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Bipart: Nat Security
TSAT has bipartisan consensus- national security issue

Thompson 2k7
(Loren, MS in Government from Georgetown and BS in Pol Sci from Northeastern and Chief Operating Officer of the non-profit Lexington Institute and Chief Executive Officer of Source Associates, “Future security: keeping TSAT on track is essential” October 7, 2008, pg online @ [http://www.safxc.af.mil/news/story.asp?id=123120293]//au)
As a result, President Bush is leaving a gift for his successor amidst the wreckage of his administration. It is a series of networking initiatives such as the Joint Tactical Radio System and the Army's Future Combat Systems that will enable America's military to regain the initiative in global security if President Obama or President McCain have the good sense to appreciate what they have inherited. These programs are not really Republican initiatives. They are grounded in a bipartisan consensus about military change and technological ferment that predated Bush's time in office, and that is clearly reflected in the national-security pronouncements of both presidential candidates. It owes it origins as much to Bill Perry and Les Aspin as Donald Rumsfeld, and the passage of time has not diminished its value. Foremost among these visionary initiatives is Transformational Satellite Communications, better known as TSAT ("Tee-Sat"). TSAT is a constellation of five communications satellites linked to tens of thousands of portable receivers that would deliver internet-like connectivity to every U.S. warfighter in the world -- flexibly and securely, no matter where they are and what their circumstances. Nothing like TSAT exists today in the joint force. It would be the first military communications satellite that fully exploits "internet-protocol" technology, the software and standards that enable the internet to turn thousands of otherwise disconnected networks into a single unified web. Because of this technology, TSAT will offer warfighters greatly improved transmission capacity, access, versatility and protection. In wartime, it would make them more likely to survive, and more likely to win. 
Restructuring TSAT is bipartisan
GPO 2k5

(Government Printing Office, CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE, Vol. 15 U Pc. H, pg online @ googlebooks//au)
I want to recognize and I want to thank our subcommittee chairman, the gentleman from Alabama (Chairman Everett, my good friend, for his leadership and all the effort that he put into forging a bipartisan mark. I should toll my colleagues that we often do not see eye-to-eye on every single matter, but I am pleased to report that our subcommittee reached bipartisan accord on several major issues that are Important to our Nation. In the short time that I have here this morning. I want to highlight two areas of bipartisan agreement: satellite programs and the Department of Energy's Reliable Replacement Warhead program-Mr. Chairman, H.R. 1815 restructures two high-profile satellite development programs, TSAT and Space Radar. Restructuring these programs was a bipartisan decision, an effort that I think will save both programs from experiencing cost overruns and schedule slips that have plagued them in the past. 

Military Link
Military supports the plan
Defense News 3/26/2k11
(“High-Tech Satellites Breed Higher Expectations” pg online @ [http://www.defensenews.com/story.php?i=3469809]//au)
User expectations also cause problems for the Pentagon. The five-satellite Transformational Satellite (TSAT) constellation will roll several communications capabilities into one system, moving classified and unclassified information with the same hardware rather than two separate systems. Using routers and lasers to provide 100 times the bandwidth of today's Milstar communications satellites, it will provide Internet-like connections to mobile and deployed users. Commanders are eager to get the "Internet in the sky" capability on the battlefield as soon as possible - a key component to keeping the communications-on-the-move the Army needs for its Future Combat Systems actually moving. But congressional cuts and a lack of schedule coordination have thrown the program's future into doubt repeatedly. The $2 billion TSAT mission operations systems contract was awarded to Lockheed in January 2006. 

That drains capital
Zenko 2k9 
(Micah, “Ban the bomb? Ask the generals”, Guardian, 2/25/09)
As any rationale for maintaining an oversized nuclear arsenal – including 450 long-range missiles on hair-trigger alert – further erodes, the goal of nuclear disarmament has spread within the United States from a narrow sliver of left-leaning arms-control activists to a broader bipartisan consensus. One crucially important community, however, has yet to offer its expert judgment: the uniformed military. Before the civilian leadership in the Obama administration can move toward a world without the bomb, it must initiate a clear and open dialogue with the Joint Chiefs of Staff – the collective heads of the US armed services, charged with protecting the nation and providing military advice to the president. Without the overt support of the Joint Chiefs, no president – much less a Democrat with little national-security experience – will have the political capital to negotiate with the international community, or implement at home, an end to nuclear weapons. Cont… To make the elimination of nuclear weapons a reality, the Joint Chiefs of Staff must formally acknowledge such weapons' limited utility. Fortunately, President Obama has a ready-made forum through which to elicit the Joint Chiefs' opinion. Over the next year, the Obama administration will conduct the third congressionally mandated "comprehensive review of the nuclear posture of the United States for the next 5 to 10 years." The Nuclear Posture Review legislation requires that it "be used as a basis for establishing future United States arms control objectives and negotiating positions." Once the Nuclear Posture Review has been completed, and the uniformed military are on the record, President Obama will have the political cover to negotiate the series of multilateral treaties that will be required to account for, monitor and verify the dismantlement of the 26,000 nuclear weapons stockpiled in nine countries, including America's 5,400 nuclear warheads – 2,200 of which remain operational. In addition, intensive verification regimes will be necessary for the approximately 40 countries where the fissile material required to make a bomb exists. 
Budget Link
Restructuring TSAT is bipartisan—it will avoid the budget debate
Congress Daily 2k6
(“Defense official sees smooth trajectory for space programs” November 29, 2006, pg online @ [http://www.govexec.com/dailyfed/1106/112906cdpm2.htm]//au)
But Reyes, Everett and other members of the congressional defense committees have long been skeptical of two of the military's high-profile satellite development programs, the Transformational Satellite Communications System and the Space Radar program. Lawmakers ordered the Air Force to restructure both programs in the fiscal 2006 defense authorization bill amid concerns of creeping costs and repeated program schedule changes that failed to get the systems on track. "Restructuring these programs was a bipartisan decision, an effort that I think will save both programs from experiencing cost overruns and schedule slips that have plagued them in the past," Everett said in May 2005. But Sega on Wednesday stressed that lawmakers' perceptions of the programs may be changing and noted that the cuts in the fiscal 2007 defense spending bill were far less stringent than before. Indeed, authorizers and appropriators reiterated their concerns about the programs in the fiscal 2007 defense bills, but acknowledged that program officials had been making progress. In the fiscal 2007 defense spending bill, appropriators trimmed the so-called TSAT program by $130 million, compared to a $400 million cut in fiscal 2006. Similarly, the fiscal 2007 budget cuts in the Space Radar program were not as steep as in previous years -- $80 million, compared to $126 million in fiscal 2006. Sega said he is optimistic about the future of the so-called TSAT program, which he said is now on track, as well as Space Radar. If program officials "continue on the path and perform well and work with Congress and the Air Force at large," Sega said he does not foresee a major budget battle over the programs. 

Accelerating Deployment for TSATS has congressional support
CRS Report for Congress, 2k4
(“Defense Transformation: Background and Oversight Issues for Congress” Section 403 of the conference report on H.R. 4200/P.L. 108-375, pg online @ [http://www.dtic.mil/cgi-bin/GetTRDoc?Location=U2&doc=GetTRDoc.pdf&AD=ADA443727]//au)
The conference report states: The budget request included $674.8 million in PE 63S45F for transformational military satellite communications (TSAT). The House bill would authorize a decrease of $100.0 million in PE 63845F. The Senate amendment would authorize a decrease of $100.0 million in PE 63S45F. The conferees agree to authorize $374.8 million in PE 63845F. a decrease of $300.0 million. The conferees strongly support the objectives of the TSAT program, including much higher communications capacity, assured connectivity for a much larger number of mobile and fixed forces, and the ability to protect these capabilities against emerging threats. The conferees, however, have had continuing concerns related to the risk of the current acquisition approach and potential program delays, which the conferees believe could elevate operational risks resulting from gaps in the military satellite communications (MUSATCOM) architecture. The conferees are aware of program options that could leverage both current MLLSATCOM program investments and TSAT development efforts. The conferees believe that such an approach could accelerate the deployment of advanced communications capabilities, provide the opportunity to incrementally demonstrate advanced satellite communications technology, and provide a lower risk path to meeting TSAT requirements. The conferees believe that such an approach is potentially more consistent with spiral development and capabilities-based acquisition. 
Lockhead Martin Link
Lockheed Martin supports the plan
Reuters 1/31/2k11

(“U.S. Air Force defends big satellite contract” pg online @ lexisnexis//au)

A top U.S. Air Force official on Tuesday defended a decision to award a $2.1 billion contract to Lockheed Martin Corp. (LMT.N: Quote, Profile, Research) for the backbone of a space-based satellite network, even though Congress has slashed funding for the satellites the network will link. Brig. Gen. Ellen Pawlikowski, program director for the military's joint satellite communications office, said the new Lockheed system would play a key role in giving warfighters access to satellite communications even if the Transformational Satellite Communications System (TSAT) was revamped. Pawlikowski said she expected adjustments to the TSAT program in the Pentagon's budget proposal for fiscal 2007 that starts Oct. 1, but it was premature to give details ahead of Monday's release of the new administration budget proposal. 
Key to Obamas pc
Military Times 2k9

(“The politically savvy Defense Secretary Robert Gates” pg online @ lexisnexis//au)

The Obama White House used substantial political capital to stop F-22 production at 187 aircraft, threatening to veto any legislation that included money for more new planes. It’s unlikely such an effort will often be repeated given the stuttering economy, health care reform and other serious challenges the administration needs Congress’ help with. “They’ve got bigger fish to fry,” said Loren Thompson of the Lexington Institute, a conservative think tank, in Arlington, Va. Lockheed Martin, the large and influential defense contractor that makes the F-22, lobbied to keep the production line open. The company also builds the F-35, an aircraft built for ground attack missions that Gates says is better suited for the uncertainties of unconventional warfare. 
Key to the agenda
Shaw 2k9
(Donny, fellow at Open Congress, a non-profit, independent public Congressional analysis service, “Obama Wins Big Senate Vote to Stop Funding F-22s” pg online [http://www.opencongress.org/articles/view/1114-Obama-Wins-Big-Senate-Vote-to-Stop-Funding-F-22s]//au)
But the jets’ manufacturer, Lockheed Martin, has significant influence in Congress. Their work is spread across 44 states, which means that there are a lot of members of Congress that want to get them federal money whenever they can. 

BLACK BUDGET Link
Air Force does the plan
Deagel 3/10/2k11

(“Transformational Satellite Communications System” pg online @ [http://www.deagel.com/C3ISTAR-Satellites/TSAT_a000168001.aspx]//au)

 The US Air Force Transformational Satellite Communications System (TSAT) is a revolutionary program combining technologies never before used in space. The aim is to transform how information is collected on potential adversaries and how US military forces are warned of hostile actions, with the TSAT communications network acting as the backbone of the entire system. To do so, TSAT will connect communications on the ground, at sea, in the air, and in space.

Air Force Satellite Programs shield the link
Burghardt 2k11
(Tom, fellow at the Research of Globalization, “The Economic Crisis and the Pentagon`s Black Budget” February 28, 2011, pg online @ [http://www.globalresearch.ca/index.php?context=va&aid=23422]//au)
Continuing along the dark path marked out by his predecessors in the Oval Office, President Barack Obama’s Defense and Intelligence budget will greatly expand the reach of unaccountable agencies – and the corporate grifters whom they serve: The Pentagon’s ‘black’ operations, including the intelligence budgets nested inside it, are roughly equal in magnitude to the entire defense budgets of the UK, France or Japan, and ten percent of the total.[1] Yes, you read that correctly. The "black" or secret portions of the budget are almost as large as the entire expenditure of defense funds by America’s allies, hardly slouches when it comes to feeding their own militarist beasts. The U.S. Air Force alone intends to spend approximately twelve billion dollars on "black" programs in 2010 or 36 percent of its entire research and development budget. Aviation Week revealed: Black-world procurement remains dominated by the single line item that used to be called ‘Selected Activities,’ resident in the USAF’s ‘other procurement’ section. In 2010 this amounted to more than $16 billion. In inflation-adjusted terms, that’s 240 percent more than it was ten years ago. On the operations side, secret spending has risen 8 per cent over last year, to just over $15 billion – equivalent to more than a third of Air Force operating costs. What does it all go for? In simple terms, we don’t know. It is apparent that much if not all of the intelligence community is funded through the black budget: for example, an $850 million USAF line item is clearly linked to reconnaissance satellites. But even so, the numbers are startling – and get more so year by year.[2] While the American government refuses to disclose the CIA or NSA’s budget "both the Agency and other non-military spooks do get money of their own. Some of this is spent on military or quasi-military activities."[3] Toss in the world-wide deployment of CIA and U.S. Special Operations Command (USSOCOM) paramilitary operatives hidden among a welter of Special Access Programs (SAPs) classified above top secret and pretty soon we’re talking real money! Hiding the State’s Dirty Laundry One such program may have been Dick Cheney’s "executive assassination ring" disclosed by investigative journalist Seymour Hersh during a "Great Conversations" event in March at the University of Minnesota.[4] Indeed the latest scandal to rock Washington arrived shortly before Congress’ summer break. It was revealed that the CIA in fact had stood up a world-wide assassination program, and then concealed its existence from the U.S. Congress and the American people for eight years, the result of a ukase issued by the former Vice President, Richard Cheney. The Wall Street Journal reported that "a secret Central Intelligence Agency initiative terminated by Director Leon Panetta was an attempt to carry out a 2001 presidential authorization to capture or kill al Qaeda operatives, according to former intelligence officials familiar with the matter." National security journalist Siobhan Gorman wrote, "The precise nature of the highly classified effort isn’t clear, and the CIA won’t comment on its substance."[5] The Washington Post however, revealed that the assassination plan was sanctioned at the highest levels of the U.S. government. Unnamed "intelligence officials" told the newspaper that "a secret document known as a ‘presidential finding’ was signed by President George W. Bush that same month, granting the agency broad authority to use deadly force against bin Laden as well as other senior members of al-Qaeda and other terrorist groups."[6] According to Post reporter Joby Warrick, Bush’s finding "imposed no geographical limitations on the agency’s actions" and that the CIA was "not obliged to notify Congress of each operation envisaged under the directive."[7] This implies of course, that targets could be hit anywhere, including on the soil of a NATO ally or inside the United States itself. One can assume that secret, off-the-books "black" funds sustained the agency’s operation. Should pesky investigators from the Government Accountability Office (GAO) have the temerity to probe said "executive assassination ring" or other DoD "black" programs well, their Inspector Generals had better think again! According to the whistleblowing security and intelligence web site Cryptome, a May 8, 2009 letter from Susan Ragland, GAO Director of Financial Management and Assurance to Diane Watson (D-CA), Chairwoman of the House Committee on Government Management, Organization and Procurement, lays down the law in no uncertain terms. Ms. Ragland wrote: The IG Act authorizes the heads of six agencies to prohibit their respective IGs from carrying out or completing an audit or investigation, or from issuing any subpoena if the head determines that such prohibition is necessary to prevent either the disclosure of certain sensitive information or significant harm to certain national interests."[8] Under statutory authority granted the Executive Branch by congressional grifters, Congress amended the IG Act "to establish the Department of Defense (DOD) IG and placed the IG under the authority, direction, and control of the Secretary of Defense with respect to audits or investigations or the issuance of subpoenas that require access to certain information." What information may be withheld from public scrutiny? Ms. Ragland informs us: Specifically, the Secretary of Defense may prohibit the DOD IG from initiating, carrying out, or completing such audits or investigations or from issuing a subpoena if the Secretary determines that the prohibition is necessary to preserve the national security interests of the United States.[9] This makes a mockery of effective oversight, indeed any oversight since an investigation can be quashed at the starting line by the department being investigated. The same restrictions that apply to the Defense Department are similarly operative for the Departments of the Treasury, Homeland Security, Justice, the U.S. Postal Service, the Federal Reserve Board, and the Central Intelligence Agency. Talk about veritable mountains of dirty laundry – and "black" programs – that can be hidden here. Superficially at least, some members of Congress are mounting a challenge to the Pentagon and the intelligence agencies’ penchant for secrecy. The Federation of American Scientists reported that "the Senate version of the FY2010 intelligence authorization bill would require the President to disclose the aggregate amount requested for intelligence each year when the coming year’s budget request is submitted to Congress."[10] According to Secrecy News, "currently, only the total appropriation for the National Intelligence Program is disclosed – not the request – and not before the end of the fiscal year in question."[11] Under a new proposal that would update Executive Order 12958, the Obama administration plans to create a National Declassification Center within the National Archives and Records Administration for declassifying records. It is unclear whether the executive order would apply to various "black" budget items though it’s doubtful. The Washington Times reported in July the executive order "calls for limiting the government’s ultra-secret Special Access Programs (SAPs)."[12] In the future according to the report, these above top secret programs "can be created only by the secretaries of State, Defense, Energy and Homeland Security, and the Director of National Intelligence, or their main deputies, who must ‘keep the number of these programs at an absolute minimum’ and only to counter an ‘exceptional’ vulnerability or threat to specific information."[13] But as with other congressional moves towards greater oversight, their implementation, even with presidential support, are slim to none. Both initiatives are opposed by the CIA and the Pentagon. A list of comments submitted by the Pentagon states that the Department of Defense "‘is adamantly opposed to any changes that would significantly increase costs without associated gains and impair our wartime mission.’ The Pentagon also said it cannot meet the requirement to ‘immediately’ set up the declassification center because of personnel issues."[14] One would think that with plans afoot to expand the U.S. Army by some 22 000 soldiers as DoD Secretary Robert Gates announced in July 2009, such "personnel issues" would have been addressed. Apparently not. Under the proposed "reform", information subject to classification includes: Military plans, weapons systems, or operations; foreign government information; intelligence activities, intelligence sources or methods, or cryptology; foreign relations or foreign activities of the United States, including confidential sources; scientific, technological, or economic matters relating to the national security; U.S. government programs for safeguarding nuclear materials or facilities; vulnerabilities or capabilities of systems, installations, infrastructures, projects, plans, or protection services relating to the national security, which includes defense against transnational terrorism; or the development, production, or use of weapons of mass destruction.[15] But with gaping holes large enough to accommodate a B-1 bomber, the new era of transparency promised by the administration is several orders of magnitude less than what meets the eye. Space-Based Spies Among the items nestled within the dark arms of Pentagon war planners is a program called "Imagery Satellite Way Ahead," a joint effort between "the Office of the Director of National Intelligence and the Department of Defense designed to revamp the nation’s constellation of spy satellites," Congressional Quarterly reported.[16] America’s fleet of military spy satellites flown by the secretive National Reconnaissance Office (NRO) are among the most opaque programs run by the Defense Department.[17] 

***NEG
Budget Link
TSATS cost capital—budgetary pressure

Kaeser 2k8
(Hans, Burke Chair at CSIS, “DEFENSE PROCUREMENT BY PARALYSIS Costly Mortgages for the Next Administration” November 13, 2008, pg online//au)
Four programs that were scheduled to be awarded this year have been deferred to the next administration. The reason for the deferral is simply that the programs have been mismanaged to the point where the current administration is incapable of crafting realistic force plans and coalitions to support them in the little time that is left. A new administration will inherit the history of mismanagement of appropriations and procurement processes, incoherent force plans and unrealistic budgets, legal proceedings and the ungrateful task to make decisions that are certain to stir political opposition. A contract award for these programs was scheduled within this administration. Deferring an award and a bidding process to the next administration will also defer the political fight for over $70 billion worth of contracts. It is one challenge to defend the continuation of an ongoing program in the annual defense budget: it is quite another to add such controversial and costly programs to a budget already under pressure from two wars, rising maintenance costs and economic rescue plans. These four programs - the Army's Aimed Reconnaissance Helicopter (ARH), and the Air Force's Transformational Communications Satellite (TSAT), Combat Search and Rescue Helicopter (CSAR) and Aerial Refueling Tanker (KC-X) - involve contracts of almost $70 billion combined. $40 billion alone are bound in the pending tanker award. TSAT was originally estimated at over $20 billion, but recently downscaled to $6.5 billion. Another $6.5 billion is associated with the Army's ARH and the Navy's CSAR helicopter replacement will cost over $15 billion, in addition, there will be an increasing need for funds to maintain and upgrade aging fleets until the replacements can be fielded. The next administration will have to make a decision of weighing priorities and allocating the fiercely embattled fluids. 
Budget/ Air Force Link
Unpopular- funding, political support, military pessimism 
Forest 2k8
(“Benjamin, NAVAL POSTGRADUATE SCHOOL, “AN ANALYSIS OF MILITARY USE OF COMMERCIAL SATELLITE COMMUNICATIONS” September 2008, pg online//au) 
Despite the bold goals of TSAT, its challenges are numerous. In addition to the usual space acquisition challenges of funding cuts and fluctuating political support, TSAT also has increased technical maturity challenges when compared to less ambitious programs such as WGS and AEHF. Major Maurice McKinney argues in his thesis. Transformational Satellite (TSAT) Communications Systems Falling Short on Delivering Advanced Capabilities and Bandwidth to Ground-Based Users, that "advanced capabilities provided by TSAT are limited and will not be sufficient to serve the ground-based portion of the communications network supporting network-centric warfare" (McKinney. 2007). Lieutenant General William Shelton, commander of the 14th Air Force, agrees. "I don't think we'll ever have enough bandwidth." said Shelton in a 2007 Air Force Magazine article. "There are some who said that TSAT is going to take away bandwidth as a constraint—I don't think that will ever be true" (Hebert. 2007). 

Gates Link
Gates and Dems support cuts to TSAT
Space & Missile Defense Report 2k9
(“Obama's Missile Defense Cuts Prevail In Both Senate Armed Services Panel, And In Entire House” Vol. 32 No. 27 June 29, 2009, pg online @ lexis//au)

While Obama proposes developing some other capability to hit enemy missiles later in their flight trajectories, in the ascent phase, the SASC budget document doesn't list any funding for such a program. At the same time, the SASC would provide $200 million to upgrade six Navy ships with Aegis weapon control systems so they can perform missile defense missions, and also would add $700 million to field more Terminal High Altitude Area Defense, or THAAD, Standard Missile-3 interceptors. And the SASC would terminate the Transformational Satellite (TSAT) program, instead using $26 billion to buy two more Advanced Extremely High Frequency, or AEHF, satellites. Each of those positions is in step with the defense budget that Secretary of Defense Robert Gates unveiled in the spring, which Obama then ratified and sent to Congress. (Please see Space & Missile Defense Report, Monday, April 6, 2009.) While debate on these programs was said to be "spirited," the SASC writes its authorization bills behind closed doors, so details of the comments aren't available. House Action On the House floor, however, debate was public and aggressive. Democrats turned back Republican efforts to restore funding for missile defense programs to current levels, so that Obama cuts prevailed. 
Opposing Gates costs capital
Gentry, 2k2 

(John, Parameters, 12/22, Colonel, US Army)
These reforms are unlikely to occur in the absence of a significant US battlefield defeat. Organizations that agree on little within the Pentagon close ranks when collectively challenged. The military services have significant lobbying clout on Capitol Hill and powerful supporters in reserve and veterans organizations. Policymakers and the citizenry should continue to expect poor military performance and avoid--for a myriad of reasons--policies that run the risk of major war.The best we probably can hope for is a moderate conflict in which the inadequacies of JV 2O2O are obvious but the United States does not suffer disastrous defeat. Hundreds of lives and the associated diplomatic and domestic political ramifications of a defeat will probably be part of this awakening. We can but hope the cost will not be higher.

AT: Thopson/ Link Framing
Link turns pre-Obama don’t apply—political support is diminished for TSATS now
Reuters 2k6

(“SWANsat: Global Connection Extravaganza” September 26, 2006, pg online @ [http://extravaganza.blogsome.com/2006/09/26/and-then-there-is-swansat-who-possesses-the-leapfrog-technology/]//au)
By the start of the next decade, he said, Air Force officials expected to spend over $2.5 billion a year on TSAT, which has been championed by some members of the Bush administration despite skepticism in Congress. Air Force officials declined to comment. Lockheed Martin Corp. (LMT.N: Quote, Profile, Research) is vying with Boeing Co. (BA.N: Quote, Profile, Research) for the next phase of TSAT, to build an initial five laser-linked satellites that would create a kind of Internet in the sky. Thompson said ramping up TSAT and not expanding the Advanced Extremely High Frequency satellite program already in production was a risky strategy because support for TSAT could wane after President George W. Bush leaves office. "That means the military could be facing a big gap in its global communications capability if the current system isn’t completed and the leap-ahead system loses political support," he said. 
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