for is cooption forcing the margins into the mainstream. 
AT:  Speaking for others

Sometimes the Other has no ability to speak – our ethical framework restores their agency to them

Jovanovic and Wood 4 – *Communications/Rhetoric Professors @ Denver University and University of North Carolina respectively

(Spoma and Roy, “Speaking from the Bedrock of Ethics,” Philosophy and Rhetoric Vol 37 no 4, 2004, 317-334, dml)

People persist in focusing on manifestations of war and conflict as the defining features of human activity. As such, our history is an explanation of what causes and perpetuates violence. We understand human behavior in a Darwinian context, as a struggle for limited resources where there are winners and losers. We identify losers and stay away from them so that our future success is secured and measured according to the accumulation of material possessions, power, and knowledge. The other in this view is the abject one. This view of humanity promises the continuation of social practices meant to isolate the self from all the others who could threaten the self’s control. Stories like the one about Harry Ramos suggest a different narrative, one wherein ethics provides the context in which the rest of human achievement resides. It would be a grave mistake at this point to read the story of Harry Ramos as simply how one man encountered a disaster. Instead, Levinas offers an alternative contextual view. Ethics as first philosophy creates a different structure for making sense of communication. The ways in which we appreciate or deny that is a practical human endeavor. The measure of life for Levinas is not determined according to what one gains at the expense of another. Instead, life’s value is ascertained in considering to what degree ethics takes us toward response to the other and eventually to responsibility for all others, in what Levinas defines as justice, all the while recognizing there is no end point to this process (Manning 2001). Violence in this view is a force with which to reckon, and one that because of its immense spread and impact around the world, mandates that we face it squarely. But rather than meeting violence with violence, Levinas asks us to recognize the munificent, unlimited capacities of ethics to set a context that counters the turbulent dictates of our recent past. We offer our argument focused on ethics as the ground for speech communication, as one poised to join with other arguments made across the disciplines, in philosophy, education, psychology, anthropology, and religion, on the value of Levinas today in light of the violence that resists our attempts to quell its dominance. Reducing the flow of violence is at the heart of Levinas’s work. He holds out for us the possibility that communication can resist violence through the “face” of the other who calls the self into question. Recognizing this, giving voice to this phenomenon, has the potential to change the way we view the human condition.
Current climate change discourse ignores the poor – only speaking for them solves
Gordon 7 – Professor of Law at Villanova University

(Ruth, “THE CLIMATE OF ENVIRONMENTAL JUSTICE: TAKING STOCK: CLIMATE CHANGE AND THE POOREST NATIONS: FURTHER REFLECTIONS ON GLOBAL INEQUALITY, 78 U. Colo. L. Rev. 1559, lexis, dml)

One way in which inequality manifests itself is in dominance of the South by the North. This has been documented in the international trade arena where southern nations are bullied and ignored. n328 Within international financial institutions, the South is at the mercy of entities that dictate policy and control the funds. n329 Why would it be any different when it comes to a problem with huge economic consequences for industrialized states that have been hesitant to undertake measures potentially damaging to their economies and at variance with  [*1622] powerful domestic interests? n330 This inequality is reflected in climate change negotiations where the United States has dominated and refused to negotiate. Indeed, some representatives from Third World nations characterize the "negotiations" as rich nations telling the South what is and is not going to happen. n331 When the United States refused to ratify the Kyoto Protocol, it allowed another group of industrialized nations to hold the agreement hostage, and they were able to wring all manner of concessions from the other parties. The European Union somehow always caves at the end and has often negotiated with the United States; both parties then present their joint position, on a more or less take-it-or-leave-it basis, to the rest of the world. All told, these actions have resulted in a weak agreement that does little to mitigate emissions of GHG. n332 It has instead become symbolic of taking joint action that will be a precursor to truly meaningful measures. n333
The Inuit people of Canada, Greenland, Alaska and Russia have gone in a different direction, suing the United States before the Inter-American Commission on Human Rights for damages caused by their failure to lessen their emissions of GHG. They are attempting to vindicate their human right to inhabit their lands. n334 They realized from the outset that it would be a symbolic act, and they have been correct - the U.S. has ignored it. This is simply another example of a level of global inequality, where the powerful do not even have to answer the weak, much less speak to their concerns.

More evidence – warming discourse ignores the poor
Guruswamy 10 – Nicholas Doman Professor of Law, Director for the Center for Energy and Environmental Security, University of Colorado at Boulder

(Lakshman, “Energy Justice and Sustainable Development,” 21 COLO. J. INT'L ENVTL. L. & POL'Y 231, lexis, dml)

Particularly during the last five to ten years, however, the international agenda has been dominated by fervent and dedicated global warming crusaders and blinkered decision-makers from the developed world, who appear anaesthetized to the plight of the EOP. Consequently, [*236] the bulk of development assistance has been funneled toward reducing carbon dioxide and other greenhouse gas ("GHG") emissions at the expense of the MDGs. For example, Secretary Clinton recently confirmed that the U.S. Agency for International Development's ("USAID") key focus on development assistance for over a decade has been on environmental programs that have reduced growth in GHG emissions. n10 Given that the EOP hardly emit any GHGs, left unsaid is the stark fact that those USAID resources are not available for the MDGs. The obvious result is that international resources for achieving the MDGs are drying up. A recent report of the UN Development Program ("UNDP") diplomatically emphasized this point. The report points out that economic growth, eradication of poverty, and the MDGs remain the highest priorities of developing countries, but that the focus of world leaders on reducing GHG emissions may constrain those priorities and efforts. n11 Climate change negotiations have ignored the EOP. In the most recent chapter of climate change negotiations under the UN Framework Convention on Climate Change ("UNFCCC") at Copenhagen in December 2009, the world's decision-makers, while paying lip service to SD, demonstrated once again that they remain impervious to the EOP and their lament of disease, public health problems, lack of safe drinking water, non-access to education, sickness, death, and economic deprivation that is not attributable to carbon dioxide. Consistent with their preoccupation with GHG reductions, world leaders continued to ignore the energy-based problems afflicting one-third of the world's population, which are caused by the absence of modern sustainable energy. The Copenhagen Accord stated in passing that "Developing countries, especially those with low emitting economies should be provided incentives to continue to develop on a low emission pathway." n12 However, this provision was left without reference to any funds to help fulfill such an objective. Instead, the only reference to funding made available to developing countries was for mitigation, adaptation, technological development and transfer, and capacity-building. n13 Once again, the primacy of global warming was emphasized and funded while the plight of the non carbon dioxide generating EOP - and the countries they inhabit - were almost totally ignored. The [*237] amaurosis afflicting climate change negotiators is perplexing for a number of reasons.

AT:  Gender Essentialism

No impact to essentialism and it’s inevitable – and material solutions solve

Jackson 97 – Professor of Development Studies at the University of East Anglia

(Cecile, “Post Poverty, Gender and Development?”, IDS Bulletin Vol 28 No 3 1997, 145-155, dml)

The most constructive approach to this deeply congealed, and increasingly tedious, opposition between essentialism and social constructionism is probably still that of Diane Fuss. She points out that all social science concepts (e.g. the working class) carry traces of essentialism, that we need to distinguish between nominal/linguistic essentialism (e.g. in talking about women) and the explicit suggestion of unchanging essences (e.g. in ecofeminist thought). And she argues that what matters is the ends to which essentialism is deployed (Fuss 1989). To draw attention to the material disadvantage faced by many women in the south does not constitute significant essentialism, combined as it is in GAD approaches with an analysis of their agency, of the class and ethnic variations in gendered disadvantage and the ongoing changes in the lived experiences of such women. In the case of poverty reduction it seems to me that what essentialism exists is at such a level of generality (humans need health and autonomy) as to have little political dangers. The radical politics of postmodernism are, appropriately, imaginary however, and as Udayagiri (1995) points out, the textual focus of postmodern analysis renders real lives almost irrelevant, and its deconstruction suggests no political agenda and undermines notions of emancipatory change. Udayagiri argues that, for all its failings WID and GAD have real achievements to their credit. It has created political space for feminists in academia, refigured meanings of development, brought women into international fora and debates, and redirected resources towards gender issues. For Udayagiri postmodernists 'evade the moral issues of poverty, hunger, inadequate health care and lack of literacy which have historically been of central concern to the scholarship on Women and Development' (1995: 175).

AT:  Human Rights Ks

Endorsing the right to energy has real impacts – it forces a recalibration of policy to alleviate poverty

Tully 6 – former BP Postdoctoral Fellow of the Economic and Social Research Council (ESRC) Centre for the Analysis of Risk and Regulation and of the Law Department of the London School of Economics and Political Science

(Stephen, “The Human Right to Access Electricity,” The Electricity Journal vol 19 issue 3, April 2006, pg 30-39, dml)

Second, human rights raise awareness in favor of individuals currently lacking access. Approximately 1.7 billion individuals (almost one-third of humanity) lack access to a basic electricity supply: 80 percent are located rurally and around 99 percent reside in developing states. 13 The framework of human rights carries persuasive moral weight and authoritative legal stature which compels governments to intervene with special measures of protection. Governments become obligated to undertake initiatives which redirect electricity allocation towards particularly vulnerable social groups such as the poor, minorities, indigenous peoples, the elderly or disabled, prisoners, and others. Although a human rights orientation seeks equality between individuals through its universal application, as a practical matter a right to access electricity, given its signiﬁcant resource implications, would affect states to differing degrees. Western Europe and North America already enjoy nearly universal access to electricity for urban and rural households and several Eastern European states including Slovakia also report universal accessibility. 14 With energy demand including electricity use expected to increase worldwide, a human rights framework will therefore have more than merely rhetorical force for developing countries.

