1) Their internal link is based on the premise that solar plants are currently being built on land that could be used for farming, but the NSS card doesn’t say that anywhere, it just says that if they were taking up farm land SSP would solve, but they actually aren’t using farm land, the biggest terrestrial solar plants are built in the desert

Wade, Will, staff writer WIRED, “Huge Solar Plants Boom In Desert”, WIRED magazine, 11/5/05, http://www.wired.com/science/planetearth/news/2005/11/69528

The barren deserts of Southern California are known for relentless sunshine and miles of empty space -- the perfect combination for the world's most ambitious solar-energy projects. Two Southern California utility companies are planning to develop a pair of sun-powered power plants that they claim will dwarf existing solar facilities and could rival fossil-fuel-driven power plants. Southern California Edison and San Diego Gas & Electric are working with Stirling Energy Systems, a Phoenix startup that has paired a large and efficient solar dish with a 200-year-old Stirling engine design. Stirling Energy Systems is planning to build two separate solar farms, one with the capacity to generate 500 megawatts of electricity in the Mojave Desert near Victorville, California, for SoCal Edison, and a 300-megawatt plant in the Imperial Valley, near Calexico, California, for SDG&E. The utilities have signed 20-year deals to buy all the juice the farms can turn out, and have options to expand the plants if they are successful. "Without question, this will be the largest solar project in the world," said Gil Alexander, a spokesman for SoCal Edison. "It will be bigger than all U.S. solar-energy projects combined." Alexander said traditional coal or gas plants typically generate 500 to 1,000 megawatts, and that current solar farms are much smaller -- generally in the 35- to 80-megawatt range. At the end of 2004, the United States had only 397 megawatts of solar-energy capacity, according to the U.S. Department of Energy's Energy Information Administration. "There is a possibility with this project that solar energy could go commercial in a big way for the first time," said Alexander. "It's playing in the big leagues." Instead of using panels of photovoltaic cells -- solar power's mainstay technology for decades -- Stirling Energy Systems uses 40-foot-tall curved dishes that focus the sun's energy onto Stirling engines. Also called an external heat engine, the Stirling engine is a completely sealed system filled with hydrogen. Its design dates to 1816, and it's named for its inventor, a Scottish minister named Robert Stirling. The focused solar energy, which can reach 1,350 degrees Fahrenheit, heats the hydrogen, making it expand and drive the engine's four pistons.
2) The second internal link assumes that space based solar power will be used for small farms but it won’t—terrestrial solar power can solve.

Thomas, Andrew L. et. Al., “An Energy-Efficient Solar-Heated GreenhouseProduces Cool-Season Vegetables all Winter Long”, University of Missouri-Columbia, March 2003, http://aes.missouri.edu/swcenter/research/Solar-heated%20greenhouse.pdf

Various strategies are commonly used to extend the spring and fall growing seasons by a few weeks, but those bleak mid-winter months leave many of us yearning for anything fresh and crunchy that has not been shipped from thousands of miles away. An energy-efficient, solar-heated greenhouse can provide an inexpensive and successful tool to fill the gap for those of us with winter garden-envy. A variety of cold-hardy species, including vegetables, salad crops, restaurant garnishes, and fresh cut flowers can be successfully and economically cultivated in a properly- designed solar-heated winter greenhouse with little or no added heat. A successful example of such a greenhouse was erected at the University of Missouri's Southwest Research Center near Mt. Vernon in 1988. This simple inexpensive structure is energy efficient and heated only by the sun. For more than ten winters, it has proven to be an ideal winter sanctuary for growing nearly any cool-season crop imaginable, including salad greens, broccoli and spinach (see Table 1). The Southwest Center's solar-heated greenhouse is situated on the top of a windy, exposed hill in southwest Missouri, the logic being that if it will work at this challenging site, it should work almost anywhere in reasonably mild, temperate climates. In keeping with the theme of simplicity these cool-season crops were grown with no supplemental heat or light to determine how they would fare. 
The case is non-inherent—The NSS has already signed a deal with India to do the plan.

National Space Society Blog, October 30, 2010, “blogging for the creation of s space faring society”, “National Space Society Announces the Kalam-NSS Energy Initiative”, http://blog.nss.org/?p=2214

The National Space Society will hold a press conference Thursday, November 4 at the National Press Club to reveal one of the first initiatives ever undertaken by a non-profit American organization and a former head of state. That initiative pairs India’s eleventh President, Dr. A.P.J. Kalam with America’s National Space Society. Its name?The Kalam-NSS Energy Initiative.The Kalam-NSS Energy Initiative’s goals?To solve the global energy crisis.To solve the global carbon crisis. And to solve America’s next generation jobs crisis. How? By harvesting solar power in space. World electricity demand by the year 2035 is projected to increase by 87%. Renewable power generation systems (water, wind, solar, geothermal, etc.) will only meet 23% of that demand. According to Dr. A.P.J. Kalam, “By 2050, even if we use every available energy resource we have: clean and dirty, conventional and alternative, solar, wind, geothermal, nuclear, coal, oil, and gas, the world will fall short of the energy we need.” He adds that, “There is an answer… an energy source that produces no carbon emissions, an energy source that can reach to most distant villages of the world, and an energy source that can turn both countries into net energy and technology exporters.” It’s space solar power. Dr. T.K. Alex, Director of the Indian Space Research Organization (ISRO) Satellite Centre, Bangalore, and leader of the Chandrayan-1 project that discovered water on the moon, and John Mankins, a 25-year NASA veteran considered the world’s leading authority on space solar power, will give the details via electronic feed, and National Space Society CEO Mark Hopkins will explain in person at the November 4th press conference. # # # Energy and India are hot topics. President Barack Obama is meeting with Indian Prime Minister Manmohan Singh November 7th and 8th. The two are committed to joint research and development on energy issues. The National Space Society and former Indian President Dr. Kalam believe that Obama and Prime Minister Singh should adopt space solar power as one long-term answer to their nations’ needs. To that end, the next step in the Kalam-NSS Energy Initiative will be a National Space Society joint Indian-American conference on space solar power at the Von Braun Center in Huntsville, Alabama, May 18-22. Space solar power has the potential to reverse America’s half a trillion dollar a year balance of payments deficit and to generate a new generation of American jobs. Why? Space solar power is a source whose basic technology is already here. The United States has been harvesting solar power in space and transmitting it to Earth since 1962, when Telstar, the first commercial satellite, went up. That satellite, Telstar, looked like a beach ball encrusted with square medallions. The medallions were photovoltaic panels. And India has been harvesting solar energy in space since 1975, when its first satellite, Aryabhata A, went into orbit. Every square centimeter of Aryabhata’s exterior was tiled with solar panels. Today harvesting energy in space and transmitting it to Earth is a quarter of a trillion dollar industry…the commercial satellite business. You use solar energy harvested in space when you watch soccer games from other continents, when you tune into satellite TV or satellite radio, when you use the Global Positioning System (GPS), when you consult the pictures in Google Earth, and when you use your cell phone. 

And this technology will create Space Based solar panels—obviously a proof of concept is unnecessary.

Lele, Ajay, Research Fellow at the Institute for Defence Studies and Analyses, New Delhi, “IDSA COMMENT: Kalam-NSS Indian-American Energy Initiative”, Institute for defence studies and analyses, http://www.idsa.in/idsacomments/KalamNSSIndianAmericanEnergyInitiative_alele_091110, November 9, 2010, 
During his maiden visit to India, President Barack Obama has cleared the air on the issue of ‘outsourcing of jobs to Indians’. He also announced that various deals with India worth US$ 10 billion are likely to generate about 50,000 jobs in the US in the coming few years, giving indications that India is actually not a job snatcher but a job creator! While the tempo of the Obama visit has been raised in India by highlighting various aspects of Indo-US relations, one silent revolution which is expected to generate many jobs in both countries has almost gone unnoticed. On 4 November 2010, in a press conference at Washington D.C., details of the ‘Kalam-NSS Indian-American Energy Initiative’ – a joint US-Indian endeavour intended to build clean space-based solar power satellites – were announced. Interestingly, this unique initiative is not an initiative between the two countries, nor it is a commercial venture. It also does not follow a public-private partnership model. It is a plan formulated by a former head of state and a US-based non-profit organization – India's former President Dr. A.P.J. Kalam and the US National Space Society (NSS). This initiative is important not only because it is expected to offer alternative energy solutions, but the technology promises a cheap and clean energy source. Particularly, with Mr. Obama announcing the end of the technology denial regime against Indian entities such as DRDO and ISRO, it is expected that this endeavour would progress without any ‘administrative’ glitches. The Kalam-NSS Indian-American Energy Initiative is being conceptualized by individuals with vast experience in the field of space technologies as well as policy planning. Dr. Kalam is a rocket scientist of repute and has vast experience in developing various major projects for the Indian state. The co-principal investor from the United States, Mr. John Mankins, is president of the Space Power Association and a former exploration chief technologist at NASA. In this project there is no direct involvement of NASA. However, there is some support visible from the Indian Space Research Organization (ISRO). The co-principal investigator is Mr. T.K. Alex who is currently the Director of ISRO’s Satellite Centre and was the leader of India’s first moon mission, the Chandrayan-1. According to Dr. Kalam it could take around 15 years for the completion of this project. India with its proven expertise in launching satellites could help to bring down the cost of satellites. It may be premature to talk with certitude about the cost effectiveness of this project. However, the group is convinced that space solar power would be affordable in the long run. It has been claimed that the cost of energy could be 10 cents per kilowatt hour (approximately Rs. 4.30). Electricity generated from coal, believed to be the cheapest form of energy, costs around Rs 3.30 per kilowatt hour.

Extra Inherency
Mathew, Thomas et. Al, Deputy Director General at the Institute for Defence Studies and Analyses,  New Delhi, IDSA policy brief,  October 8, 2010, http://www.idsa.in/system/files/PB_India-US2020.pdf

fWhile the quest for energy independence animates US energy and climate change policies under the Obama administration, the need to expand energy sources to fund its galloping economic growth is a driving factor in India's own policies on these aspects. He has initiated a series of legislative and executive decisions in order to realize the promises of a green energy future for the US. Imponderables do however remain, including the nature of the administration's political commitment in the face of rising costs in achieving a green future and the non-realization of the potential of alternative energy sources like ethanol. India's own huge plans to realize energy sufficiency span the entire spectrum of energy sources from coal to nuclear to bio-fuels to renewables. The promise of the Indo-US nuclear deal is close to being fulfilled with a slew of bilateral nuclear agreements that India has entered into after the NSG 'clean waiver' of September 2008. The country's total installed renewable energy capacity as of March 2010 stood at nearly 17,000 MW, a massive leap from about 5000 MW in 2004. India is currently the fifth biggest producer of wind energy in the world, after Denmark, Germany, Spain, and the USA. Its wind power potential has been estimated at over 45,000 MW. India also launched the National Solar Mission in January 2010 with an aim to generate about 20,000 MW of solar energy by 2022. The country's National Action Plan on Climate Change (NAPCC) released in June 2008 has 8 'missions' to achieve the goal of sustainable development, including developing solar energy, water conservation, energy efficiency, sustainable agriculture, among others. India and the US therefore can take advantage of each other's priorities and seek a better future for their peoples, while at the same time being sensitive to their respective compulsions and goals. For instance, New Delhi will have to convince Washington that its energy relations can be a form of 'positive clout' with countries like Myanmar or Iran which can be channeled to bring about a change in their foreign policy positions for the greater regional good. A 'clean and green' future is in their mutual interests, and the consequences of not being able to achieve such a future are stark, especially so for a developing country like India.
The only warrant is this card is the opinion of “expert” Dr. Ben Abraham who is, in fact, no expert at all.

John M. Crewdson, Pulitzer Prize-winning reporter, then senior correspondent for the Chicago Tribune, 2001 [“Ben-Abraham fooled authorities into giving him medical degree,” Chicago Tribune, July 31st, Available Online via EBSCOhost Newspaper Source]

Of this there is no doubt: Avi Ben-Abraham does have a degree in medicine and surgery from the University of Perugia. But more than 100 interviews and hundreds of pages of documents obtained by the Tribune paint a picture of a young Israeli boy who, despite his record as an indifferent student and his apparent failure to even graduate from high school, managed to convince a powerful Italian professor that he was a genius-and then to fool Italian authorities into believing that he had fulfilled the academic requirements for becoming a doctor at the age of 18.

Alt causes: Their own internal link authors say that commercial logging is the major problem causing deforestation—SPS cannot claim to solve commercial logging, especially not outside the US.

Carmen G. Gonzalez, Assistant Professor, Law, Seattle University, “Beyond Eco-Imperialism: An Environmental Justice Critique of Free Trade,” DENVER UNIVERSITY LAW REVIEW v. 78, 2001, p, 997-998.

Commercial logging is the major contributor to global deforestation, and it threatens both the tropical forests of the South and the temperate and boreal forests of Canada, the United States, and Russia.65 Indeed, while Northern environmentalists have focused on the protection of tropical forests, approximately 80 percent of the documented interna- tional timber trade comes from the temperate and boreal forests of the North.66 Industrialized countries also account for approximately 80 per- cent of the value of forest product imports.67 The North’s demand for forest products and the North’s failure to protect its own forests account for a significant percentage of global deforestation attributable to the international trade in forest products.68 However, as demand for forest products grows, the South is rapidly increasing its share of global forest product exports. Brazil, Indonesia and Malaysia are now in the ranks of the top 10 forest product exporters.69 

Turn and alt doesn’t solve: feminist thought just reproduces gender stereotypes

Witworth, 1994 prof of political science and female studies @ York U, (Feminism and International Relations, pg 20, 1994)

Even when not concerned with mothering as such, much of the politics that emerge from radical feminism within IR depend on a ‘re-thinking’ from the perspective of women.  What is left unexplained is how simply thinking differently will alter the material realities of relations of domination between men and women.  Structural (patriarchal) relations are acknowledged, but not analysed in radical feminism’s reliance on the experiences, behaviours and perceptions of ‘women’.  As Sandra Harding notes, the essential and universal ‘man’, long the focus of feminist critiques, has merely been replaced here with the essential and universal ‘woman’.  And indeed, that notion of ‘woman’ not only ignores important differences amongst women, but it also reproduces exactly the stereotypical vision of women and men, masculine and feminine, that has been produced under patriarchy.  Those women who do not fit the mould – who, for example, take up arms in military struggle – are quickly dismissed as expressing ‘negative’ or ‘inauthentic’ feminine values (the same accusation is more rarely made against men).  In this way, it comes as no surprise when mainstream IR theorists such as Robert Reohane happily embrace the tenets of radical feminism.  It requires little in the way of re-thinking or movement from accepted and comfortable assumptions about stereotypes.  Radical feminists find themselves defending the same account of women as nurturing, pacifist, submissive mothers as men do under patriarchy, anti-feminists and the New Right.  As some writers suggest, this in itself should give feminists pause to reconsider this position.

IR Feminists narrow the space for worldviews, creating “others”. Guts alt solvency.

Caprioli 2004 (Mary, PhD Assistant Professor, University of Minnesota, Duluth. “Feminist IR Theory and Quantitative Methodology: A Critical Analysis,” International Studies Review, Vol. 6, No. 2, pp. 253-269) 

Contrary to the argument that conventional IR theory excludes feminist inquiry, space exists within the field of international relations for feminist inquiry even allowing for a state-centric focus, just as room exists for scholars interested in exploring the democratic peace and ethnonationalism. International relations feminists make the same mistake that they accuse IR scholars of making: narrowing the space for various worldviews, thereby creating competition and a sense of exclusion among the so-called others. If the role of "feminist theory is to explain women's subordination, or the unjustified asymmetry between women's and men's social and economic positions, and to seek prescriptions for ending it" (Tickner 2001:11), then feminist IR scholarship ought to allow for an explanation of how women's subordination or inequality has an impact on state behavior, assuming a statecentric focus, while at the same time challenging the predetermination of a structural analysis. 
TO INCREASE IS TO BECOME LONGER OR MORE NUMEROUS

WordNet2.0: Increment Meaning and Definition. 2010 <http://www.dictionary30.com /meaning/Increment>

Increment n 

A process of becominglarger or longer or more numerousor more important

INCREASE IS TO GROW OR TO EXPAND

Collins, 2009(Collins English Dictionary - Complete & Unabridged 10th Edition) 
World English Dictionary increase — vb 1.to make or become greater in size, degree, frequency, etc; grow or expand
INCREASE IS TO BECOME GREATER IN INTENSITY 

Merriam-Webster 2011, verb.

<http://www.merriam-webster.com/dictionary/increase>
Increase: to becomeprogressively greater (as in size, amount, number, or intensity)
SPACE SHUTTLE IS POPULAR
Irene Klotz. 7/5.(Irene Klotz is a veteran journalist who writes for the Chicago Tribune)(“Shuttles' end stirs doubts about U.S. space program”, ChicagoTribune, Politics. 7/5/2011. <http://www.chicagotribune.com/news/politics/sns-rt-us-space-shuttle-futre7643n8-20110705,0,6655795.story>)jk
CAPE CANAVERAL, Florida (Reuters) - As the clock ticks down to this week's final space shuttle launch, there is a mounting sense of uncertainty about future U.S. dominance in space. If all goes according to plan, Friday morning's launch of shuttle Atlantis on a 12-day mission to the International Space Station will mark the end of an era in the U.S. manned spaceflight program.But veteran former astronauts say the space program is in "disarray" and fear the end of the shuttles could mean a permanent decline in U.S. space leadership as well. Even one senior NASA official voiced pointed criticism recently about what he described as "poor policy" and the lack of any coherent leadership from Washington. The White House and NASA's leaders have insisted, however, that America still has a bright future in space. NASA is just retooling, officials have said, while adding that the U.S. space agency now plans to use some of the shuttle's budget to develop spaceships that can travel beyond the space station's 220-mile-high orbit, where the shuttles cannot go. "When I hear people say or listen to media reports that the final shuttle flight marks the end of U.S. human space flight, I have to say ... these folks must be living on another planet," NASA administrator Charlie Bolden said last week at a National Press Club luncheon. Scraping the shuttle also enables NASA to maintain the space station through at least 2020 -- five years beyond original budget projections, officials say. But what is most troubling to space enthusiasts is the gap between the shuttle's end and the start of a new program, with the roll-out of a new generation of spacecraft. "We're all victims of poor policy out of Washington D.C., both at the NASA level and the executive branch of the government and it affects all of us," NASA's launch director Mike Leinbach told his team after a final shuttle training run last week. "I'm embarrassed that we don't have better guidance. Throughout the history of the manned spaceflight program we've always had another program to transitioninto," he said.
NASA had been planning to return to the moon under a program called Constellation, but that was quashed due to funding shortfalls. The Obama administration instead called for a flexible approach to exploration that includes visits to an asteroid and eventually a human mission to Mars. Congress is mired in debates about what type of rocket to build and how much shuttle legacy hardware should be included.NASA points to the space station, a $100 billion project of 16 nations that was assembled in orbit over the past 11 years, largely by space shuttle crews, as a major achievement. But with construction complete, NASA wants to turn over station crew ferry flights to private companies, even though none are expected to be ready to fly until around 2015.In the meantime, the United States will pay Russia to fly its astronauts, at a cost of more than $50 million a seat. Critics say launch-ready spaceships are a critical component of human space flight. Without that, the fear is that Russia, increasingly, or China and even Europe may step in to fill the void. "We're basically decimating the NASA human spaceflight program," said seven-time shuttle flier Jerry Ross. "The only thing we're going to have left in town is the station and it's a totally different animal from the shuttle." That sentiment is echoed by several Apollo-era luminaries, including the normally reticent Neil Armstrong, the Apollo 11 commander who 42 years ago was the first person to set foot on the moon. Armstrong and colleagues Gene Cernan, commander of the final U.S. moon mission in 1972 and Jim Lovell, commander of the nearly fatal Apollo 13 flight, publicly decried the state of the U.S. space program in a widely distributed column. "NASA's human spaceflight program is in substantial disarray with no clear-cut mission in the offing," the astronauts wrote recently. "After a half-century of remarkable progress, a coherent plan for maintaining America's leadership in space exploration is no longer apparent."
Asteroid exploration unpopular – no public support 

Thompson 11 (Loren, Chief Financial Officer – Lexington Institute, “Human Spaceflight”, April, http://www.lexingtoninstitute.org/library/resources/documents/Defense/HumanSpaceflight-Mars.pdf)

This all makes sense from a budgetary and scientific perspective.  What’s missing is a grasp of the rationale required to sustain political support across multiple administrations.  While exploration of the Moon’s far side or nearby asteroids may have major scientific benefits, those benefits are unlikely to be appreciated by politicians struggling to reconcile record deficits.  NASA’s current research plans do not connect well with the policy agendas of either major political party, and the flexible path will not change that.  To justify investments of hundreds of billions of dollars in human spaceflight over the next 20 years while entitlements are being pared and taxes are increasing, NASA must offer a justification for its efforts commensurate with the sacrifices required.  Mars is the only objective of sufficient interest or importance that can fill that role.  Thus, the framework of missions undertaken pursuant to the flexible-path approach must always be linked to the ultimate goal of putting human beings on the Martian surface, and the investments made must be justified mainly on that basis.  The American public can be convinced to support a costly series of steps leading to a worthwhile objective, but trips to the Moon and near-Earth objects aren’t likely to generate sustained political support during a period of severe fiscal stress. 

No support for asteroid deflection – budgetary constraints and distant threat.

Dearing, ‘11 – Matthew T., MA in physics and science writer (no date, cites April 7, 2011. Dynamic Patterns Research. http://research.dynamicpatterns.com/2011/04/12/protecting-the-planet-requires-heroes-money-and-citizen-scientists/)

Many of us while growing up and listening to our bedtime stories learned to not freak out and run screaming through the streets if we thought that the “sky is falling.” As little chickens, we were taught at an early age that it was best to be brave, calm, and rational, else be considered a crazed lunatic. This childhood behavioral bias infiltrated adulthood in the relationship between professional astronomers, policy-makers and national budget-number crunchers. When a scientist expresses probabilistic concerns about the impending doom of our planet from a cataclysmic change of a major impact event, say, in the next 100, 1,000, or 10,000 years, it requires just too much risk of political capital and tax-payer dollars to divert significant budget resources to something that might only be a concern for our uber-great grandchildren.  The simultaneous efforts of two Hollywood studios in the late nineties of the last century tried to get something stirring in our cultural awareness with their mega-disaster flicks, Armageddon and Deep Impact. These features did bring us through the box office (which was certainly their primary goal!), but they did not push us en masse to the round table to prepare for the ultimate defensive plan for our planet. Combating Earth-bound asteroids, or “near-earth objects” (NEOs), is an unsolved problem, and one that citizen scientists largely ignore because it’s assumed that this issue must be only approached via the domain that has access to the massive amounts of taxpayer dollars and the international collaborations between those nations who can liberally spend all of that money. It’s this requirement of essentially unlimited funds that is the sticking point to making serious progress on defending against an event that may, or may not, happen in the upcoming budget cycle. 

Plan causes taxpayer uproar 

Villard ‘9 (Ray, astronomy writer for magazines, radio shows and planetariums and is the news director for the Hubble Space Telescope, “Ignoring a Clear and Present Danger,” Discovery Channel Online, 8-13, http://blogs.discovery.com/cosmic_ray/2009/08/ignoring-a-clear-and-present-danger.html)

One of the last men to walk on the moon, New Mexico senator Harrison Schmidt, wrote in the Wall Street Journal this week that the United States once had the capability, with the Apollo Saturn V rocket, to place a propulsion source on an asteroid and altered its path so as to miss the Earth. (Simply blowing it up with nuclear bombs won’t work for numerous reasons, sorry Bruce Willis.) In the shadow of President Obama’s Augustine Committee that is reviewing NASA’s current manned space program, Schmidt was putting in a plug for the planned Ares V rocket – a monster Saturn V class heavyweight. “The Ares V, combined with a helium-3 fusion propulsion system, would be a giant step toward protecting the Earth in the future,” Schmidt wrote.But I cynically can’t imagine lawmakers getting serious about funding an Earth-defense payload, until it is too late. You can just imagine the uproar from some taxpayers.  The government would be accused, as it was in the early 1990s, of being “Chicken Little’s,” or simply looking for an excuse to build bigger rockets, bigger telescopes, and bigger super-bombs. 

NEO deflection is unpopular

Reich 2010 [Eugenie Samuel, Scientific American, “NASA panel weighs asteroid danger”, http://www.scientificamerican.com/article.cfm?id=nasa-panel-weighs-asteroid-danger]

Some time in the next decade, a U.S. president will probably be presented with this dilemma: Is it worth spending $1 billion to deflect a space rock that may never hit Earth? A NASA panel is wrestling with this question, which is growing more pertinent as scientists' ability to find asteroids that pose a potential risk, termed near-Earth objects (NEOs), outstrips their capacity to track them accurately. The Ad-Hoc Task Force on Planetary Defense, set up to suggest ways for the agency to protect Earth against a deadly impact, is expected to release its report next month. But public deliberations and interviews with its members have revealed their thinking. The dilemma stems from a 2005 congressional mandate directing NASA to log 90 percent of the estimated 20,000 NEOs larger than 140 meters in diameter by 2020. NASA seems unlikely to meet the goal, but the agency is stepping up its detection and tracking of smaller objects. That will create a new problem: If the pace of NEO detections grows but precision tracking of orbits lags behind, observers will start to find more rocks--perhaps a few per year--that seem, at first, to have a significant chance of hitting Earth, say panel members. "I don't think that issue has been understood outside the NEO community," says Lindley Johnson, NEO program officer at NASA and a member of the panel. Launching missions to track or deflect all potential asteroid threats will be prohibitively expensive, but even a small probability of regional or global devastation may not be politically palatable. 

The IPCC, the UN, the WMO, and climate experts as well as government representatives from 113 other countries unanimously concur that global warming is anthropogenic.
Roach ’07. (John, Member of the National Association of Science Writers, Northwest Science Writers Association and the Society of Environmental Journalists.) “Global Warming "Very Likely" Caused by Humans, World Climate Experts Say” http://news.nationalgeographic.com/news/2007/02/070202-global-warming.html
The Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change (IPCC) used its strongest language yet to link human activity to Earth's warming temperatures, rising seas, more intense storms, and a host of other environmental maladies. "Fossil fuel use, agriculture, and land-use change are fundamentally affecting the systems on our planet," Achim Steiner, executive director of the United Nations Environment Programme, said at a press briefing in Paris, France. The United Nations and the World Meteorological Organization oversee the IPCC. Hundreds of climate experts and government representatives from 113 countries labored all week in Paris to reach unanimous agreement on the wording of each sentence in the 20-page summary for policymakers. "Most of the observed increase in globally averaged temperature since the mid-20th century is very likely due to the observed increase in anthropogenic [human-caused] greenhouse gas concentrations," the report reads.
Warming is anthropogenic-Major Scientists agree

McClure & Stiffler, ’07. (Robert & Lisa. Reporters for the Seattle Pi) Scientists agree: Humans causing global warming: Report today makes strongest assertion to date” http://www.seattlepi.com/local/article/Scientists-agree-Humans-causing-global-warming-1227187.php
Using their strongest language to date, the world's leading climate scientists are reporting today that they are basically certain that burning gasoline, coal and other fossil fuels has unnaturally heated the atmosphere -- and the effects are likely to last for centuries. Their conclusions: Evidence of climate warming is unequivocal. As report co-author Philip Mote, the Washington state climatologist, said in translating his fellow scientists' language about responsibility: "We did it." "Scientists are pretty well done arguing about whether the warming in the last 50 years is related to burning fossil fuels," Mote said. Researchers said they are more than 90 percent certain that global warming is caused by humans -- their most powerful assertion to date. And that conclusion was even stronger until last-minute maneuvering by China, whose exploding energy use stands to exacerbate the problem. Worldwide, the report says, the warming is likely to mean intensified droughts and heat waves, along with unusually strong storms -- such as the ones that left millions of Northwesterners shivering in December, while killing 13. The scientists also highlighted an increasingly worrisome global trend: acidification of the oceans, which could unravel the marine web of life. It is caused by the carbon dioxide spewed out by power plants, cars and countless other sources, as well as methane and other gases. In the Pacific Northwest, residents appear headed into a period of more drought, less snow for skiing -- and less water for drinking and watering lawns in the summer. That could mean perilous times for forests, glaciers, salmon and, ultimately, orcas, which eat the salmon. If there is a smidgen of good news, it's that many of the worst-case scenarios for rising sea levels don't look as bad as before -- although that signals a slowing of the previously predicted rate, not a reprieve. And, because recent and unexpected melting of ice in Greenland wasn't factored into the report's predictions, even this bright spot might soon fade. "It's a cautious, conservative estimate," Mote said. In a brief report in today's issue of the journal Science, an array of leading climate researchers said recent findings "raise concern that the climate system, in particular sea level, may be responding more quickly than climate models indicate."
Consequences of global warming are far more serious than previously imagined. These consequences relate to the newly discovered properties of the "inner core" of our planet.

