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I tried to make this as simplistic as possible-it’s all blocked out for you, the best cards are at the top of each block if there are multiple answers.

As people were talking in lab everyone was making a big deal about pol cap arguments….that doesn’t matter at all. What DOES matter is that congress is leaving for recess and there probably won’t be enough time to pass SKFTA, we’re on the wrong side of the uniqueness debate-but never fear, some 2NC/2NR spin on the uniqueness cards will get the job done after all that’s what politics is. 

Just for a heads up-ALL of the cards say that Congress won’t be able to pass FTA until September because they’re going on recess. If the other team is prepared and ready to roll on this argument-you’ll need to say a few things. 

First important argument to make is that negotiations over SKFTA can happen before the August recess-fiat means the plan goes to the top of the docket which meanssss that congress won’t have time to get a vote together. 

I’ll break it down-in a world without the plan, congress will work out FTA before recess, but not vote. In a world with the plan, FTA won’t be negotiated, and it will go until after the recess-which means you still have the only argument you need to win-which is the plan kills Obama’s pol cap, yay!
***

1NC

SKFTA Good
KORUS will pass—job creator

WSJ 7/28

(Wall Street Journal is the number one news source for economic information, 7-28-11, “Trade pacts urged for export growth”, http://blogs.wsj.com/in-charge/2011/07/28/trade-pacts-urged-for-export-growth/?mod=google_news_blog)

With a target of doubling exports by 2015, the Obama Administration needs to push through pending free-trade pacts with Colombia, Panama and South Korea to level the playing field forsmaller U.S. exporters, House lawmakers said Wednesday. “Until the administration and Congress act on these agreements, American small businesses will be at a competitive disadvantage with foreign firms,” Rep. Sam Graves (R., Mo.), chairman of the House Committee on Small Business, said at a hearing on barriers to small-business exports. Together, the three trade pacts are expected to boost U.S. exports by $13 billion, creating more than 250,000 jobs, according to the U.S. International Trade Commission. Among other benefits for small exporters, the pacts would reduce tariffs and improve transparency in foreign markets, according to Suresh Kumar, assistant secretary for trade promotion and director general of the U.S. and foreign commercial service. Kumar said the three trade agreements were a “priority for the Obama Administration,” with the Korea trade pact alone estimated to grow U.S. exports by $10 billion and support 70,000 American jobs. 

[INSERT SPECIFIC LINK]

PC key to SKFTA

Joogang Daily 7/6

(Joogang Daily is a Korean newspaper that is part of the International Herald Tribune, 7-6-11, “Endgame for KORUS”, http://joongangdaily.joins.com/article/view.asp?aid=2938477)

They will also be used by opponents of the president’s strategy as drags on the process. Furthermore, Republicans insist that the pairing of the TAA renewal with the Korus legislation is inconsistent with fast-track rules. Timing is also a key concern for the White House. The November 2012 presidential election is coming fast, and the democratic base - already wary of trade deals and disappointed with Obama’s inability to revive the U.S. economy - may hold passage of three trade deals against him. The political cost to Obama of attempting to pass new trade deals will increase rapidly after the summer recess and at some point become unbearable. Hence, the Obama administration is now waging an all-out effort to secure passage under the expedited fast-track process before then. There is little that Korea can do to influence the outcome of the U.S. ratification process at this point. The Obama administration has decided it has obtained the best deal with Korea that it can get, and has launched a high-stakes domestic process to get the deal passed. Obama is personally invested in the success of this process, and we can expect that he will do his utmost to secure passage quickly. Indeed, Obama has repeatedly lauded Korus as a vital part of America’s exports promotion - and job growth from exports - strategy. The weeks ahead will show whether he can succeed in his audacious gamble. 

SKFTA key to the global economy – it’s the only way to prevent a double-dip recession

Jung 10 – New York correspondent of the JoongAng Ilbo (Kyung-min, 7/12. “[Viewpoint] FTA is a shield against a double dip.” JoongAng Daily. http://joongangdaily.joins.com/article/view.asp?aid=2923009)

FTA is a shield against a double dip The U.S. and Korea need to sign a trade pact before a second crisis hits. That can only happen if Korea relents on auto trade. Lately, something unusual is happening with the U.S. economy. The atmosphere has completely changed from the beginning of the year when financial authorities were debating when to announce an interest rate increase.  Since the tax credit of up to $8,000 offered to first-time home buyers ended in April, housing transactions have nearly disappeared. The mortgage loan interest rate has plummeted to a historic low. The economic upturn that seemed to have started earlier this year was just the result of the government’s economic stimulus measures.  Outside the United States, circumstances are just as gloomy. The $1 trillion relief package seemed to have ended the financial crisis that hit Europe, but there is no sign of resolution or recovery now. Germany, which is responsible for providing the funds, is reluctant to take on the burden for failed economies.   Understandably, Germany is not pleased with the Southern European nations that squandered money and are still not aggressively making efforts to revive the economy. And the United States does not have any magic tricks to make things better. Arizona has enacted a controversial law allowing the state government to crack down on illegal immigration, which is under the jurisdiction of the federal government. In short, 

Arizona is not willing to give jobs to illegal immigrants.   Humanity paid a high price for the Great Depression of the 1930s. If you try to survive by bringing down others, you will all go down together. Countries around the world experienced the worst of the depression as they closed their markets. Korea weathered the financial crisis of 1998 because it boldly broke down all boundaries. By tearing down the wall surrounding the market, Korean companies found ways to move outward.  The United States finds itself in a similar situation. The U.S. government poured in $787 billion to boost domestic consumption, but the market has not warmed up. The Buy American Act, a clause passed in 1933 that requires the suppliers to the U.S. government to use U.S.-made products, was revived. Its purpose was to protect jobs in the U.S., but it is repellent to Europe, Canada and China.  For the United States to get out of this quagmire, it should not try to survive at the expense of other economies. The answer is free trade, which will benefit all parties. Fortunately, President Barack Obama has proposed early ratification of the free trade agreement between Korea and the United States. The Korea-U.S. free trade agreement is not enough to significantly change the U.S. economy, but its impact on both countries and the global economy will be unimaginable.  The FTA will be a shield for Korea against the second economic crisis. The European and U.S. markets are struggling, and the aftereffects are sure to come to Korea very soon. If Korean products are freely sold in the U.S., Korea might be able to win an advantage over China, Japan and Taiwan.

Nuclear war

Mead 9 – Walter Russell Mead, the Henry A. Kissinger Senior Fellow in U.S. Foreign Policy at the Council on Foreign Relations, 2-4, 2009, “Only Makes You Stronger,” The New Republic, http://www.tnr.com/politics/story.html?id=571cbbb9-2887-4d81-8542-92e83915f5f8&p=2

If current market turmoil seriously damaged the performance and prospects of India and China, the current crisis could join the Great Depression in the list of economic events that changed history, even if the recessions in the West are relatively short and mild. The United States should stand ready to assist Chinese and Indian financial authorities on an emergency basis--and work very hard to help both countries escape or at least weather any economic downturn. It may test the political will of the Obama administration, but the United States must avoid a protectionist response to the economic slowdown. U.S. moves to limit market access for Chinese and Indian producers could poison relations for years. For billions of people in nuclear-armed countries to emerge from this crisis believing either that the United States was indifferent to their well-being or that it had profited from their distress could damage U.S. foreign policy far more severely than any mistake made by George W. Bush. It's not just the great powers whose trajectories have been affected by the crash. Lesser powers like Saudi Arabia and Iran also face new constraints. The crisis has strengthened the U.S. position in the Middle East as falling oil prices reduce Iranian influence and increase the dependence of the oil sheikdoms on U.S. protection. Success in Iraq--however late, however undeserved, however limited--had already improved the Obama administration's prospects for addressing regional crises. Now, the collapse in oil prices has put the Iranian regime on the defensive. The annual inflation rate rose above 29 percent last September, up from about 17 percent in 2007, according to Iran's Bank Markazi. Economists forecast that Iran's real GDP growth will drop markedly in the coming months as stagnating oil revenues and the continued global economic downturn force the government to rein in its expansionary fiscal policy. All this has weakened Ahmadinejad at home and Iran abroad. Iranian officials must balance the relative merits of support for allies like Hamas, Hezbollah, and Syria against domestic needs, while international sanctions and other diplomatic sticks have been made more painful and Western carrots (like trade opportunities) have become more attractive. Meanwhile, Saudi Arabia and other oil states have become more dependent on the United States for protection against Iran, and they have fewer resources to fund religious extremism as they use diminished oil revenues to support basic domestic spending and development goals. None of this makes the Middle East an easy target for U.S. diplomacy, but thanks in part to the economic crisis, the incoming administration has the chance to try some new ideas and to enter negotiations with Iran (and Syria) from a position of enhanced strength. Every crisis is different, but there seem to be reasons why, over time, financial crises on balance reinforce rather than undermine the world position of the leading capitalist countries. Since capitalism first emerged in early modern Europe, the ability to exploit the advantages of rapid economic development has been a key factor in international competition. Countries that can encourage--or at least allow and sustain--the change, dislocation, upheaval, and pain that capitalism often involves, while providing their tumultuous market societies with appropriate regulatory and legal frameworks, grow swiftly. They produce cutting-edge technologies that translate into military and economic power. They are able to invest in education, making their workforces ever more productive. They typically develop liberal political institutions and cultural norms that value, or at least tolerate, dissent and that allow people of different political and religious viewpoints to collaborate on a vast social project of modernization--and to maintain political stability in the face of accelerating social and economic change. The vast productive capacity of leading capitalist powers gives them the ability to project influence around the world and, to some degree, to remake the world to suit their own interests and preferences. This is what the United Kingdom and the United States have done in past centuries, and what other capitalist powers like France, Germany, and Japan have done to a lesser extent. In these countries, the social forces that support the idea of a competitive market economy within an appropriately liberal legal and political framework are relatively strong. But, in many other countries where capitalism rubs people the wrong way, this is not the case. On either side of the Atlantic, for example, the Latin world is often drawn to anti-capitalist movements and rulers on both the right and the left. Russia, too, has never really taken to capitalism and liberal society--whether during the time of the czars, the commissars, or the post-cold war leaders who so signally failed to build a stable, open system of liberal democratic capitalism even as many former Warsaw Pact nations were making rapid transitions. Partly as a result of these internal cultural pressures, and partly because, in much of the world, capitalism has appeared as an unwelcome interloper, imposed by foreign forces and shaped to fit foreign rather than domestic interests and preferences, many countries are only half-heartedly capitalist. When crisis strikes, they are quick to decide that capitalism is a failure and look for alternatives. So far, such half-hearted experiments not only have failed to work; they have left the societies that have tried them in a progressively worse position, farther behind the front-runners as time goes by. Argentina has lost ground to Chile; Russian development has fallen farther behind that of the Baltic states and Central Europe. Frequently, the crisis has weakened the power of the merchants, industrialists, financiers, and professionals who want to develop a liberal capitalist society integrated into the world. Crisis can also strengthen the hand of religious extremists, populist radicals, or authoritarian traditionalists who are determined to resist liberal capitalist society for a variety of reasons. Meanwhile, the companies and banks based in these societies are often less established and more vulnerable to the consequences of a financial crisis than more established firms in wealthier societies. As a result, developing countries and countries where capitalism has relatively recent and shallow roots tend to suffer greater economic and political damage when crisis strikes--as, inevitably, it does. And, consequently, financial crises often reinforce rather than challenge the global distribution of power and wealth. This may be happening yet again. None of which means that we can just sit back and enjoy the recession. History may suggest that financial crises actually help capitalist great powers maintain their leads--but it has other, less reassuring messages as well. If financial crises have been a normal part of life during the 300-year rise of the liberal capitalist system under the Anglophone powers, so has war. The wars of the League of Augsburg and the Spanish Succession; the Seven Years War; the American Revolution; the Napoleonic Wars; the two World Wars; the cold war: The list of wars is almost as long as the list of financial crises. Bad economic times can breed wars. Europe was a pretty peaceful place in 1928, but the Depression poisoned German public opinion and helped bring Adolf Hitler to power. If the current crisis turns into a depression, what rough beasts might start slouching toward Moscow, Karachi, Beijing, or New Delhi to be born? The United States may not, yet, decline, but, if we can't get the world economy back on track, we may still have to fight.

***Uniqueness

2NC-Uniqueness Wall
Obama pushing KORUS—negotiating the final agreements

Reuters 8/1

(Reuters is the world’s leading source of intelligent information for businesses and professionals, 8-1-11, “U.S. business hopes debt deal clears way for trade”, http://www.reuters.com/article/2011/08/01/usa-congress-trade-idUSN1E7700X420110801)

A deal to raise the U.S. debt ceiling after weeks of tough talks between the White House and Congress has raised hope leaders will now turn their attention to resolving difference blocking three long-delayed trade deals, U.S. business groups said on Monday. "It would be good if we can start those wheels turning before (lawmakers) go away" for their month-long August recess, said Bill Reinsch, president of the National Foreign Trade Council, whose members include major exporters such as Boeing (BA.N) and Caterpillar (CAT.N). The ugly negotiations over raising the debt ceiling and cutting the huge budget deficit occupied most of the White House and congressional leaders' time in July, blocking work on a deal to move the trade pacts withSouth Korea, Colombia and Panama to Congress for votes. But now that it looks like Congress will approve a debt agreement, "I think there's a very strong desire to come together and work out something" on the trade accords, said Bill Morley, president of Altrius Group, which lobbies on behalf of the American Chamber of Commerce in Colombia. Morley said he hoped Senate Majority Leader Harry Reid and Senate Republican leader Mitch McConnell would "lay out a framework" for action in September on the pacts and a worker retraining program known as Trade Adjustment Assistance (TAA). That would give South Korea, Colombia and Panama some reassurance that years of U.S. delay in passing the agreement are nearly over, he said. 
KORUS will pass-the framework has been set 
Reuters 7/27

(Reuters is the world’s leading source of intelligent information for businesses and professionals, 7-27-11, “Lawmaker presses Obama to back trade deals plan”, http://www.reuters.com/article/2011/07/27/us-usa-trade-deals-idUSTRE76K0HH20110727)
A top Republican lawmaker on Wednesday outlined a plan for winning approval of three long-delayed trade agreements and a worker retraining program the White House has insisted Congress pass along with them. Representative Dave Camp, who chairs the House of Representatives Ways and Means Committee, urged President Barack Obama to back the step-by-step plan. It is intended to assure Democrats that the Trade Adjustment Assistance (TAA) program for workers displaced by international trade would not be killed during action on the South Korea, Colombia and Panama deals. "I think now we have set out a framework that is reasonable, that will ensure that TAA is done and that the agreements are voted on,"
SKFTA will pass—Obama push

Carlsen 7-22  Laura, program director, The Americas Program; former correspondent, Latin Trade Magazine; former editor, Business Mexico; MA, Latin American Studies, Stanford U; “The Adacity of Free Trade Agreements” Aid Netherlands; July 22, 2011; http://www.nl-aid.org/continent/latin-america/the-adacity-of-free-trade-agreements/   |Cramer
Congress could vote any day now to strike a new blow against already-battered U.S. workers and the unemployed. Committees in the House and Senate recently marked up the Colombia, Panama, and South Korea Free Trade Agreements (FTAs). The Obama administration is urging passage of all three relics of the Bush administration before the summer recess. The full-court press on the FTAs represents a reversal for a president elected on a trade reform platform. During the presidential campaign, Barack Obama proclaimed his opposition to the NAFTA-style FTAs and boasted of his stance against the devastating North American and Central American agreements. As candidate Obama, he carefully distanced himself from the open-market, pro-corporate policies of his predecessor, calling for significant changes to the NAFTA model, including enforceable labor and environmental standards, and consumer protections.

We control the uniqueness debate-passage of debt ceiling means that the only thing left on the table is SKTFA

Mlive.com 7/28

Mlive.com is the news source for Midland Michigan, 7-28-11, “Rep. Dave Camp says debt ceiling debate delays vote on free-trade deals, http://www.mlive.com/midland/index.ssf/2011/07/rep_dave_camp_says_debt_ceiling_debate_delays_vote_on_free-trade_deals.html)

Pending trade agreements with South Korea, Colombia and Panama have been put on hold until the fall because of the deadline-reaching debt ceiling debates. Rep. Dave Camp, R-Midland, told business leaders at a Chamber of Commerce breakfast address that it looked like a deal would have been worked out, but lawmakers are preoccupied with striking a deal to raise the nation's debt ceiling and avoid default, according to the Washington Times. "I think (members) are distracted with the debt issues," said Camp, the chair of the House Ways and Means Committee. "I think (the trade deals) are passed after the debt limit." Camp has said free trade deals with South Korea, Colombia and Panama is "a sure-fire way to create American jobs by growing U.S. exports of goods and services." Groups who oppose the agreements say the trade pacts would outsource jobs. On the debt ceiling debate, Camp has said that President Obama is "gambling with the nation's credit rating." Today, he says he remains committed to finalizing deal. "(Camp) has stated time and again that a default would unnecessarily harm our economy and further depress job creation," said Megan Piwowar, spokeswoman for Camp's office. "As chairman of the Ways and Means committee, he has and continues to work in a bipartisan, bicameral fashion, specifically with Democratic Sen. Max Baucus to chair a joint committee focused on tax reform and job creation."

AT: TAA

KORUS will pass—Republican support for TAA

AP 7/22

(AP is a wire news service, 7-22-11, “Republicans clear way for worker aid, trade bills”, http://www.google.com/hostednews/ap/article/ALeqM5hqm0HsQWu6q9HBdcsV9WqoXSyxYA?docId=b03ab142fcc64f2596e31c7a48f9e6cd)

A dozen Senate Republicans say they have cleared the way for legislation to help workers displaced by foreign competition, possibly removing the main obstacle to approval of free trade agreements with South Korea, Panama and Colombia. The Obama administration supports the trade deals but says they must be linked to extension of expired sections of the Trade Adjustment Assistance program. The Republican senators said in a letter to President Barack Obama that they can assure passage of the worker aid bill by joining Democrats in moving it past any filibuster hurdles. 
KORUS will pass—TAA and FTAs will be separated

The Hill 7/27

(The Hill has been the newspaper for and about Congress, breaking stories from Capitol Hill, K Street and the White House, 7-27-11, “Key House Republican: TAA needs to be separate to pass House”, http://thehill.com/blogs/on-the-money/domestic-taxes/173807-key-house-republican-taa-needs-to-be-separate-to-pass-house)
A key House Republican hinted Wednesday that a worker assistance program that has proved to be a sticking point in passing three stalled trade deals would need to be dealt with separately to pass the House. As it stands, the White House has supported tying the Trade Adjustment Assistance program, which helps workers displaced by trade, to the trade deal with South Korea. But Republicans have balked at that plan, and Rep. Dave Camp (R-Mich.), the chairman of the House Ways and Means Committee, suggested that the program would have a better chance if the House tackled it separately but simultaneously. “In order to ensure that TAA passes the House, we need to have the agreements sent up,” Camp told reporters after a policy breakfast at the U.S. Chamber of Commerce. The Michigan Republican also said that he doubted that Congress could pass the trade deals with South Korea, Panama and Colombia before taking their August recess, since key officials were currently preoccupied with the debt-limit debate. “It’s just taking all of the air out of the room,” Camp said, with the debt-ceiling deadline now less than a week away. Both President Obama and some top lawmakers in both parties have stressed the need to pass the trade deals, saying they could help spark an economy plagued by high unemployment. But how to deal with a scaled-back version of TAA has proven to be a problem. A dozen Republican senators vowed last week to back the program, which they said would ensure that TAA and the trade deals would pass. For his part, Camp laid out a path Wednesday where the Senate could vote on TAA before the White House sends the three deals to Capitol Hill; the House would then take separate votes at the same time on the deals and TAA. “I think the White House has been looking for a framework they can buy into,” Camp told reporters. “I think now we have set out a framework that is reasonable that will ensure that TAA is done and that the agreements are voted on.” 

AT: Republicans

Enough Republicans are on board – no more filibuster

AFP 7/22 (Associated Free Press 7/22/11 “Republicans clear way for worker aid, trade bills” http://www.google.com/hostednews/ap/article/ALeqM5hqm0HsQWu6q9HBdcsV9WqoXSyxYA?docId=b03ab142fcc64f2596e31c7a48f9e6cd)
A dozen Senate Republicans say they have cleared the way for legislation to help workers displaced by foreign competition, possibly removing the main obstacle to approval of free trade agreements with South Korea, Panama and Colombia. The Obama administration supports the trade deals but says they must be linked to extension of expired sections of the Trade Adjustment Assistance program. The Republican senators said in a letter to President Barack Obama that they can assure passage of the worker aid bill by joining Democrats in moving it past any filibuster hurdles.

***Links

Link-Asteroid Mining
Lack of coherent plan destroys Obama’s credibility

Watson 10 (Traci, 6/28/10, USA Today, “Landing on an asteroid: Not quite like in the movies” http://www.physorg.com/news196920110.html)
 In February, Obama took steps toward killing Bush's moon program, which was beset by technical troubles and money woes. Two months later, in a speech at Cape Canaveral, Fla., Obama announced that the astronauts' next stop is an asteroid.

So far, the Obama administration has been quiet on the need for a major sum of money to accomplish his goal. And unlike Kennedy, who used Russian spacecraft missions known as Sputnik to promote the moon mission, Obama doesn't have a geopolitical imperative to justify the scheme. Congress is resisting Obama's change of direction, which could delay investment in the program. 

Link-China Cooperation
Congress outlawed Chinese space cooperation

Whittington 5/8 (Mark, 5/8/11, Yahoo News, “White House and Congress Clash Over NASA Funding, Space Cooperation with China” http://news.yahoo.com/s/ac/20110508/pl_ac/8438927_white_house_and_congress_clash_over_nasa_funding_space_cooperation_with_china)
 The clash is not limited to funding and of space policy priorities. Space News also reports that the following day, on May 4, Holdren told members of the subcommittee that cooperation with China is seen as critical for prospects for long term space exploration, such as to Mars. This, mildly speaking, was not welcome news to members of the subcommittee. The problem is that China is currently ruled by a tyrannical regime that violates the human rights of its own people and is engaged in an imperial drive toward super power status at the expense of the United States. Congress has, in fact, passed a law prohibiting most forms of space and science cooperation with the People's Republic of China. 
Link-Asteroid Deflection
Costs for asteroid defense concern congress 

Nochols 11 (writer, scholar, and researcher in the Chicago area, “And if a star should fall from the sky…” http://strangehorizons.blogspot.com/2011/06/and-if-star-should-fall-from-sky.html)

But that brings up another point. Are we even capable of detecting an approaching object in enough time? An asteroid similar in size to 2009 VA came close to Earth in November of 2009. It was detected about fifteen hours before the approach. There is currently a debate over just how affective our means are of detecting Near Earth Objects (NEO). An unavoidable factor in all of this is money. It takes a considerable budget to create and maintain an asteroid defense and our political leaders would hard pressed to sell this to a populace in need of jobs and healthcare. Sure, the big picture is one that threatens the entire human race, but most people are concerned only with their tunnel vision versions of reality…as I have lamented many a time.

Past funding cuts prove asteroid deflection is unpopular

Space Daily 6 (“Arecibo Radio Telescope May Lose Funding”, 6.10.2006. http://www.spacedaily.com/reports/Arecibo_Radio_Telescope_May_Lose_Funding_999.html)
Last Friday, the National Science Foundation (NSF) announced an internal review committee's recommendation to raise $30 million for future astronomy projects and facilities by slashing its contributions to current projects and facilities. Cornell's Arecibo Observatory in Puerto Rico was one of the hardest hit: the report suggested that, unless they can find outside funding, the observatory should close sometime after 2011. If enacted, the plan will cut funding for Arecibo by up to $2.5 million per year . Cornell's official statement on the matter is that the University "will not take any actions which would lead to closing Arecibo," according to Prof. Martha Haynes, astronomy. The report was given by a committee of astronomers knownf as the Senior Review panel, who were appointed by the NSF over two years ago to reallocate funding within the NSF's Division of Astronomical Sciences based on the projects they felt were the most beneficial to the scientific community. They recommended cutting funding to Arecibo and a number of other national observatories by 20 to 25 percent over the next four years and possibly closing Arecibo. Cornell astronomers stress, however, that the committee merely gave suggestions on how to redistribute funding. "The senior report is an advisory tool to the NSF," said Prof. Jim Cordes, astronomy. "How the NSF chooses to act on it is still up in the air." Prof. Joe Burns, vice provost for physical sciences and engineering, called the committee's suggestions "harsh and unrealistic." "We feel that the Senior Review panel ignored several important aspects of Arecibo," said Burns, a professor of theoretical and applied mechanics. Haynes and Cordes echoed this sentiment. Arecibo, with its 1000-foot diameter dish, is the largest and most sensitive radio telescope in the world and can collect light from a much larger slice of the universe than its smaller relatives. This makes it ideal for conducting large-scale surveys of the sky, many of which are conducted by Cornell astronomers. "We basically sweep the sky looking for pulsars, ionized clouds of hydrogen, surveying the galaxy and extra-galactic space," Burns said. The Senior Review report stated that the current surveys would be finished by 2010, which was a significant error. The surveys are actually expected to continue for at least another ten years. "We were asked by the Senior Review group when the survey would finish, and we said we would be half finished in 2011. They took it to mean that we would be finished in 2011," said Burns. "Furthermore, the reason you do a survey is to find weird things. When you find something weird, you go back, and you study it. We are probably the only people who will be able to study most of the weird things we find, because we've got the world's largest telescope." Haynes agreed with Burns, adding, "The most interesting objects are the faint ones. The only telescope you can observe these faint objects with is Arecibo." If Arecibo closed, scientists would lose this capability to study the oddities of the universe.

***Impacts

Exts: Economy Impact

SKFTA is vital to competitiveness and overall growth – without it the US falls behind

Paulsen and Minnick 10 – members of the U.S. House of Representatives from Minnesota and Idaho, respectively (Erik and Walt, 9/22/10. “Pass free trade agreements now (Rep. Erik Paulsen and Rep. Walt Minnick).” http://thehill.com/blogs/congress-blog/economy-a-budget/120261-pass-free-trade-agreements-now-reps-erik-paulsen-and-walt-minnick-)

Global markets have changed and competition has increased over the last 60 years but the United States remains the world’s largest manufacturer and provider of services. In fact, much of our economic growth in recent years can be attributed to robust international trade. According to the US Chamber of Commerce, more than 1 in 5 American jobs depend on international trade. During his 2010 State of the Union Address, President Obama announced an initiative to double exports over the next five years. The goal is critical to create jobs, spur innovation, and maintain our competitive advantage. In order to move forward with this laudable effort, Congress must pass pending Free Trade Agreements (FTAs) with Korea, Colombia, and Panama, as well as proceed in negotiations at the World Trade Organization (WTO) and the Trans-Pacific Partnership (TPP). These pending agreements offer cost-free stimulus for the American economy. An agreement with Korea alone could lead to more than a $10 billion increase in exports to Seoul and tens of thousands of new jobs in the United States. In uncertain economic times, this is an outstanding opportunity for job growth and increased production. Last week, Korea and the European Union signed their own agreement. Colombia and Canada are in negotiations over an FTA. The U.S. cannot afford to let new trade opportunities pass by while other nations rapidly sign agreements. The combination of inaction on our part and increased demand in the global marketplace means not only lost opportunities for traditional benefactors of vigorous overseas trades such as manufacturers, but  newer export products such as those offered by the U.S. service industry are especially likely to miss out.  The service industry accounts for an astonishing 80% of GDP and provides over 80% of our nation’s private sector jobs.  In 2009 the U.S. had a $160 billion trade surplus in private services trade. Despite this, the service sector accounts for only 31% of American exports. The massive trade barriers the U.S. services industry faces in foreign markets have a significant and negative impact on their ability to export. 

SKFTA provides an immediate boost to the economy – and growth isn’t sustainable without it

Robinson 10 – president and CEO of the United States Council for International Business (Peter M, 8/10. “Obama needs to go further on trade.” http://thehill.com/blogs/congress-blog/foreign-policy/113601-obama-needs-to-go-further-on-trade)

President Obama recently introduced the new members of his national export council, headed by the CEOs of Boeing and Xerox, and charged them with helping achieve his ambitious objective of doubling U.S. exports within five years.  He rightly observed that, with 95 percent of the world’s consumers outside our borders, we can’t have a decent or lasting economic recovery without trade.  Doubling exports is a laudable goal, and the private sector is committed to working closely with the administration to achieve it.  But one has to ask: Where will all these new exports come from? Part of the growth will occur naturally, as trade recovers from a severe contraction following the 2008 financial shocks. U.S. exports declined 15 percent in 2009, but global recovery has helped us to recoup that fall-off during the first half of 2010. As economic activity returns to more normal levels throughout the world, trade and investment should continue to rise.  But it’s not enough to just get back to where we started.  To create lasting prosperity, we need to work harder, much harder, to open markets overseas, while resisting the temptation to retreat into economic isolationism at home.  The president has called for the swift completion of pending free trade agreements with Korea, Panama and Colombia.  This is an important and courageous step, given the strong opposition to these agreements from trade critics.  Completing the trade pacts will provide an immediate, pain-free stimulus to our economy. If the past is any guide, once the U.S. implements them, exports should rise significantly, and our trade balance with each country will improve. (In the case of Colombia and Panama, many of their products already enter the U.S. duty-free. Why wouldn’t we want similar treatment?)

2NC: Turns Heg

Delayed passage kills hegemony

Cohen 10 – former U.S. Senator and U.S. Secretary of Defense, current chairman of The Cohen Group (William S, 6/27. “[William S. Cohen] U.S.-S. Korea relationship version 3.0.” http://www.koreaherald.com/opinion/Detail.jsp?newsMLId=20100625000513)

The FTA is by no means a favor to a friend. It is the product of tough U.S. negotiations to open South Korea’s market to American agriculture, consumer products and services. There is broad recognition in the U.S. Congress of the vast potential economic benefits of the FTA and its job creation potential, and concerns about the agreement focus mostly around a few issues that could be resolved in a side letter rather than holding the entire agreement hostage. Korea has negotiated a similar FTA with the European Union to be implemented in six months and has started discussions with Canada and Mexico. If the United States does not ratify this FTA soon, American businesses could lose market share as South Korea concludes similar trade agreements with global competitors. At a strategic level, ratification of the FTA would strengthen U.S. leadership and credibility in promoting open markets and fair competition in a region that is vital to U.S. interests. On this anniversary, we should also focus on the next chapter of our dynamic relationship, not just our heroic military ties. President Obama has declared that he wants to create jobs by exporting American products. Ratifying the FTA with South Korea will help achieve that noble goal.

2NC: Turns Warming

Failure to ratify SKFTA leaves warming untouched

Snyder 9 director of the Center for U.S.-Korea Policy and senior associate of Washington programs in the International Relations Program of the Asia Foundation CSIS, April, “Pursuing a Comprehensive Vision for the U.S.–South Korea Alliance.” Google Scholar

An emerging area of cooperation in the U.S.-ROK relationship is climate change. South Korea im- ports 97 percent of its energy needs42 and is one of the globe's top ten emitters of carbon dioxide, and therefore shares similar interests with the United States on clean development. South Korea is a member of the Bush administration initiative on climate change, the Asia-Pacific Partnership on Clean Development and Climate (APP), co-founded by Australia and the United States in January of 2006, and including China, India, Japan, and the Republic of Korea, to promote technology co- operation on climate and environment-related issues, including in the areas of clean fossil energy, aluminum, coal mining, renewable energy, power generation, cement, buildings and appliances, and steel.45 'Ihe APP has dozens of projects located across the region, including several in Korea devoted to such research areas as the expansion of biodiesel use, cleaner fossil energies, develop- ment of indices for renewable energies and distribution, and solar technologies." 'I here is potential for this initiative to gain in profile under the Obama administration. Ihe initiative's nonbinding framework for cooperation, however, is seen in some quarters as a weak alternative to global legal agreements to limit greenhouse gas emissions. Under the Obama administration, it is likely that the United States will once again seek to play an active role in promoting a global understanding of how to respond to the global challenges posed by climate change issues. At the G-8 Summit in Hokkaido in July 2008, Lee Myung Bak pledged to serve as a bridge be- tween the United States and developing countries on future climate change discussions. To the extent that South Korea can define a bridging role and take concrete actions to promote cooperation on climate change issues, such an initiative would likely be appreciated by the new administration. Seoul has recently taken promising steps domestically toward putting the country on a path toward cleaner development: In August 2008, Lee Myung Bak put the issue high on the agenda by declaring a national vision of "low carbon, green growth," and in early 2009, he sought to include a substantial "green" component in the country's economic stimulus efforts, which if implemented would likely fund renewable energy research and subsidize eco-friendly businesses. Further, the current popularity of the concept of green growth in Korea, combined with Korea's appeal as a developmental model for several countries in greater Asia, make Korea an attractive partner for the United States in seeking to promote bilateral or multilateral efforts to combat global warming. To build the foundation for such cooperation, the two governments should use the APP framework to provide strong support to existing and nascent initiatives at the local level, such as the cross-bor- der consortium of eco-cities envisioned by Daejeon Green Growth Forum chairman Yang Ji-won and his collaborators in Palo Alto, California, and elsewhere.15 Such efforts should complement the leadership-level pursuit of a global climate treaty in the lead-up to the UN Climate Summit in Copenhagen in December 2009.

2NC China Rise

Deal key to US influence in Southeast Asia – checks China rise

Bandow 10 (Doug, 10/19, “South Korea Free Trade Agreement Key to Prosperity and Security”, http://www.cato.org/pub_display.php?pub_id=12488)

The Korean FTA also is part of East Asia's greater economic game. A rising China is bumping up against a still dominant America. Strengthening trade ties is one way for Washington to ensure continued American influence in East Asia. Especially since East Asian countries have increasingly turned, with or without the U.S., to bilateral economic agreements to promote trade. Despite the Wall Street crash, the U.S. retains the world's largest and most productive economy. However, the PRC now possesses the second largest economy. Moreover, China's rapid economic growth has naturally led to expanded Chinese investment and trade throughout East Asia. China's top trading partner is the U.S., but the former's second through fifth largest are Japan, Hong Kong, South Korea, and Taiwan. Australia, Malaysia, and Singapore fall in at numbers seven, nine, and ten. Between 2007 and 2008, all of these countries except Singapore saw its trade with the People's Republic of China increase faster than its trade with America. China's increasing economic growth is leading to increasing Chinese domination of East Asian economies. American companies have been pushed into second and even third place, most notably in South Korea and Japan. As recently as 2003, the U.S. was number one in the former. At the same time, the PRC is asserting itself politically throughout Asia, including in the ROK. China has linked its growing economic power with strong diplomatic initiatives throughout Asia. In June Beijing finalized the economic framework cooperation agreement with Taiwan, and is pressing for FTAs with Australia and Japan. Most important, the PRC and South Korea have discussed the possibility of a FTA. There are significant barriers to agreements between Beijing and all of these nations. But the fact the PRC is pursuing this strategy — and that America's three leading military allies in the region view FTAs with China as a serious possibility — illustrate the challenge now facing Washington.

That prevents a nuclear great power war
Walton 7 (C. Dale, Routledge, “Geopolitics and the great powers in the twenty-first century: multipolarity and the revolution in strategic perspective”, http://books.google.com/books?id=AQLTD1R-47AC&printsec=frontcover&source=gbs_atb#v=onepage&q&f=false, AV)

Obviously, it is of vital importance to the United States that the PRC does not become the hegemon of Eastern Eurasia. As noted above, however, regardless of what Washington does, China’s success in such an endeavor is not as easily attainable as pessimists might assume. The PRC appears to be on track to be a very great power indeed, but geopolitical conditions are not favorable for any Chinese effort to establish sole hegemony; a robust multipolar system should sufﬁce to keep China in check, even with only minimal American intervention in local squabbles. The more worrisome danger is that Beijing will cooperate with a great power partner, establishing a very muscular axis. Such an entity would present a critical danger to the balance of power, thus both necessitating very active American intervention in Eastern Eurasia and creating the underlying conditions for a massive, and probably nuclear, great power war. Absent such a “super-threat,” however, the demands on American leaders will be far more subtle: creating the conditions for Washington’s gentle decline from playing the role of unipolar quasi-hegemon to being “merely” the greatest of the world’s powers, while aiding in the creation of a healthy multipolar system that is not marked by close great power alliances.

2NC Clean Tech

The deal is key to US clean tech leadership

Kim 10 (Anthony B. Kim, is a Policy Analyst in the Center for International Trade and Economics at The Heritage Foundation. "Time to Build a Clean Energy Future through the KORUS FTA" June 28 heritage.org/Research/Reports/2010/06/Time-to-Build-a-Clean-Energy-Future-through-the-KORUS-FTA)

“Clean energy” has become a political and economic buzzword for the broad policy debate on how to deal with energy challenges and achieve green growth in the future. Indeed, the global clean energy industry presents a critical market opportunity for the United States, one that could lead to dynamic exports and job creation. In order to capitalize on such economic opportunities, America’s clean energy strategy must be driven by practical policy actions that, at their core, all promote free trade. The pending Korea–U.S. Free Trade Agreement, known as the KORUS FTA, is a ready-made vehicle for pioneering a clean energy future and ensuring greater prosperity in the two nations. If President Obama is genuinely serious about clean energy and successfully expanding markets for American entrepreneurs, he should submit the KORUS FTA for congressional ratification without further delay, according to the November 2010 timetable he indicated during the recent G-20 summit in Toronto. Freer Trade Is Key to Clean Energy and Protecting the Environment When a country lowers its barriers to trade, it opens its economy to competitive opportunities for greater efficiency and dynamic economic growth. Competition spurs the movement of labor and capital from industries that cannot compete to those that can, enabling a nation to both produce more efficiently and attract new investment. The need to adhere to such a strategy is no less important today than in previous eras. Free trade expands the base for vibrant innovation and growth. In countries around the world, trade has been shown to be one of the greatest drivers of technological change. Clean energy technology is no exception. Indeed, the most practical improvements in clean energy technology efficiency and environmental protection over the past decades have not stemmed from government mandates, but by freer trade and economic freedom. The KORUS FTA: Compelling Case for Advancing Green Growth In 2007, the U.S. and South Korea concluded a free trade pact that in part reflects and in part encourages a virtuous economic relationship between the two nations. The agreement has been characterized as “strong and balanced” and as “an agreement for the 21st century.” Key features of the agreed trade deal include reducing tariff rates on 95 percent of all consumer and industrial products, improving transparency and intellectual property rights protection, and addressing standards and regulations. Indeed, if timely ratified, America firmly stands to gain from the KORUS FTA, particularly given its competitive edge in innovation, commercialization, and deployment of advanced technologies. South Korea has been heralded as a leader in crafting green growth strategies in recent years. Since 2008, South Korean President Lee Myung-bak’s long-term vision of “Low Carbon, Green Growth” has driven policy to dramatically expand clean energy usage. Significant components of the plan aim to attract international partners and foreign technologies. This presents a tremendous market opportunity for American entrepreneurs. According to the U.S. Department of Commerce, most if not all of the targeted economic sectors under the “green growth vision” are in sectors of U.S. competitive strength. Key U.S. exports to those sectors include industrial electronic machinery, auto parts, power generation equipment, and scientific equipment. These exports are all directly or indirectly related to clean energy technology. Time for Action As America has a comparative advantage over South Korea in commercializing and deploying clean energy technology such as solar, wind, nuclear, and smart grids, the trade pact would capitalize on an existing strength. The U.S. need not fear clean energy competition from South Korea. Business and workers in both countries would benefit. 

Prevents global wars from resource wars, great power competition, and warming

Klarevas 9 (Louis, Professor for Center for Global Affairs at New York University, “Securing American Primacy While Tackling Climate Change: Toward a National Strategy of Greengemony,” http://www.huffingtonpost.com/louis-klarevas/securing-american-primacy_b_393223.html)

As national leaders from around the world are gathering in Copenhagen, Denmark, to attend the United Nations Climate Change Conference, the time is ripe to re-assess America's current energy policies - but within the larger framework of how a new approach on the environment will stave off global warming and shore up American primacy. By not addressing climate change more aggressively and creatively, the United States is squandering an opportunity to secure its global primacy for the next few generations to come. To do this, though, the U.S. must rely on innovation to help the world escape the coming environmental meltdown. Developing the key technologies that will save the planet from global warming will allow the U.S. to outmaneuver potential great power rivals seeking to replace it as the international system's hegemon. But the greening of American strategy must occur soon. The U.S., however, seems to be stuck in time, unable to move beyond oil-centric geo-politics in any meaningful way. Often, the gridlock is portrayed as a partisan difference, with Republicans resisting action and Democrats pleading for action. This, though, is an unfair characterization as there are numerous proactive Republicans and quite a few reticent Democrats. The real divide is instead one between realists and liberals. Students of realpolitik, which still heavily guides American foreign policy, largely discount environmental issues as they are not seen as advancing national interests in a way that generates relative power advantages vis-à-vis the other major powers in the system: Russia, China, Japan, India, and the European Union. Liberals, on the other hand, have recognized that global warming might very well become the greatest challenge ever faced by mankind. As such, their thinking often eschews narrowly defined national interests for the greater global good. This, though, ruffles elected officials whose sworn obligation is, above all, to protect and promote American national interests. What both sides need to understand is that by becoming a lean, mean, green fighting machine, the U.S. can actually bring together liberals and realists to advance a collective interest which benefits every nation, while at the same time, securing America's global primacy well into the future. To do so, the U.S. must re-invent itself as not just your traditional hegemon, but as history's first ever green hegemon. Hegemons are countries that dominate the international system - bailing out other countries in times of global crisis, establishing and maintaining the most important international institutions, and covering the costs that result from free-riding and cheating global obligations. Since 1945, that role has been the purview of the United States. Immediately after World War II, Europe and Asia laid in ruin, the global economy required resuscitation, the countries of the free world needed security guarantees, and the entire system longed for a multilateral forum where global concerns could be addressed. The U.S., emerging the least scathed by the systemic crisis of fascism's rise, stepped up to the challenge and established the postwar (and current) liberal order. But don't let the world "liberal" fool you. While many nations benefited from America's new-found hegemony, the U.S. was driven largely by "realist" selfish national interests. The liberal order first and foremost benefited the U.S. With the U.S. becoming bogged down in places like Afghanistan and Iraq, running a record national debt, and failing to shore up the dollar, the future of American hegemony now seems to be facing a serious contest: potential rivals - acting like sharks smelling blood in the water - wish to challenge the U.S. on a variety of fronts. This has led numerous commentators to forecast the U.S.'s imminent fall from grace. Not all hope is lost however. With the impending systemic crisis of global warming on the horizon, the U.S. again finds itself in a position to address a transnational problem in a way that will benefit both the international community collectively and the U.S. selfishly. The current problem is two-fold. First, the competition for oil is fueling animosities between the major powers. The geopolitics of oil has already emboldened Russia in its 'near abroad' and China in far-off places like Africa and Latin America. As oil is a limited natural resource, a nasty zero-sum contest could be looming on the horizon for the U.S. and its major power rivals - a contest which threatens American primacy and global stability. Second, converting fossil fuels like oil to run national economies is producing irreversible harm in the form of carbon dioxide emissions. So long as the global economy remains oil-dependent, greenhouse gases will continue to rise. Experts are predicting as much as a 60% increase in carbon dioxide emissions in the next twenty-five years. That likely means more devastating water shortages, droughts, forest fires, floods, and storms. In other words, if global competition for access to energy resources does not undermine international security, global warming will. And in either case, oil will be a culprit for the instability. Oil arguably has been the most precious energy resource of the last half-century. But "black gold" is so 20th century. The key resource for this century will be green gold - clean, environmentally-friendly energy like wind, solar, and hydrogen power. Climate change leaves no alternative. And the sooner we realize this, the better off we will be. What Washington must do in order to avoid the traps of petropolitics is to convert the U.S. into the world's first-ever green hegemon. For starters, the federal government must drastically increase investment in energy and environmental research and development (E&E R&D). This will require a serious sacrifice, committing upwards of $40 billion annually to E&E R&D - a far cry from the few billion dollars currently being spent. By promoting a new national project, the U.S. could develop new technologies that will assure it does not drown in a pool of oil. Some solutions are already well known, such as raising fuel standards for automobiles; improving public transportation networks; and expanding nuclear and wind power sources. Others, however, have not progressed much beyond the drawing board: batteries that can store massive amounts of solar (and possibly even wind) power; efficient and cost-effective photovoltaic cells, crop-fuels, and hydrogen-based fuels; and even fusion. Such innovations will not only provide alternatives to oil, they will also give the U.S. an edge in the global competition for hegemony. If the U.S. is able to produce technologies that allow modern, globalized societies to escape the oil trap, those nations will eventually have no choice but to adopt such technologies. And this will give the U.S. a tremendous economic boom, while simultaneously providing it with means of leverage that can be employed to keep potential foes in check.The bottom-line is that the U.S. needs to become green energy dominant as opposed to black energy independent - and the best approach for achieving this is to promote a national strategy of greengemony. 

2NC Asian Stability
SKFTA key to Asian stability

Hill 7 – Assistant Secretary for Bureau of East Asian and Pacific Affairs (Christopher, 6/13. “The United States-South Korea FTA: The Foreign Policy Implications.” http://seoul.usembassy.gov/413_061407.html)

While the agreement achieves many of our economic goals, it is important to note that the impact of this FTA will go far beyond bilateral commercial benefits. The KORUS FTA is a powerful symbol of the U.S.-South Korea partnership, augmenting our longstanding bilateral security alliance and the robust ties between the South Korean and American people. It will create a new dynamic, reflecting both the growing sophistication of our relationship, and the Republic of Korea’s (ROK) increasingly positive global role. It will strengthen our relations with one of our most important and reliable allies, serving as a pillar for the alliance in the 21st century as the mutual defense treaty did during the last half century. And it will decisively anchor the U.S. presence in the most dynamic and rapidly-growing economic region on the globe. Benefits of KORUS FTA I’ll let my colleague Karan Bhatia, who oversaw the negotiation of this historic agreement, including through several sleepless nights in Seoul leading up to our April 1 conclusion of the deal, explain the benefits of the KORUS FTA for U.S. commercial interests and our global trade liberalization strategy – which are significant. His familiarity with the details of the agreement far exceeds my own. Instead, I will focus my remarks on the agreement’s foreign policy implications. First, the KORUS FTA will strengthen the U.S.-South Korea partnership.  It will help ensure that the U.S. partnership with South Korea, long centered on defense ties, remains a vital force for stability at a time of change and challenge on the Korean peninsula and in the broader Northeast Asian region. It will be concrete proof to South Korea that we are committed to broadening and modernizing our alliance.  Over the years, the U.S. relationship with South Korea has been tested in many ways. But I've always been optimistic about it, because I always have seen the real benefits of a strong relationship between the U.S. and the ROK. Our two countries are bound by shared interests and shared values, underpinning the long-term commitment of both Americans and Koreans to making the relationship work. South Korea is a country that is not just a regional power, but it's growing in global importance. Korean people are active all over the world as students, diplomats and missionaries, and South Korean companies are major investors in many economies. More and more, our relationship with South Korea is growing to be a multi-faceted, cooperative partnership for a more closely knit world. South Korea is the third-largest contributor of troops to the coalition forces in Iraq and has played an important role in Afghanistan as well. Nowadays when Secretary Rice meets with her ROK counterparts, they talk not just about the situation on the Peninsula, but also about the Middle East, climate change, the spread of democracy and other global issues of shared concern. We've been working hard lately on modernizing our security relationship with South Korea. We are realigning our troops to make sure that they are placed and equipped most intelligently to deter any thought of aggression by North Korea. I think we're doing that very effectively. We’ve also been working very closely with our friends from the ROK in the Six-Party Talks to deal with the issue of North Korea’s nuclear program. Ultimately, as we move forward in the six-party process, it's very important that we move beyond denuclearization in North Korea to try to create stronger multilateral mechanisms for problem-solving in the region and for developing a greater sense of community in the region. I think in this regard, South Korean and U.S. interests are very much aligned. Second, the KORUS FTA strengthens our ties to a good friend that has done good things.  I had the privilege of serving in South Korea in 1987 and witnessed the flowering of democracy there. I then went back as Ambassador in 2004 to see what had happened since. It is really quite an inspiration for all of us who believe that democracy is the wave of the future. South Korea has shown the way and become an example for political reform in many parts of the world, especially in Asia. The FTA will also provide a boost to the steady progress that South Korea has made on economic reform in the last decade. South Korea is one of the world’s great success stories in terms of achieving broad prosperity through commitment to a market economy and openness to global trade. By liberating the vitality of its citizens and exposing them to international competition, South Korea has gone from being one of the world’s poorest countries at the end of the Korean War to a vibrant democracy, a member of the OECD with a per-capita GDP approaching $20,000. South Korea also has strong labor laws and environmental protections. All this makes South Korea an excellent trading partner for the United States. Along with our expanding trade ties, I should also point out the very substantial people-to-people ties between our two countries. There are now over two million Americans of Korean descent living in the United States. They have had a huge positive impact on our country and continue to provide a vital and unique link between the two nations. U.S.-ROK academic ties have also blossomed; in 2006, more than 58,000 South Korean students studied in the U.S., and South Korean students are now the third largest group of foreign students in the U.S. The FTA has the potential to join our two countries together even more closely. Third, the KORUS FTA will anchor our strategic economic position in East Asia.  East Asia and the Pacific region are undergoing a wave of economic integration, with countries binding themselves closer together through steady progress in liberalization of trade and investment. Several plurilateral free trade agreements are in play, and some 19 free trade agreements have gone into force between Asia-Pacific Economic Cooperation (APEC) economies, with at least an equal number of future agreements under negotiation or exploration. The United States has participated as a leader via our gold-standard FTAs with Australia and Singapore. Ratification of the KORUS FTA will further cement U.S. leadership in the dynamic Asian region and debunk critics who falsely complain that we’ve neglected this part of the world.

Nuclear war

Dibb 1 – emeritus professor of strategic and defence studies at The Australian National University (Paul, Winter. “Strategic Trends: Asia at a Crossroads.” Naval War College Review, Vol. 54, Issue 1. Ebsco.)

The areas of maximum danger and instability in the world today are in Asia, followed by the Middle East and parts of the former Soviet Union. The strategic situation in Asia is more uncertain and potentially threatening than anywhere in Europe. Unlike in Europe, it is possible to envisage war in Asia involving the major powers: remnants of Cold War ideological confrontation still exist across the Taiwan Straits and on the Korean Peninsula; India and Pakistan have nuclear weapons and ballistic missiles, and these two countries are more confrontational than at any time since the early 1970s; in Southeast Asia, Indonesia--which is the world's fourth-largest country--faces a highly uncertain future that could lead to its breakup. The Asia-Pacific region spends more on defense (about $150 billion a year) than any other part of the world except the United States and Nato Europe. China and Japan are amongst the top four or five global military spenders. Asia also has more nuclear powers than any other region of the world. Asia's security is at a crossroads: the region could go in the direction of peace and cooperation, or it could slide into confrontation and military conflict. There are positive tendencies, including the resurgence of economic growth and the spread of democracy, which would encourage an optimistic view. But there are a number of negative tendencies that must be of serious concern. There are deep-seated historical, territorial, ideological, and religious differences in Asia. Also, the region has no history of successful multilateral security cooperation or arms control. Such multilateral institutions as the Association of Southeast Asian Nations and the ASEAN Regional Forum have shown themselves to be ineffective when confronted with major crises.

2NC Flowers

All agreements will be bundled – that kills California flower industry which is key to the US economy.

Williamson 8/1 (Elizabeth Williamson, writer for the Wall Street Journal, 8/1/11 “Trade Fight Has Flower Growers Digging In” http://online.wsj.com/article/SB10001424053111904772304576470270506549178.html)

A battle in Congress could kill the South Korea, Colombia and Panama trade agreements, but it could breathe new life into the California flower industry. California growers, besieged by imports of Colombian blooms, have gained two advantages from the trade-deal fight. It has caused Colombian flower prices to rise and delayed at least until fall the pact with Bogota, which would grant their rivals permanent, tariff-free access to the U.S. market. California's big cut-flower industry is using the impasse to lobby Congress for money to help it compete if and when the deal goes through. Sales of California cut flowers and foliage total more than $350 million a year, and the industry pumps about $5.5 million a day into the state's economy, according to the California Cut Flower Commission, which represents growers in the state. But over the past two decades Colombia has captured 75% of the U.S. cut-flower market. California's farmers blame that partly on a 1991 law that slashed U.S. import tariffs on a range of goods from Latin American nations to lessen those countries' dependence on the illegal narcotics trade. It stemmed the tide of drugs from Colombia but fed the flow of flowers. Flower Wars Workers sort and collect flowers and create arrangements last week at the Sun Valley Flower farm in Oxnard Calif. The state's flower growers have lost U.S. market share to Colombian imports in the past two decades. Today, 10 planes unload their fragrant cargo in Miami each day, running mom-and-pop producers on the opposite coast out of business. Kasey Cronquist, executive director of the California trade group, estimates that the 1991 law has cost the U.S. industry about $89 million. "In 1991, there were 450 [flower] farms in California. Now we represent only 250," Mr. Cronquist said. "We have multiple generations of families that have been harvesting cut flowers. You can't have all these guys go into tomatoes." The law is part of a package of legislation that includes Trade Adjustment Assistance, a hotly debated program that provides benefits to U.S. workers laid off as a result of trade agreements. President Barack Obama has refused to send the Korea, Colombia and Panama deals to Congress for approval until Republicans strike a deal on renewing TAA, as it is called. The trade deals are key to Mr. Obama's goal of doubling U.S. exports by the end of 2014.
California’s economy is key to the US economy.

Yee 6 (Leland Yee, degree from University of California at Berkeley, and his master's degree from San Francisco State University. After earning his doctorate in Child Psychology at the University of Hawaii, Senator of California, 2006, http://dist08.casen.govoffice.com/index.asp?Type=B_PR&SEC=%7B0E3D7737-983C-4690-B8C1-2F93AF497E21%7D&DE=%7BF447B96F-28EE-41E2-96A5-6C17E9B9E090%7D)

“It is vital that California maintains strong trade partnerships with China, Taiwan and other Pacific Rim countries as we have so much to offer and gain from each other,” said Yee. “Economic growth and stability in California is dependent on a strong international market for our goods and services, especially our agricultural, high tech and biotechnology, and tourism industries.” California is the leading trade state in the nation, accounting for more than 13 percent of all U.S. exports. International trade and investment now supports one in seven California jobs. Additionally, trade accounts for a stronger and happier workforce: workers at exporting companies earn 15 percent more than workers in non-exporting companies, and worker benefits are one-third higher at exporting firms than at non-exporting firms. California leads the nation in export related jobs. According to U.S. Department of Commerce estimates, for every one million dollars of increased trade activity, 11 new jobs are supported. California is the eighth largest economy in the world with a state gross product of over $1.5 trillion. International trade-related commerce represents approximately one-quarter of California's economy. California-made exports directly account for approximately 8% of gross state product. California has the highest level of employment in foreign-owned firms since at least 1997. Along with employment, foreign owned firms own more property, plants and equipment in California than any other state. California also remains a key location for trade offices from other nations. According to the Secretary of State, at least 48 foreign trade offices currently operate in California.
***Other Necessary Things

AT: Winners Win

Pol cap is finite

Feehery 9 (July 21, http://www.cnn.com/2009/POLITICS/07/21/feehery.obama.matrix/)
 A president enters office with the highest popularity ratings he will ever get (barring a war or some other calamity that brings the country together), which is why most presidents try to pass as much as possible as early as possible in their administrations. The most famous example of that was Franklin Roosevelt's Hundred Days. But there are other examples. Ronald Reagan moved his agenda very early in his administration, George Bush passed his tax proposals and the No Child Left Behind law very early in his White House. They understood the principle that it is important to strike while the iron is hot.  President Bush famously misunderstood this principle when he said that he was going to use the "political capital" gained in his re-election to pass Social Security reform. What he failed to understand was that as soon as he won re-election, he was a lame duck in the eyes of the Congress, and he had no political capital.  President Obama believes he has a lot of political capital, and perhaps he does. But each day he is in office, his political capital reserve is declining. And each time he goes to the well to pass things like "cap and trade" makes it more difficult for him to pass his more important priorities like health care. 

Winners lose

Andres et al, 2K (Dutko Group, Griffin -- Griffin, Johnson, Dover and Stewart, and Thurber -- American University, Presidential Studies Quarterly, 30:3)

Designing a legislative road map to success would be much less daunting if powerful presidents only had to build winning coalitions. Unfortunately, most presidential actions cause reactions in peculiar places, in the world of trade-offs. Winning in one arena may cause a major loss in another. Presidents Bush and Clinton, for example, faced divided party government conditions during most—or in the case of Bush, throughout—their administrations. Each could have offered legislation aimed at the median legislators’ policy position and bargained or offered other inducements to win a simple majority. Yet, that model was unrealistic because of the trade-offs facing both presidents. The most obvious example of this is the trade-off between forging majority coalitions and party building and winning elections. This was a constant struggle for President Bush and his team. Throughout his administration, legislation such as the Clean Air Act Amendments, the Savings and Loan Recapitalization Act, and “fast-track” trade legislation required bipartisan support from Democratic Party committee chairs and rank-and-file members to generate majority support for his policies. Bush’s own party members often met discussions with the Democratic Party leadership with apprehension and suspicion. The White House’s task during these exercises was to balance the needs of the president’s party members for consultation and attention with the demands of the majority to compromise and move legislation forward. Although President Bush could have negotiated with Democratic Party members in furthering his legislative agenda, the need to build and promote his own party’s particular policies and preferences were limiting factors. President Clinton faced similar trade-offs during the last six years of his administration, confronting a Republican majority in Congress. Trade-off problems for a president are not isolated to his own party, however. The trade-off issue faced the Bush administration when he advocated legislation that was more ideologically conservative and attempted to build coalitions with the more moderate Republicans and conservative Southern Democrats. The White House targeted many U.S. House districts represented by conservative Democrats as the best places to pick up additional seats. On several occasions during the height of a White House lobbying push on legislation, conservative Democrats routinely noted to presidential aides as represented in the following quote from one House member: I’ll consider voting with you on this bill, but you need to talk to (an administration political representative) and tell him that he can’t come down to my district and campaign against me this weekend. You guys have got to understand that you can’t ask me for my vote today and then try to beat my brains in politically tomorrow. 

AT: Bottom of the Docket

Aff must defend unconditional implementation of the plan-


-Key to neg ground, every disad relies on uniqueness, delaying plan implementation kills this


-No logical limit-every alternative to immediacy is arbitrary, allows for 2AC abuse


-Takes out solvency-the bottom of the docket is not guaranteed to ever get addressed-vote neg on presumption
AT: Intrinsicness
Illegitimate and a voting issue

1. It’s a moving target-the aff gets infinite prep to write out the most strategic plan, allowing revisions after they have heard our strategy is unfair

2. Moots neg ground-most disad can be resolved through us action-there is no logical limit

3. Infinite regression-if we read a disad to their intrinsicness argument-they can make another to get out of it

C/I: aff gets topical intrinsicness arguments 
AT: Vote No
There’s a real cost to getting policies done, and the judge is not congress-the judge is the entire USFG so the plan hasn’t been introduced in congress. And fiat means that we should discuss what happens in a world where the plan is enacted not whether or not it will be. 
PAGE  
25
Last printed 9/4/2009 7:00:00 PM





