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***Solvency
No spillover – the “province of all mankind” is too vague to be modeled by other countries

Tan 2000

 (David Tan, Harvard Law School, “Towards a New Regime for the Protection of Outer Space as the ‘Province of All Mankind”, Winter 2000, Lexis// ASpomer)
The principle of the "province of all mankind" as a limitation on the freedom of exploration appears to lack the requisite opinio juris to attain the status of a customary norm. It does not "constitute a principle sufficiently normative in character that it becomes capable of generating specific legal effects or enhancing particular value expectations." n122 First, the use and exploration of outer space as the "province of all mankind" is not well-defined enough to impose any concrete obligations on states to avoid harm to the space environment in their use and exploration of it. Second, there is no  [*172]  sufficiently broad-based state conduct and behavior to attest to its widespread acceptance. Finally, there have been no adaptations in state practice to comply with the development of the notion of the "province of all mankind" as a limitation on the freedom of exploration and use of outer space, and there is no evidence of opinio juris. The entry into force of the Astronaut Agreement, the Registration Convention, and the Liability Convention cannot be evidence of a recognition by states that they are bound by the customary norm of equitable use and conservation of a shared resource, i.e., the outer-space environment, and at the same time be indicative of positive efforts to provide a practical framework for resolving conflicts of interests regarding shared resources. The obligations under the Astronaut Agreement are mainly concerned with the rescue of astronauts and the return of space objects that have returned to Earth to their launching state. As mentioned in Part III, the purpose of the Registration Convention is to assist in the identification of space objects, while the Liability Convention allows for compensation to victims of damage caused by space objects. The concern of these space treaties is neither the protection nor the conservation of the space environment.

1. Any US violation of international law will cause others to abandon it
IEER – 1AC author '02

(Institute for Energy and Environmental Research, "An Overview of U.S. Policies Toward the International Legal System", May 2002, http://www.ieer.org/reports/treaties/execsumm.pdf// ASpomer)
However, influential U.S. policymakers are resistant to the idea of a treaty-based international legal system because they fear infringement on U.S. sovereignty and they claim to lack confidence in compliance and enforcement mechanisms. This approach has dangerous practical 27 implications for international cooperation and compliance with norms. U.S. treaty partners do not enter into treaties expecting that they are only political commitments by the United States that can be overridden based on U.S. interests. When a powerful and influential state like the United States is seen to treat its legal obligations as a matter of convenience or of national interest alone, other states will see this as a justification to relax or withdraw from their own commitments. If the United States wants to require another state to live up to its treaty obligations, it may find that the state has followed the U.S. example and opted out of compliance.

2. Texas execution violated international law – means other countries won’t model the US

BBC '11

("Texas execution 'violated international law', UN says", 7/8/11, http://www.bbc.co.uk/news/world-us-canada-14089246//ASpomer)
The US breached international law when the state of Texas executed a Mexican citizen convicted of raping and killing an American girl, the UN's senior human rights official has said. Navi Pillay cited "particular legal concerns" whether Humberto Leal Garcia, 38, had access to consular officials and a fair trial. US Secretary of State Hillary Clinton also said she was "disappointed" that Texas carried out the lethal injection. Leal was executed late on Thursday. He was not told he could have access to Mexican consular officials, in violation of the Vienna Convention. "US compliance with Vienna convention terms is absolutely critical to ensuring our own consular access and our own ability to protect Americans detained abroad," State Department spokeswoman Victoria Nuland said. Ms Nuland said not protecting "the rights of non-Americans in the United States" could lead to a lack of US access to American citizens overseas in the future. "This is why the secretary is concerned," she added. Ms Pillay, the UN High Commissioner for Human Rights, who visited Mexico this week, said Texas had placed "the US in breach of international law". Humberto Leal Garcia Humberto Leal was born in Mexico but came to the US as a small child "What the state of Texas has done in this case is imputable in law to the US and engages the United States' international responsibility," she said. Ms Pillay said Texas Governor Rick Perry, who rejected requests to intervene, and the Texas Board of Pardons and Paroles each failed to exercise consular and fair-trial obligations.

***Neoliberalism
AT: Poverty
Neoliberalism has internal checks against extreme poverty – any alternative system is worse
Altman '05

(Daniel Altman, assistant professor of economics at New York University's Stern School of Business, The International Herald Tribune, "Neoliberalism? It doesn't exist ;With Interest", 7/16/05, Lexis, http://www.lexisnexis.com/hottopics/lnacademic// ASpomer)
In other words, opponents of free trade under the banner of neoliberalism must be dreaming they've never seen free trade in real life, and neither has anyone else. What seems to irk campaigners against globalization or a supposed neoliberalism is the idea that rich people are going to get richer at the expense of poor people. Yet this is not what free markets do. When big companies find cheaper labor or raw materials outside their wealthy homes, they may make a profit in the short term. But when their competitors a feature of free markets do the same, then the savings are passed on to consumers as lower prices. And it's not as though the poorer people who sold that labor and those raw materials did so unwillingly; though the working conditions and bargaining power of poor people employed by big foreign companies may be subpar, their only alternatives often are subsistence farming or no work at all. Meanwhile, the restriction of markets is responsible for keeping plenty of people poor, be they fruit farmers in Africa or the long-term unemployed in Western Europe. That is why demands for access to wealthy countries' export markets have crept their way into the vocabulary of the antipoverty lobbies. Yet strangely, the parties that claim to represent the poor in rich countries tirelessly defend the cumbersome labor regulations that prevent the young and the marginalized from finding work.

Sustained growth is the only way to combat poverty
Hertz '02

(Noreena Hertz, Professor of Globalisation at Cambridge, The Washington Post, "THE SILENT TAKEOVERGlobal Capitalism andThe Death of Democracy", 7/7/02, Lexis// ASpomer)
Hertz's history of the capitalist takeover begins a scant 20 years ago, with the rise of free-marketeers Margaret Thatcher and Ronald Reagan. Since then, Hertz argues, laissez-faire economics and its corporate minions have spread everywhere, dispensing misery and hardship. "This global policy shift toward neoliberalism that took place during the 1980s and 1990s was supposed. . . to bring a convergence of living standards of richer and poorer nations," writes Hertz. "This never actually happened." But it is misleading to fault market reforms for failing to equalize living standards over two decades. Economists such as Harvard University's Lant Pritchett have shown that income divergence between poor and rich nations is a much older trend; several generations of high economic growth are needed for even dynamic poor countries to reach the living standards of the developed world. The relevant question, therefore, is how best to produce sustained growth. Here Hertz is helpful. "Capitalism is clearly the best system for generating wealth," she admits, "and free trade and open capital markets have brought unprecedented economic growth to most if not all the world." So, oddly, Hertz supports free trade in theory yet seems to abhor the corporations that engage in trade in practice -- as if the two were separable.

Neoliberalism solves poverty, patriarchy, and free-trade

Chong '05

(Terence Chong, Senior Fellow at the Institute of Southeast Asian Studies, Straits Times, "Globalisation has another defender, but he's found wanting;Book fails to address adequately role of strong govts. And issues are broader than just a defence of neoliberalism", 3/11/05, Lexis// ASpomer)

But only briefly. President George W. Bush's subsequent war on terrorism and stoic faith-based convictions replaced national soul-searching with moral certainty. America must lead the way on different fronts: militarily, economically and politically. Free trade, freedom and democracy became its packaged gifts to the world. Globalisation was back on the agenda. Martin Wolf's Why Globalisation Works is one in the latest round of books since 9/11 pushing the free-market agenda. It sits alongside Jagdish Bhagwati's In Defence Of Globalisation and Tyler Cowen's more culturally oriented Creative Destruction. These books have two things in common: They are written by economists and they make no distinction between globalisation and neoliberalism. The arguments in Why Globalisation Works are framed by a point-by-point examination and refutation of anti-globalisation claims. Mr Wolf's arguments are complex and well-furnished with statistics, but his thesis is simple: Globalisation is good. It is good because it is about deregulation and liberalisation, which is about sharing and exchange - both of which offer the best chance of ensuring the welfare of the largest number of people. The conditions of globalisation, such as improved communications, increased and cheaper travel and transportation, Mr Wolf argues, have made economic relations much less expensive. Given these opportunities, it is now, at least in theory, easier than ever to benefit from economic activity elsewhere. It would be plain foolishness to erect and maintain barriers that prevent one from seizing such opportunities. Mr Wolf offers the reader a historical tour by delving into the last 150 years of the global economy. He underlines the fact that there was a major trend towards liberalisation and globalisation - what he defines as the integration of economic activities via markets - at the close of the 19th century. Some may feel shortchanged by the duration of Mr Wolf's tour, with some venturing even further back to the Roman Empire or pointing to world religions as examples of 'proto-globalisation'. But the heart of the book lies in Part IV, where Mr Wolf focuses on multinational corporations, or MNCs, in the global economy. He dismisses the argument that MNCs exploit Third World workers through low wages. He asks: If MNCs are so bad, why are there queues to work in their factories? MNCs, in fact, offer workers better wages than do local companies. Mr Wolf cites a study of 20,000 factories in Indonesia showing that the average wage in MNCs in 1996 was 50 per cent higher than in local companies. Another argument often made by globalisation advocates like Mr Wolf is that MNCs offer Third World women a route to autonomy and dignity from a patriarchal society. He writes that while local traditions previously forbade Bangladeshi women from working in factories, the emergence of the clothing industry has resulted in women making up 95 per cent of its 1.4 million workforce. However, while critics do not take issue with the increased financial independence that globalisation brings to women, they do point to the social consequences such as changing power relations that place stress on the traditional family unit, something Mr Wolf does not adequately acknowledge. Mr Wolf tackles the critics of free trade with more success. He points to China and India and their rocketing growth rates as they open up their economies. He then states with empirical accuracy that never before have so large a proportion of the world's population enjoyed such huge increases in their standards of living.

Neoliberalism is changing – philanthropy can solve poverty

Business Times '11

(Teh Hooi Ling, Senior Correspondent, "Version 2.0: A kinder brand of capitalism;The system on the whole has worked well, and there're reasons to be hopeful for a better future", The Business Times Singapore, 3/26/11, Lexis// ASpomer)
There is no denying that the capitalist system has proven to be the most effective way to lift the masses out of poverty. I was at Gokul Indian vegetarian restaurant last Sunday and one of the waiters, a man from China, started chatting with us. He told us how he wanted to see what's outside the Middle Kingdom but had no idea that he'd been recruited to work for an Indian restaurant in Singapore - especially given his barely existent English. Then he told us about how, in China today, prices for almost anything can vary widely. You can buy very cheap cigarettes, or very expensive ones. He went on to complain about the corruption in China, and how some people are getting wildly rich as a result. But then he added: 'But it's okay. On the whole, the government is doing a good job and life is getting better for almost everybody.' Yes, capitalism on the whole has worked well. But as Charlie Munger, vice-chairman of Berkshire Hathaway and long-time partner of Warren Buffett, puts it: 'It isn't always that bad ideas cause bad outcomes, but good ideas taken to excess.' Many now are convinced that the Anglo-Saxon style of capitalism belongs to this category. A saner model perhaps is the one implemented by the Scandinavian countries - and numerous surveys actually showed, the people are happier for it. China too is cognisant of the dangers of going down the road of US-style capitalism, and is trying to introduce policies to steer it down a different path. But there are reasons to be hopeful for a better future. Not all the rich are consumed by accumulating wealth. The likes of Bill Gates and Mr Buffett are trying to round up the world's rich to redistribute their wealth. And that movement seems to be gaining traction. For all we know, this could turned out to be the version 2.0 that capitalism is evolving into.

AT: Environment

The only pollution any of their cards talk about is space debris

AND,

NASA actively and effectively tracking space debris now, they are no threat

UPI ’11
(100 year running publisher and authority on science news) <http://www.upi.com/Science_News/2011/07/11/Space-debris-no-threat-to-shuttle-station/UPI-99951310423744/>
Debris from a dead Soviet-era satellite poses no threat to the International Space Station and the shuttle Atlantis currently docked with it, NASA says. The Space Surveillance Network operated by the U.S. military informed notified NASA of the orbiting piece of space junk Sunday. NASA began tracking the object's path to determine how close it might come to the station and the shuttle, SPACE.com reported Monday. "Mission Control has verified that the track of a piece of orbital debris will not be a threat to the International Space Station and space shuttle Atlantis," NASA officials in Houston said in a statement. "No adjustments to the docked spacecraft's orbit will be necessary to avoid the debris."More than 500,000 pieces of space junk, including the chunk of the defunct Soviet Cosmos 375 satellite currently being tracked, are cataloged and monitored in Earth's orbit, NASA officials said.

Europe is cleaning up space debris in the squo, their methods are efficient

MSNBC ‘11
(World authoritative source for news on science and scientific conductions) <http://www.msnbc.msn.com/id/42417430/ns/technology_and_science-space/t/europe-creating-space-debris-tracker-its-own/>

Human spacefarers and satellites constantly dodge a cloud of dangerous debris left over from orbital traffic accidents and launches. Now the European Space Agency has taken itsfirst steps toward creating its own space surveillance system that could track thousands of objects per second.One such step takes the form of demonstrator radar that will eventually lead to a system capable of tracking 15,000 to 20,000 objects on the radar for at least 10 seconds each day. Having such awareness represents a necessity when even the tiniest space debris can destroy satellites or cause serious damage while traveling at speeds of 17,400 mph – not even space glue could salvage the situation. "(The new surveillance system) can observe a large number of objects simultaneously, detecting their position to a high degree of accuracy and sensitivity," said Andreas Brenner, a department head at the Fraunhofer Institute for High Frequency Physics and Radar Techniques in Wachtberg, Germany. The radar technology also must be able to track debris particles just a few centimeters in diameter. Threats from space debris have only grown in recent years. A satellite collision between U.S. and Russian counterparts in February 2009 added to the cloud of space junk. The International Space Station already has to dodge such debris four to five times each year.Fraunhofer researchers plan to focus on designing the receiver array for the radar, while a Spanish company called Indra Espacio builds the transmitter. Indra Espacio holds the demonstrator radar contract from the European Space Agency (ESA) worth $2 million. European space missions currently rely upon the U.S. Space Surveillance Network to track the smaller pieces of debris in their path. ESA is setting the stage for the European version of such a system to take shape between 2012 and 2019. Just how the European system would fit with U.S. tracking capabilities remains unknown, but keeping electronic eyes on space is necessary if humanity hopes to harness space solar power or launch interplanetary missions that can travel safely in space.
Neoliberalism is becoming connected with environmentalist movements which will solve the environment
Girdwood '08

(John Girdwood, works at the Faculty of Economics and Busines  at the University of Sydney, "Rethinking sustainability, neo-liberalism and environmentalmanagerialism in accounting", 2008,http://sydney.edu.au/business/__data/assets/pdf_file/0004/56614/Rethinking_neoliberalism.pdf// ASpomer)
Liberal Governmentality, Management Rationality and Environmental Discourse: Co-emergence of neo-liberalisms and environmentalisms The western political project of neo-liberalism was the countering and reassembling of the discursive truth claims and other social and institutional practices associated with social liberal regimes of government, their public administration management regimes, as assemblages of practice, and systems of social security. This links with another western political project – environmentalism, countering, marginalising and silencing the economic reason of industrialism and the enduring discourse of industrial society. This discourse was mainly formulated in terms of a social liberal politics of hope through unlimited nation building and economic growth built on the unlimited exploitation of apparently infinite natural resources. An ideal of Western lifestyles of a good life (Dryzek, 1997) became characterized by post World War II twentieth century North American industrial society and by North American norms and standards of living built on household goods and service consumption; white family formation; highly educated and technically skilled professional, scientists and tradesmen; and the loyal company male worker in the manufacturing industries. This followed the post World War II decline of industrial society associated with British and European imperialisms. Further, political discourses linking managerialism and environmentalism have emerged limited to the technical modalities of managerialism as a form of economic reason. There are a number of thematic threads in mainstream political debate and policy formulation about making the environment manageable enabled by the political authority of sustainability. The emergence of this political discourse on policy and the environment privileging ‘administrative rationalism’ (Dryzek, 1997), ‘democratic pragmatism’ (Dryzek, 1997; Eckersley, 1992; Light & Katz, 1996) and ‘market economism (Dryzek, 1997) are not necessarily mutually exclusive and, as is argued here, different styles of neo-liberalism under particular historical circumstances and specific contexts have tended to differently configure these thematic threads and privilege some over others. For example, advanced liberal reason tended to privilege a specific form of ‘market economism’ as a policy framework shaped by the intellectual technologies of the Chicago School of economics (Marginson, 1993) dispersed internationally by mobilized agencies and disciples of North American norms and standards formulated and modeled as ‘world’s best practice’ or the ‘US model’ (Djelic, 1998). Further in the North American context, advanced liberal reason made problematic for government key elements of neo-social liberalism and its ‘new public administration’ (Harmon & Mayer, 1986) associated with ‘Third Way politics (Rose, 2000) such as ‘administrative rationalism’ with its particular privileging of managers and other experts (Dryzek, 1997) and also environmental or ‘democratic pragmatism’ with its particular privileging of the ‘voice of the people’ (Dryzek, 1997). This section therefore explores these linkages between liberal styles of thinking, management rationality and environmental discourses, focusing on the shifts from social liberal styles of thinking, to advanced liberal and neo-social liberal styles.
Only a market-driven approach can solve the environment
Straight '09

(Straight.com is an online newspaper in Vancouver, "Can capitalism save the Earth from climate change?", 12/17/09, http://www.straight.com/article-275310/vancouver/can-capitalism-save-earth//ASpomer)
These days, groups like the Pembina Institute and the David Suzuki Foundation are playing an increasingly big role in the national and provincial climate-change debate. This concerns David Peerla, a former Greenpeace forestry campaigner who wrote a PhD thesis on environmentalists’ tactics. “Good environmental campaigning and good social-justice campaigning makes the production process more transparent,” he said in a recent interview at the Georgia Straight office. He claimed that “business environmentalism”, on the other hand, is characterized by backroom deals with companies and governments that inhibit transparency. And in Peerla’s eyes, the Pembina Institute and the David Suzuki Foundation are more interested in playing the “inside-Ottawa, inside-Victoria, inside-the-corporate-boardroom game” than traditional, grassroots B.C. environmentalists, who have sometimes engaged in civil disobedience to force changes. “Let’s just take the slogan ‘cap and trade’,” Peerla said. “There are two styles of campaign. ‘Cap’ people are like old-time toxics fighters—block the pipe, end the industry—they’re the guys who say ‘No.’ ” In this camp, he listed Greenpeace, the Wilderness Committee, and people fighting run-of-river power projects. Peerla contrasted the “cap” folks with the “trade” people in the environmental movement, who embrace market solutions to environmental problems. These groups, including the David Suzuki Foundation, favour run-of-river power because the emergency is so great that only businesses can move quickly enough to bring about solutions. “This looks to me like a Naomi Klein disaster-capitalism scenario,” he noted. “There’s a disaster. The planet is on fire. Therefore, the solution is capitalism, which is ironic given what happened on Wall Street just recently.” The market-oriented environmentalists trumpet trade, such as the sale of energy-efficient light bulbs and organic juice. And he said that those “cap” environmentalists who practise civil disobedience will rarely get money from U.S. foundations. Peerla cited Tzeporah Berman, a Cortes Island climate-change campaigner, as an example of an activist who crossed over from practising civil disobedience to embracing business environmentalism. In her 20s, she led protests against clear-cut logging in Clayoquot Sound. Then Berman became a negotiator to save the forest. “Now, she calls herself a facilitator,” Peerla said. “What’s the next step?…Corporate director?” Berman, like Suzuki, has spoken out in favour of carbon-neutral, run-of-river power as a necessary measure to combat climate change. Peerla, however, said it appears to him that there is no transparency and no accountability in the approval of these projects. He speculated that the premier might go so far as to eliminate the B.C. Utilities Commission as a necessary measure to deal with a planetary emergency. This would please former mining speculators who now stake their claims on B.C. rivers. “Again, it’s the trade-style solution,” Peerla claimed. He added that Wall Street capitalists are “licking their chops” at the prospect of trading carbon credits in response to the disaster of climate change. “Some are saying that’s the next speculative bubble,” he said.
Capitalism fixes any environmental problems it creates – Ozone hole proves

The Left Winger '09

("Can Capitalism Save the Environment?", 5/9/09, http://theleftwinger.wordpress.com/2009/05/09/can-capitalism-save-the-environment//ASpomer)
Capitalism is an extremably maleable, versatile system, adaptable to a myriad of conditions. Bourgeois democracy is the centre of capitalism adaptability and has shown time and time again that it will step in way ahead of time to start patching up things until a next pressing problem shows up. Or have we forgotten how we were all going to die from the Ozone layer hole? If we consider the current big ecological crisis (Global Warming) it is a lot less threatening than the hole in the ozone layer – which is not to say that capitalism will ignore it. It does not help that environmentalists seem to disregard human life so much that they can never put the issue in human terms; it is always some butterfly or some weird reptile or the goddamn fucking polar bears. Look, I have nothing against polar bear – but the fact is that species will adapt the their changing environment or die. It happensanarquismo everyday and it is a tenet of the evolutionary process. It is also important for the evolutionary process that species fight to save their own species, so I wonder why the hell the human cost of global warming – famine and drought, tsunamis and flood and the complete and utter destruction of many, many coastal cities and sometimes whole island nations – all that gets barely mentioned. All I hear about is the goddamn fucking polar bear… Capitalism can save the environment but it will do it for its own purposes. It will do it for continued exploitation, for throughout enslavement to its system of production and consumption. It will take care of it the same way and for the same reasons that it “takes care” of the working-class – for profit.

***Cap Good

**Innovation
Poverty

Capitalism is key to innovation which solves poverty
Phelps '09

(Edmund Phelps, director of the Centre on Capitalism and Society, Columbia University, won the 2006 Nobel Prize for economics, "Global Outlook 2009: Does capitalism have a future?", 1/5/09, Lexis// ASpomer)
First of all, Europeans think of capitalism as the "free market" - laissez-faire. But capitalism means openness to bottom-up innovation. Capitalism does not per se threaten anyone's welfare benefits. The fashionable hypothesis denies even the most obvious benefit. I concede that the salaries of my overpaid friends are high enough to meet virtually all of their foreseeable needs. Even my own salary suffices to meet my own. But increases in productivity almost always lead to increases in pay across the economy. And increases in the general pay level have a social value that is of huge benefit. These increases make it possible for more people to shun dull, tedious or onerous work in favour of stimulating, engaging and mind-expanding work. The "dark Satanic mills" of Marx's era are gone, thanks to greater productivity, not greater state regulation. The other difficulty with that fashionable hypothesis is that most of the alleged costs are illusory or trumped up. The idea that a well-functioning capitalism makes for a weak job market, leading to higher unemployment and lower participation in the labour force, cannot be substantiated. On the contrary, the innovations stimulated and facilitated by capitalism create jobs - in new companies started to develop new ideas, in marketing, and in managements that must keep abreast of new organisations and tools. The idea that ordinary people are anguished by the thought that other people have extraordinary wealth is also cultivated in fashionable circles without the presentation of any evidence. Most people are practical enough to see that when, say, they have to go to the hospital for tests, what matters is whether the right kind of diagnostic machine is there for them, not whether there is a better machine for others somewhere else. True, capitalism creates disruption and uncertainty. But we should not lose sight of the other side of that coin. Capitalism is unique in stimulating entrepreneurs to dream up new commercial ideas and develop them for the market, and generating excitement for consumers in discovering the new. Perhaps the greatest accomplishment of capitalism was in transforming the workplace from one of routine, and thus boredom, into one of change, mental stimulus, challenge, problem solving, exploration and sometimes, discovery. True, the assembly line, a brain-numbing experience, was a feature of capitalism from the pin factor that Adam Smith wrote about in 1776 until Henry Ford's giant plants in the 1920s. But communist Russia and socialist Europe could not afford to do without assembly lines, either. And thanks to productivity growth, an ever larger share of jobs lay outside factories as well as farms.

Economy
Capitalism is key to innovation and the economy

Schramm '11

(Carl J. Schramm, served on Department of Commerce innovation committees during both the Bush and Obama administrations and a leading authority on innovation and economic growth, "Kauffman Foundation: Messy Capitalism Drives Innovation -- And Economic Growth", 1/18/11, http://www.huffingtonpost.com/carl-j-schramm/entrepreneurship_b_809866.html// ASpomer)
Since the earliest days of the American republic, entrepreneurs have been essential to the economic growth and social dynamism of the United States. From Nathan Appleton, textile merchant and entrepreneur in the late 1700s, to the founding of Apple by Steve Jobs and Steve Wozniak in the 1970s, entrepreneurs and the new companies they create account not only for most new jobs in this country but also a disproportionate share of the innovations that boost human welfare. Welcome to the Kauffman Foundation's new column on entrepreneurship. The Kauffman Foundation is a private, nonprofit foundation dedicated to promoting entrepreneurship and improving education. Like most other American philanthropists, our founder, Ewing Kauffman, was a successful entrepreneur -- in his case, starting and growing a pharmaceutical company that created thousands of jobs and innovations. Unlike many other philanthropists, however, Mr. Kauffman chose to dedicate his fortune to helping others to follow their entrepreneurial dream. He spoke of himself as a "common man who did an uncommon thing," but wanted his philanthropic dollars spent in making that phenomenon, entrepreneurship, a more common and achievable prospect. Toward those ends, the Kauffman Foundation funds and performs a wide range of research on entrepreneurship and also operates a number of programs aimed at helping entrepreneurs and better preparing students at all levels for success in an entrepreneurial economy. In this space over the coming months, you will hear from a variety of Kauffman scholars and researchers about our work on the importance of entrepreneurship. While the link between entrepreneurship and economic growth has been well-established by a number of economists and is well understood by the average citizen, this insight has not yet penetrated the minds of legislators and policymakers. When officials and commentators in Washington and state capitals discuss "business" and "commerce," they almost universally mean big business, companies such as those on the Fortune 500. Make no mistake: big business is highly important to our economic health. But such companies are not the source of the innovations that make our economy grow. Economists often boil the mechanics of economic growth down to sterile-sounding categories such as capital, labor, and "the residual" -- essentially, technological change. But if you think about economic growth in a common-sense manner, what does it mean? It doesn't just involve more products and services, more "stuff." It also means better and cheaper products and services and an overall improved quality of life. Consider pharmaceuticals: economists attribute the lion's share of the increase in life expectancy over the past forty years not to public programs but to new drug discoveries. And, increasingly, large, established companies find it difficult to introduce new pharmaceuticals. The key point is that behind these innovations are entrepreneurs who start new companies -- that, as Northwestern scholar Dan Spulber has found, is the essential function of entrepreneurs. They found new companies as the vehicles for propagating innovations. If successful, those companies will grow and, accordingly, so will the overall economy. When firms grow, the economy grows -- and entrepreneurs are the drivers of firm growth. Only a tiny fraction of new and young companies, of course, will successfully create jobs and grow into larger firms. (An enduring dilemma for any economy is that once entrepreneurial companies successfully turn into larger firms, they often become the enemies of innovation and the next generation of firms. This is a problem that economists and policymakers and corporate leaders have wrestled with for a century with no resolution, and will be the subject of the some of the columns in this series.) What legislators and policymakers must remember is that the messy process of firms starting, competing, failing, and growing (and, potentially, shrinking) is absolutely essential to achieving economic growth. This is what we call "messy capitalism" -- economic growth and dynamism do not emerge from a neat process nor are they borne, like Athena from Zeus' head, fully-formed in the shape of successful firms out of university laboratories.
Global economic collapse causes extinction 

Right Vision News 11/26/10

(“Economic crisis threatens existence of human beings” pg online @ lexisnexis)

The financial and economic crisis being faced by the world is in fact a human catastrophe as it may threaten the well-being and existence of human beings in the globe, said Dr. Jean-Francois Daguzan, senior research fellow at the Foundation for Strategic Research, France. He was speaking at a roundtable discussion on 'The Strategic Consequences of World Financial and Economic Crisis' organised by the South Asia Strategic Stability Institute (SASSI) here on Wednesday. Former ambassador Tasawur Naqvi conducted the proceedings. Dr. Jean-Francois Daguzan said that the crisis could lead to violence. Every effort should be made to control it as it may lead to risky and dangerous situations. He said that the balance of power had already changed. He said that if economic crisis is compared with 9/11 and invasions of Iraq and Afghanistan, the World Trade Centre debacle seemed to be a contingent affair. The financial crisis to him was like a nuclear war, which is tilting the balance of power in the world. He said that an amount of $50,000 billion went to the aid of developing nations. He noted the impact of the snowballing crisis on stock exchanges and investment potential of different countries. He said that the crisis also affected stability of nations by impacting equities and stock exchanges. He said that the war in currencies is the last impact of the crisis in an age of artificial monetary powers of currencies, which would provoke and continue with economic crises within countries. He said that it is rebalancing the power politics in the world. He enumerated Southeast Asia's economies facing problems in 1988 when China was big, but not enough to become the lone competitor of the west. He said that the mid-term elections in the US earlier this month reflected the consequences of the crisis. He said that the US and the West are declining and the US is now not capable of passing through this economic challenge. He said that the rise of the 'Tea Party' in the US is also a reflection of the economic crisis. He did not think that the US could continue to assume the responsibility of developing Europe though China could do something. He said that the US could not have a leading position in this respect. He said that India is a big economy, but it is not really capable to understand the global gains. He said that the Indian government did not have all tools to react to the global crisis though China could. He said that the failure of Europe to find an alternative is regrettable. Earlier, SASSI Director-General Dr. Maria Sultan, welcoming the guest speaker, said: "We are living in a transitional period in history and the topic is very important in terms of geo-strategic and geo-economic developments in the world. She said that it is ultimate connection between the two that will shape the military and political security situation not only in this region, but also all around the world. This is particularly true as we see the rising emergence of Asia as a new powerhouse, which will only be complemented by factors of human resource development, political stability and regional military security." She said that contrary to this, if these trends are not developed, regional harmony will be replaced by political chaos, military strife and continued state of rivalry not only between state actors but also inter-state actors which will only get compounded by the presence of trans-national non-state actors and their relevance to international security. She said: "If we are to create positive patterns of developments, power has to become more multi-polar in nature strengthened by overlapping security architectures and economic relations." Ms Maria said: "We can no longer afford to live in a perpetual uni-polar moment where the rise and fall of new power centres such as India etc is added by the domestic policy concerns of the sole super power." She said that for such an arrangement, an artificial attempt to create regional supremacy for one actor will only undermine traditional balance of power arrangements and natural sense of balance, which is necessary for regional strategic stability. All this will come at the cost of international security and global peace if it is not balanced by the emergence of equal multi-polar power centres grounded in economic and regional realities.
Environment
Maintaining innovation is key to prevent collapse of the biosphere 

Perry et al 8
(William, Prof of Engineering @ Stanford, former Secretary of Defense and  Under Deputy Secretary of Defense for Research and Engineering, “Grand Challenges For Engineering”, http://www.engineeringchallenges.org/Object.File/Master/11/574/Grand%20Challenges%20final%20book.pdf//)
Throughout human history, engineering has driven the advance of civilization. From the metallurgists who ended the Stone Age to the shipbuilders who united the world’s peoples through travel and trade, the past witnessed many marvels of engineering prowess. As civilization grew, it was nourished and enhanced with the help of increasingly sophisticated tools for agriculture, technologies for producing textiles, and inventions transforming human interaction and communication. Inventions such as the mechanical clock and the printing press irrevocably changed civilization. In the modern era, the Industrial Revolution brought engineering’s inﬂ uence to every niche of life, as machines supplemented and replaced human labor for countless tasks, improved systems for sanitation enhanced health, and the steam engine facilitated mining, powered trains and ships, and provided energy for factories. In the century just ended, engineering recorded its grandest accomplishments. The widespread development and distribution of electricity and clean water, automobiles and airplanes, radio and television, spacecraft and lasers, antibiotics and medical imaging, and computers and the Internet are just some of the highlights from a century in which engineering revolutionized and improved virtually every aspect of human life. Find out more about the great engineering achievements of the 20th century from a separate NAE website: www.greatachievements.org. For all of these advances, though, the century ahead poses challenges as formidable as any from millennia past. As the population grows and its needs and desires expand, the problem of sustaining civilization’s continuing advancement, while still improving the quality of life, looms more immediate. Old and new threats to personal and public health demand more effective and more readily available treatments. Vulnerabilities to pandemic diseases, terrorist violence, and natural disasters require serious searches for new methods of protection and prevention. And products and processes that enhance the joy of living remain a top priority of engineering innovation, as they have been since the taming of ﬁ re and the invention of the wheel. In each of these broad realms of human concern — sustainability, health, vulnerability, and joy of living — speciﬁc grand challenges await engineering solutions. The world’s cadre of engineers will seek ways to put knowledge into practice to meet these grand challenges. Applying the rules of reason, the ﬁ ndings of science, the aesthetics of art, and the spark of creative imagination, engineers will continue the tradition of forging a better future. Foremost among the challenges are those that must be met to ensure the future itself. The Earth is a planet of ﬁnite resources, and its growing population currently consumes them at a rate that cannot be sustained. Widely reported warnings have emphasized the need to develop new sources of energy, at the same time as preventing or reversing the degradation of the environment. Sunshine has long offered a tantalizing source of environmentally friendly power, bathing the Earth with more energy each hour than the planet’s population consumes in a year. But capturing that power, converting it into useful forms, and especially storing it for a rainy day, poses provocative engineering challenges. Another popular proposal for long-term energy supplies is nuclear fusion, the artiﬁ cial re-creation of the sun’s source of power on Earth. The quest for fusion has stretched the limits of engineering ingenuity, but hopeful developments suggest the goal of practical fusion power may yet be attainable. Engineering solutions for both solar power and nuclear fusion must be feasible not only technologically but also economically when compared with the ongoing use of fossil fuels. Even with success, however, it remains unlikely that fossil fuels will be eliminated from the planet’s energy-source budget anytime soon, leaving their environment-associated issues for engineers to address. Most notoriously, evidence is mounting that the carbon dioxide pumped into the air by the burning of fossil fuels is increasing the planet’s temperature and threatens disruptive effects on climate. Anticipating the continued use of fossil fuels, engineers have explored technological methods of capturing the carbon dioxide produced from fuel burning and sequestering it underground. A further but less publicized environmental concern involves the atmosphere’s dominant component, the element nitrogen. The biogeochemical cycle that extracts nitrogen from the air for its incorporation into plants — and hence food — has become altered by human activity. With widespread use of fertilizers and high-temperature industrial combustion, humans have doubled the rate at which nitrogen is removed from the air relative to pre-industrial times, contributing to smog and acid rain, polluting drinking water, and even worsening global warming. Engineers must design countermeasures for nitrogen cycle problems, while maintaining the ability of agriculture to produce adequate food supplies. Chief among concerns in this regard is the quality and quantity of water, which is in seriously short supply in many regions of the world. Both for personal use — drinking, cleaning, cooking, and removal of waste — and large-scale use such as irrigation for agriculture, water must be available and sustainably provided to maintain quality of life. New technologies for desalinating sea water may be helpful, but small-scale technologies for local water puriﬁcation may be even more effective for personal needs. Naturally, water quality and many other environmental concerns are closely related to questions of human health. While many of the health scourges of the past have been controlled and even eliminated by modern medicine, other old ones such as malaria remain deadly, and newer problems have remained resistant to medical advances, requiring new medical technologies and methods. One goal of biomedical engineering today is fulﬁ lling the promise of personalized medicine. Doctors have long recognized that individuals differ in their susceptibility to disease and their response to treatments, but medical technologies have generally been offered as “one size ﬁ ts all.” Recent cataloging of the human genetic endowment, and deeper understanding of the body’s complement of proteins and their biochemical interactions, offer the prospect of identifying the speciﬁ c factors that determine sickness and wellness in any individual. An important way of exploiting such information would be the development of methods that allow doctors to forecast the beneﬁ ts and side effects of potential treatments or cures. “Reverse-engineering” the brain, to determine how it performs its magic, should offer the dual beneﬁ ts of helping treat diseases while providing clues for new approaches to computerized artiﬁ cial intelligence. Advanced computer intelligence, in turn, should enable automated diagnosis and prescriptions for treatment. And computerized catalogs of health information should enhance the medical system’s ability to track the spread of disease and analyze the comparative effectiveness of different approaches to prevention and therapy. Another reason to develop new medicines is the growing danger of attacks from novel disease-causing agents. Certain deadly bacteria, for instance, have repeatedly evolved new properties, conferring resistance against even the most powerful antibiotics. New viruses arise with the power to kill and spread more rapidly than disease-prevention systems are designed to counteract. As a consequence, vulnerability to biological disaster ranks high on the list of unmet challenges for biomedical engineers — just as engineering solutions are badly needed to counter the violence of terrorists and the destructiveness of earthquakes, hurricanes, and other natural dangers. Technologies for early detection of such threats and rapid deployment of countermeasures (such as vaccines and antiviral drugs) rank among the most urgent of today’s engineering challenges. Even as terrorist attacks, medical epidemics, and natural disasters represent acute threats to the quality of life, more general concerns pose challenges for the continued enhancement of living. Engineers face the grand challenge of renewing and sustaining the aging infrastructures of cities and services, while preserving ecological balances and enhancing the aesthetic appeal of living spaces. And the external world is not the only place where engineering matters; the inner world of the mind should beneﬁt from improved methods of instruction and learning, including ways to tailor the mind’s growth to its owner’s propensities and abilities. Some new meth- ods of instruction, such as computer-created virtual realities, will no doubt also be adopted for entertainment and leisure, furthering engineering’s contributions to the joy of living. The spirit of curiosity in individual minds and in society as a whole can be further promoted through engineering endeavors enhancing exploration at the frontiers of reality and knowledge, by providing new tools for investigating the vastness of the cosmos or the inner intricacy of life and atoms. All of these examples merely scratch the surface of the challenges that engineers will face in the 21st century. The problems described here merely illustrate the magnitude and complexity of the tasks that must be mastered to ensure the sustainability of civilization and the health of its citizens, while reducing individual and societal vulnerabilities and enhancing the joy of living in the modern world. None of these challenges will be met, however, without ﬁ nding ways to overcome the barriers that block their accomplishment. Most obviously, engineering solutions must always be designed with economic considerations in mind — for instance, despite environmental regulations, cheaper polluting technologies often remain preferred over more expensive, clean technologies. Engineers must also face formidable political obstacles. In many parts of the world, entrenched groups beneﬁ ting from old systems wield political power that blocks new enterprises. Even where no one group stands in the way of progress, the expense of new engineering projects can deter action, and meeting many of the century’s challenges will require unprecedented levels of public funding. Current government budgets for U.S. infrastructure improvement alone falls hundreds of billions of dollars short of estimated needs. Securing the funds necessary to meet all the great challenges will require both popular and political support. Engineers must join with scientists, educators, and others to encourage and promote improved science, technology, engineering, and math (STEM) education in the schools and enhanced ﬂ ow of technical information to the public at large — conveying not just the facts of science and engineering, but also an appreciation of the ways that scientists and engineers acquire the knowledge and tools required to meet society’s needs. Public understanding of engineering and its underlying science will be important to support the calls for funding, as well as to enhance the prospect for successful adoption of new technologies. The ultimate users of engineering’s products are people with individual and personal concerns, and in many cases, resistance to new ways of doing things will have to be overcome. Teachers must revamp their curricula and teaching styles to beneﬁ t from electronic methods of personalized learning. Doctors and hospital personnel will have to alter their methods to make use of health informatics systems and implement personalized medicine. New systems for drug regulation and approval will be needed when medicines are designed for small numbers of individuals rather than patient populations as a whole. A prime example where such a barrier exists is in the challenge of reducing vulnerability to assaults on cyberspace, such as identity theft and computer viruses designed to disrupt Internet trafﬁ c. Systems for keeping cyberspace secure must be designed to be compatible with human users — cumbersome methods that have to be rigorously observed don’t work, because people ﬁ nd them inconvenient. Part of the engineering task will be discovering which approaches work best at ensuring user cooperation with new technologies.
Ozone
Innovation key to solve Ozone depletion

Kolb '98

(Charles E. Kolb, president of Aerodyne Research "Building a Foundation for Sound Environmental Decisions", 3/11/98, http://www7.nationalacademies.org/ocga/testimony/EPA_Research_ Development.asp// GH-aspomer)

Last year, the committee completed its deliberations and published a final report, Building a Foundation for Sound Environmental Decisions (National Academy Press, 1997). The report advocates a more comprehensive and integrated approach to our nation's environmental research and development (R&D) activities. Because we face environmental problems of unprecedented complexity, the committee maintains that the traditional practice of studying individual environmental problems and devising narrowly-focused control or remediation strategies to manage them will no longer suffice. The report highlights the need for developing a deeper scientific understanding of ecosystems, as well as studying the sociological and economic aspects of human interactions with the environment. To achieve these goals, the committee recommended a core research agenda for the Environmental Protection Agency that has three components. First, research is required to advance our understanding of the physical, chemical and biological processes underlying environmental systems, as well as the social and economic processes controlling our interactions with those systems. A more systematic understanding of environmental processes would inform and complement problem-focused R&D efforts, leading to more successful management strategies. Second, the committee advocated the development of more effective environmental research tools, including innovative measurement instruments and platforms, through exploitation of advances in electronic, electro-optical, computational, materials, aerospace, communication, and biological technologies. In addition, more sophisticated environmental models, and improved laboratory, data analysis, and assessment methods are needed. Third, the committee advocated sustained support for the design, implementation, and maintenance of environmental monitoring systems and for analysis, dissemination and archiving of long-term data sets. Scientists using the data from these monitoring networks would be able to establish environmental norms, identify trends, and determine if environmental management strategies are effective. Many environmental problems that we have attempted to understand and manage as isolated phenomena are, in fact, closely intertwined. For instance, a single pollutant species such as nitric oxide (NO), produced from the combustion engine of an automobile or aircraft, can: modify the rate of ozone depletion if released in the stratosphere; contribute to global warming by producing ozone, a powerful greenhouse gas, in the upper troposphere; trigger problems for a child with asthma by driving photochemical production of nitrogen dioxide and ozone in the atmospheric boundary layer; be oxidized to nitric acid and contribute to acid rain; or after oxidation be deposited as nitrate fouling a drinking water reservoir or adding to the eutrophication of a productive estuary. However, deposited nitrate ions can also serve as badly needed fertilizer for valuable wild or domesticated plants. Strategies designed to ameliorate one problem may exacerbate another. Our understanding of the complex temporal and spatial scales that characterize environmental problems is also evolving. Global issues, such as stratospheric ozone depletion and global warming, now compete for attention with regional problems, like health-threatening episodes of photochemical air pollution, aquifer contamination by toxic substances, and ecological effects of airborne acid and oxidant deposition. Pollutants emitted from a localized source often cause problems tens to tens-of-thousands of kilometers away, while mobile pollutant sources, such as commercial aircraft or long haul diesel trucks, can release pollutants over a wide geographical area in a single day. A wide range of time scales can also be important. A reactive hydrocarbon vapor molecule released from a gas pump nozzle can take only a few minutes to fuel the formation of ozone during a summer smog episode, while a chlorofluorocarbon molecule leaking from a refrigerator may survive in the atmosphere for over a century before releasing its ozone-destroying chlorine atoms in the stratosphere. Although the NRC report was requested by the EPA's Office of Research and Development, its findings and recommendations are relevant to other government agencies, many of which also focus R&D strategies on specific environmental problems. (The National Science Foundation is one notable and effective exception. The NRC report praised recent competitive research grant programs EPA/ORD has established in collaboration with the NSF.) Problem driven R&D should not be isolated from core research efforts directed at acquiring systematic understanding: a balance between them is required. All agencies with significant environmental R&D activities should consider investing in a core environmental R&D program. The NRC committee, which included members from the private sector, noted that while industry and other private sector funding can be obtained for many problem-driven R&D activities, components of a core environmental R&D program are not likely to attract these funds. The core research funding will almost certainly have to come from enlightened federal and state R&D managers if we are to gain the expanded insights, improved tools and long-term data needed to make sound environmental decisions. The implementation and sustenance of meaningful core environmental R&D programs will be critical if the environmental science and engineering community is to adequately understand and manage current and future environmental problems.
Ozone depletion results in extinction.

Greenpeace,  non-governmental environmental organization with offices in over 40 countries and with an international coordinating body, 1995,  Full of Holes: Montreal Protocol and the Continuing Destruction of the Ozone Layer,http://archive.greenpeace.org/ozone/holes/holebg.html


When chemists Sherwood Rowland and Mario Molina first postulated a link between chlorofluorocarbons and ozone layer depletion in 1974, the news was greeted with scepticism, but taken seriously nonetheless. The vast majority of credible scientists have since confirmed this hypothesis.
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 The ozone layer around the Earth shields us all from harmful ultraviolet radiation from the sun. Without the ozone layer, life on earth would not exist. Exposure to increased levels of ultraviolet radiation can cause cataracts, skin cancer, and immune system suppression in humans as well as innumerable effects on other living systems. This is why Rowland's and Molina's theory was taken so seriously, so quickly - the stakes are literally the continuation of life on earth.

***Protectionism DA
Anti-neoliberalism rhetoric is a guise for protectionism
Hertz '02

(Noreena Hertz, Professor of Globalisation at Cambridge, The Washington Post, "THE SILENT TAKEOVERGlobal Capitalism andThe Death of Democracy", 7/7/02, Lexis// ASpomer)
The influence of global business grows at the expense of traditional political power, Hertz contends, with democratic governments selling out citizens in a rush to win corporate contributions and attract private investment. Thus the emergence of an anti-globalization movement -- described glowingly by Hertz -- that bypasses electoral politics and acts via protests and consumer activism. The author is vague on the movement's size, declaring that global dissent is growing at some "remarkable" (but unspecified) rate. This may not be so. Recent U.S. polls, for instance, suggest that most Americans increasingly regard globalization as a positive force. Meanwhile, leaders in many developing countries are rightfully skeptical of anti-globalization rhetoric, which they consider a guise for protectionist interests in rich nations.
Protectionism is immoral and a D-rule
Boudreaux '10

(Don Boudreaux, an economist and writer for Cafe Hayek, "The Immorality of Protectionism", 4/5/10, http://cafehayek.com/2010/04/the-immorality-of-protectionism.html// ASpomer)
Carlos Gutierrez and Arnold Schwarzenegger justifiably point out many of the economic advantages of free trade (“Keep America Open to Trade,” May 12). The case against protectionism is significantly strengthened by such consequentialist arguments – arguments that I and other economists routinely and proudly employ. But let’s never forget that protectionism is also immoral. It is immoral for anyone or any collective forcibly to obstruct peaceful exchanges between two parties merely because a political border separates these parties from each other. If it is legal and proper for me to buy widgets, my choice of which widget supplier to patronize should be mine and mine alone. Likewise, the terms on which we deal are no one’s business but my own and that supplier’s. Protectionists, at root, are thugs.

***Uniqueness

Neoliberalism Now
Neoliberalism has already taken over the world

Business Times '11

(Teh Hooi Ling, Senior Correspondent, "Version 2.0: A kinder brand of capitalism;The system on the whole has worked well, and there're reasons to be hopeful for a better future", The Business Times Singapore, 3/26/11, Lexis// ASpomer)
Capital moves geographically and sectorally. The financial crisis of 2008 has moved from the financial sector to the state sector. Total non-responsibility - this is the whole history of what neoliberalism is all about, he asserted. Neoliberalism is the capitalism we know today. It describes a market-driven approach to economic and social policy based on neoclassical theories of economics. This ideology, which started to take off in the 1970s, stresses the efficiency of private enterprise, liberalised trade and relatively open markets. In line with that, political and economic priorities of the state are to maximise the role of the private sector. 'The IMF rescued Mexico (in 1994) so that the New York bankers could get their pay-offs. They saved the financial system, but dumped the mess on the people. Mexico's GDP fell by 25 per cent after that, this was then followed by privatisations and redistributions through all the criminal activities and the rest of it,' he said. 'The story line which has been going on since the 70s is this: Capital always seeks to maximise certain externalities. That is, it tries to take certain of its real costs and shove them elsewhere so it doesn't have to pay for them.' The two areas where costs are being inflicted are the environment and social reproduction. Social reproduction does not just involve the bearing, raising, socialisation and education of children as well as care for other dependents in the population (disabled, sick, elderly). It also entails the preservation of civilisations, cultures and of a society where everyone has equal opportunity to progress and to share in what the earth has to offer. Prof Harvey points out that capital now controls much of the politics around the world. 'The party of Wall Street dominates the Congress. And it's going to push and push to prevent the internalisation of the environmental costs. And it's going to push and push to externalise the costs of social reproduction.' The gain in the power of capital has led to quite astonishing consequences. The top 20 per cent of the world is getting 85 per cent of the income. And with many countries in the world in such poor financial states, with persistent budget deficits and alarmingly high public debts relative to GDP, there is now increasing pressure for governments to cut back on their budgets. 'With the state withdrawing, what's going to happen to the bottom 20 per cent of society?' The anti-tax brigades, said Prof Harvey, were very strongly being mobilised to get the state out of social provision.

Collapse inevitable
Neoliberalism collapse inevitable

Business Times '11

(Teh Hooi Ling, Senior Correspondent, "Version 2.0: A kinder brand of capitalism;The system on the whole has worked well, and there're reasons to be hopeful for a better future", The Business Times Singapore, 3/26/11, Lexis// ASpomer)

Inflection point So capital has trumped labour big time. Labour has been disempowered by the dismantling of labour unions. 'Unions don't have the power they used to have, so politicians don't have to listen to them anymore.' Instead, they listen to capital now. However, capital is at its inflection point in its history, said Prof Harvey. As Marx noted, accumulation for accumulation's sake, production for production's sake is getting harder and harder to sustain. Historically, capitalism has grown at 2.25 per cent a year and when it is doing well, it can grow at above 3 per cent a year. Now, however, given the size of the global population, a 3 per cent a year growth cannot go on indefinitely. The externalities will be tremendous. Prof Harvey says citizens today have political choices. In the 1970s, neo-liberalism won. There is an opportunity now to articulate counter politics. 'We need to create a party that's anti-Wall Street. Plutocrats, they need to be confronted and they need to be taxed.'

***Ptix Links
Plan unpopular with Republicans
CSM '10

(Christian Science Monitor, "Is Obama a socialist? What does the evidence say?", 7/1/10, http://www.csmonitor.com/layout/set/print/content/view/print/310825// ASpomer)
The assertion is getting louder: President Obama is a socialist, a wealth-redistributing wolf in Democrat's clothing gnawing at America's entrepreneurial spirit. It's easy to buy "Obama is a socialist" bumper stickers on the Internet. Political commentator Dick Morris said, in a column circulated on GOPUSA.com, that conservatives are "enraged at Barack Obama's socialism and radicalism." Former House Speaker Newt Gingrich titled his new book "To Save America: Stopping Obama's Secular-Socialist Machine." So, is Mr. Obama trying to form The Socialist Republic of America? Or are the accusations mainly a political weapon, meant to stick Obama with a label that is poison to many voters and thus make him a one-term president? As is often the case in politics, the answer is in the eye of the beholder. Some people feel genuinely certain that Obama aims to make America into a workers' paradise – a land where government-appointed pay czars tell Wall Street tycoons how much they can make and where the feds take large ownership positions in companies like General Motors (GM) and insurance giant American International Group (AIG). Even if Obama is not a card-carrying Socialist, they say, he displays a disdain of the private sector. "You start with his apparent acceptance that there are major segments of the US economy for which it is reasonable for the US government to own or manage," says Michael Johns, Heritage Foundation policy analyst, "tea party" movement leader, and former speechwriter for President Bush. "Look at the auto industry, mortgage industry, the health-care industry to some extent, and, obviously, banking." Others just as assuredly refute the idea that government involvement in failing industries defines a president as socialist – or that wealth is being redistributed from the Forbes 500 richest Americans to the nation's "Joe the plumbers." What Mr. Johns, Mr. Gingrich, and others brandishing the "socialist" s-word are really complaining of is a return to the policies of John Maynard Keynes, the English economist who advocated vigorous government involvement in the economy, from regulation to pump priming, says labor historian Peter Rachleff of Macalester College in St. Paul, Minn. "Socialism suggests getting rid of capitalism altogether," says Dr. Rachleff. "Mr. Obama is not within a million miles of an ideology like that." For what it's worth, socialists deny that Obama is one of them – and even seem a bit insulted by the suggestion. "I have been making a living telling people Obama is not a socialist," says Frank Llewellyn, national director of the Democratic Socialists of America. "It's frustrating to see people using our brand to criticize programs that have nothing to do with our brand and are not even working." Adds Billy Wharton,co-chair of the Socialist Party USA: "I am not even sure he's a liberal. I call him a hedge fund Democrat." The socialism tag is nothing new for the White House. In speeches, Obama chalks up the criticism to "just politics." But he also works to counter it, sprinkling speeches with words about the appropriate role of government. "Government cannot and should not replace businesses as the true engine of growth and job creation," he said June 2 at Carnegie Mellon University in Pittsburgh. That may be one reason some tea partyers doubt that Obama himself is humming "The Internationale" before breakfast.

Plan unpopular with Congress and the public
Andryia '09

(personal finance instructor and financial counselor, "Will Barack Obama Turn the US into a Socialist Country?", 2009, http://hubpages.com/hub/Will-obama-make-US-socialist// ASpomer)
No, Obama will not turn the U.S. into a socialist country. He is too smart and too ambitious to try such a thing. First of all, he will naturally want to win re-election, and any socialist policies would be unpopular with the people. Also, he cannot pass any laws without a majority of the Senate and House of Representatives passing them, and all those members of Congress also have to face the people to get re-elected. So the idea that Obama could single-handedly make America communist or socialist is just not possible.

They’re key to the agenda
Eshbaugh-Soha 5 (Ph.D., Professor of Political Science – Texas A&M University, “The Politics of Presidential Agenda”, Political Science Quarterly, 58)

Public Approval. Presidential approval may also influence the content of the president's agenda. Despite evidence to the contrary (Bond and Fleisher 1990; Collier and Sullivan 1995), presidents, Washington insiders, and some researchers perceive public approval to be an important means of achieving legislative success (Edwards 1997; Neustadt 1990; Rivers and Rose 1985). Given the pervasiveness of public opinion polling in the White House (Edwards 1983) and high public expectations (Waterman, Jenkins-Smith, and Silva 1999), presidents are bound to be aware of their public standing. More popular presidents should be inclined to offer more long-term and important policies than less popular presidents, if only because they think that a stronger public standing gives them greater leeway to pursue such policies. In other words, H3: Higher approval ratings will lead to a larger legislative agenda, including more major and incremental policies. Approval is the yearly average of the presidents Gallup approval ratings. 

Space programs lack support from both parties 

Handleman 7/7/11 (Philip Handleman, active pilot and the author of 22 aerospace-related books, “Guest commentary: To boldly go no more? Americans need to keep reaching for the stars”, http://www.freep.com/article/20110707/OPINION05/107070400/Guest-commentary-boldly-go-no-more-Americans-need-keep-reaching-stars?odyssey=mod%7Cnewswell%7Ctext%7CFRONTPAGE%7Cs) 
As the presidential election cycle heats up, the space program has generated meager enthusiasm in either party. From time to time, President Barack Obama has invoked stirring rhetoric that suggests support for great undertakings in the cosmos. Yet early in his term, under the cover of a blue-ribbon commission, he emasculated the Constellation program, which had been initiated by his predecessor. If adequately funded, this program could have returned humans to the moon by 2020 and provided the foundation for travel to more distant destinations, including Mars. The administration's case for the program's cancellation is backstopped by tiresome refrains rooted in grievance and declivity. The dire economic circumstance and a protracted foreign war are injected into the boilerplate polemic that claims the resources don't exist to reach anew for the heavens. It is presumed that robotic spacecraft will suffice, and that space entrepreneurs, with nominal seed money from government, will eventually pick up the slack. The political opposition has read the public mood and concluded, like the White House, that the appetite doesn't exist for a 21st Century Apollo program. Feeding into the backlash against runaway federal spending, the GOP's top contenders have adopted a mantra of budget-cutting, and NASA is a convenient target. Through the lens of Tea Party conservatism, expenditures on space exploration look like an extravagance. At a New Hampshire debate, Republican candidates used a question on the space program to bash NASA as a bloated bureaucracy and to tout the private sector as the preferred alternative for venturing into space.

***Yo Aff Be Bad CP***
1NC

CP: The United States federal government should not declare itself bound by customary international law to the principle of space as the common heritage of all humankind by granting property rights over extracted lunar materials to parties colonizing the moon.
A legal regime allows for exploitation of resources
Tronchetti ‘09 (Fabio Tronchetti, Associate Professor at the School of Law of the Harbin Institute of Technology, July 2009 “The Exploitation of Natural Resources of the Moon and Other Celestial Bodies: A Proposal for a Legal Regime,” Studies in Space Law Vol. 4, http://ebookee.org/The-Exploitation-of-Natural-Resources-of-the-Moon-and-Other-Celestial-Bodies_566751.html)PS
As already indicated, one major reason to explain the fact that States and private operators have not started to exploit the resources of the Moon and other celestial yet is the absence of rules setting out how this exploitation should be carried out. Th e major space law treaties, indeed, do not contain any specific rule dealing with the use of extraterrestrial resources, and thus there is no clearcut regime dealing with it which has received the general acceptance of States. In this regard, analysis will focus especially on two legal documents: the 1967 Outer Space Treaty9 and the 1979 Moon Agreement.10 Th e Outer Space Treaty, which represents the most important legal instrument of the system of space law and which establishes principles applicable to all activities to be carried out in the space environment, does not contain any specifi c reference to the use of space resources. Not even the term “exploitation” is mentioned in the Treaty. This does not mean, however, that the Treaty’s principles are not applicable directly or indirectly to the exploitation of extraterrestrial resources. Th e problem, however, as will be seen, is that such provisions are of a very general nature and do not provide the meaning of the terms used. Th eir vague character, combined with the uncertainty that they generate, lead to the conclusion that these provisions are not accurate enough to ensure the peaceful and orderly development of the exploitation of the resources of the Moon and other celestial bodies. The provisions of the Moon Agreement, whose purpose was to regulate the use for scientifi c and commercial purposes of lunar and other celestial bodies’ resources, lose relevance when applied to the exploitation of extraterrestrial materials. Some of its key provisions have been rejected by the majority of States, and none of the space-faring nations are Parties to the Agreement itself. Th e consequence is, as we will see, that in order to ensure the safe, rational, peaceful and orderly exploitation of the resources of the Moon and other celestial bodies a legal regime containing rules establishing how this exploitation has to be organized and carried out must be established. On the one hand, this legal regime has to be based on the existing space law principles which, in the last forty years, have provided comprehensive direction and guidance to space activities. On the other hand, the legal regime has to take into consideration the present state of space activities, in which private operators are playing a more relevant role day by day. Such operators, who are very interested in exploiting extraterrestrial resources, must be stimulated to accept and comply with the provisions of such a legal regime. In other words, the success of any legal regime for exploitation of such resources will rely on its ability to strike a balance between these two distinct interests.

Fossil fuel dependence makes energy crisis is inevitable—He-3 is the only way to prevent exhaustion of fossil fuels and spread of toxic nuclear wastes

Wilson Greatbatch,  FAAAS, 1996, Prometheus, “HELIUM-3 FUSION ENERGY: A NATIONAL IMPERATIVE BY 2050 AD”, http://www.nuenergy.org/alt/helium.htm
The world population will increase to ten billion people by the year 2050. By that time we will have exhausted all of the 7 trillion barrels of oil, equivalent to any kind of economically recoverable fossil fuel on earth. We will have run out of places to store the toxic wastes from our nuclear fission reactors. We will have no alternative resource but fusion energy. The physics of present fusion energy, involving the fusion of deuterium and tritium in a thermonuclear reactor, the TOKAMAK, is approaching resolution but problems of reactor materials survival remain, which will probably take 30 years to work out. This is due to the very destructive neutrons generated in the reaction process. In contrast, helium-3 is a completely clean source of energy. Two helium-3 atoms are fused in a thermonuclear reactor to produce normal helium and energy. The fuel is non-radioactive, the process produces no radioactivity, and the residue produces no radioactivity. It is the perfect energy source. However the helium-3 reaction takes place at 10 times the temperature of the TOKAMAK. It will probably take 10 to 20 years to work out the physics of containing the reaction. There is very little helium-3 on earth, only that which was left here when the earth was formed, and some additional amount which we have made in our reactors since then. It is generated from nuclear reactions in the sun and comes to us on solar wind. None lands on earth because it is diverted away by the earth's magnetic field. But is does land on the moon. The moon is loaded with it. It is estimated that there is ten times as much helium-3 energy on the moon as our total historical inventory of fossil fuels. 25 tonnes of helium-3 (one shuttle load) would supply the total US energy needs for a whole year in 1993. The shuttle load would have a value of about 25 billion dollars, which would equate to oil at $7 per barrel.

Energy crises escalate resource wars and extinction

Lendman 2007
(Stephen Lendman, renowned author and Research Associate of the Center for Research on Globalization (CRG,) recipient of a 2008 Project Censored Award, University of California at Sonoma. “Resource Wars - Can We Survive Them?” June 6, 2007, http://www.globalresearch.ca/index.php?context=va&aid=5892)
With the world's energy supplies finite, the US heavily dependent on imports, and "peak oil" near or approaching, "security" for America means assuring a sustainable supply of what we can't do without. It includes waging wars to get it, protect it, and defend the maritime trade routes over which it travels. That means energy's partnered with predatory New World Order globalization, militarism, wars, ecological recklessness, and now an extremist US administration willing to risk Armageddon for world dominance. Central to its plan is first controlling essential resources everywhere, at any cost, starting with oil and where most of it is located in the Middle East and Central Asia. The New "Great Game" and Perils From It The new "Great Game's" begun, but this time the stakes are greater than ever as explained above. The old one lasted nearly 100 years pitting the British empire against Tsarist Russia when the issue wasn't oil. This time, it's the US with help from Israel, Britain, the West, and satellite states like Japan, South Korea and Taiwan challenging Russia and China with today's weapons and technology on both sides making earlier ones look like toys. At stake is more than oil. It's planet earth with survival of all life on it issue number one twice over. Resources and wars for them means militarism is increasing, peace declining, and the planet's ability to sustain life front and center, if anyone's paying attention. They'd better be because beyond the point of no return, there's no second chance the way Einstein explained after the atom was split. His famous quote on future wars was : "I know not with what weapons World War III will be fought, but World War IV will be fought with sticks and stones." Under a worst case scenario, it's more dire than that. There may be nothing left but resilient beetles and bacteria in the wake of a nuclear holocaust meaning even a new stone age is way in the future, if at all. The threat is real and once nearly happened diuring the Cuban Missile Crisis in October, 1962. We later learned a miracle saved us at the 40th anniversary October, 2002 summit meeting in Havana attended by the US and Russia along with host country Cuba. For the first time, we were told how close we came to nuclear Armageddon. Devastation was avoided only because Soviet submarine captain Vasily Arkhipov countermanded his order to fire nuclear-tipped torpedos when Russian submarines were attacked by US destroyers near Kennedy's "quarantine" line. Had he done it, only our imagination can speculate what might have followed and whether planet earth, or at least a big part of it, would have survived.

**Solvency

Property rights provide investor confidence that allows for development
White ‘98 (Wayne N. White , Jr. Attorney at Law, whose work was presented at the International Institute of Space Law's 40th Colloquium on the Law of Outer Space, “Real Property Rights in Outer Space,” American Institute of Aeronautics and Astronautics, http://www.space-settlement-institute.org/Articles/research_library/WayneWhite98-2.pdf, 1998)

Private entities from the developing nations could obtain property rights by purchasing obsolete facilities from foreign entities that are more technologically advanced. A regime of real property rights would provide legal and political certainty. Investors and settlers could predict the outcome of a conflict with greater certainty by analogizing to terrestrial property law. Settlers and developers would also be reassured, knowing that other nations would respect their right to remain at a given location

**Net Benefits

Colonization, Liberty, Leadership
The CP solves colonization, Space leadership, and protecting liberty

Schmitt '10

(Harrison H. Schmitt, Ph.D. in Geology at Harvard - former NASA astronaut and Senator, 4/15/10, "Space Policy and the Constitution", http://edberry.com/SiteDocs/PDF/Schmitt_SpacePolicyConstitution.pdf// ASpomer)

Since 1957,  national space policy, like   naval policy in the centuries before, has  set   the geopolitical tone for the interactions between the United States and its international   allies and adversaries. The President’s   FY2011 budget submission to Congress   shifts that tone away from leadership by   America by abandoning human exploration   and settlement of the Moon and Mars to   China and, effectively, leaving the Space   Station under the dominance of Russia for   its remaining approximately 10-year life.  With the Station’s continued existence   inherently limited by aging, these proposals   sign the death warrant for NASA-sponsored   human space flight. Until the Space Station’s inevitable shutdown, the President   also proposes Americans ride into space at   the forbearance of the Russians, so far, at a   cost of more than $60 million a seat. Do we   really want to continue to go, hat in hand, to   the Russians to access a Space Station   American taxpayers have spent $150 billion  to build? What happens as the geopolitical   and ideological interests of the United States   and an increasingly authoritarian Russia   continue to diverge?  In spite of funding neglect by the previous Administration and Congresses, a human space flight program comparable to   Constellation remains the best way to develop the organizational framework, hardware,   and generational skills necessary for Americans to continue to be leaders in the exploration and eventual settlement of deep space.  Protecting liberty and ourselves will be at   great risk and probably impossible in the   long term if we now abandon deep space to   any other nation or group of nations, particularly a non-democratic, authoritarian regime   like China. To others would accrue the benefits, psychological, political, economic,   technical, and scientific, that accrued to the   United States from Apollo’s success 40   years ago. This lesson  from John Kennedy   and Dwight Eisenhower has not been lost on   our ideological and economic competitors.  An American space policy that maintains deep space leadership, as well as providing major new scientific discoveries,   requires returning to the Moon as soon as   possible. Returning to the Moon prepares   the way to go to and land on Mars, something we are a long way from knowing how   to do. Returning to the Moon, importantly,   trains new young Americans in how to work   in and with the challenges of exploring  and   living in deep space. This also continues a   policy in which freedom-loving peoples   throughout the world can participate as active partners. Even more pragmatically, settlements on the Moon can send badly   needed clean energy resources back to Earth   for everyone’s use and that are not under the   control of some authoritarian regime. 

Extinction’s inevitable on earth – colonization’s key to survival.

Matheny 07 (Jason G., Research Associate at the Future of Human Institute at Oxford University, 12/7, Risk Analysis, Vol 27, Iss 5, pg 1336, “Reducing the Risk of Human Extinction” Wiley Online Library) SE

We have some influence over how long we can delay human extinction. Cosmology dictates the upper limit but leaves a large field of play. At its lower limit, humanity could be extinguished as soon as this century by succumbing to near-term extinction risks: nuclear detonations, asteroid or comet impacts, or volcanic eruptions could generate enough atmospheric debris to terminate food production; a nearby supernova or gamma ray burst could sterilize Earth with deadly radiation; greenhouse gas emissions could trigger a positive feedback loop, causing a radical change in climate; a genetically engineered microbe could be unleashed, causing a global plague; or a high-energy physics experiment could go awry, creating a “true vacuum” or strangelets that destroy the planet (Bostrom, 2002; Bostrom & Cirkovic, 2007; Leslie, 1996; Posner, 2004; Rees, 2003). Farther out in time are risks from technologies that remain theoretical but might be developed in the next century or centuries. For instance, self-replicating nanotechnologies could destroy the ecosystem; and cognitive enhancements or recursively self-improving computers could exceed normal human ingenuity to create uniquely powerful weapons (Bostrom, 2002; Bostrom & Cirkovic, 2007; Ikle, 2006; Joy, 2000; Leslie, 1996; Posner, 2004; Rees, 2003).

Farthest out in time are astronomical risks. In one billion years, the sun will begin its red giant stage, increasing terrestrial temperatures above 1,000 degrees, boiling off our atmosphere, and eventually forming a planetary nebula, making Earth inhospitable to life (Sackmann, Boothroyd, & Kraemer, 1993; Ward & Brownlee, 2002). If we colonize other solar systems, we could survive longer than our sun, perhaps another 100 trillion years, when all stars begin burning out (Adams & Laughlin, 1997). We might survive even longer if we exploit nonstellar energy sources. But it is hard to imagine how humanity will survive beyond the decay of nuclear matter expected in 1032 to 1041 years (Adams & Laughlin, 1997).3 Physics seems to support Kafka's remark that “[t]here is infinite hope, but not for us.”
Every invasion of liberty must be rejected

Sylvester Petro,  professor of law, Wake Forest University, Spring 1974, TOLEDO LAW REVIEW, p. 480.

However, one may still insist, echoing   Ernest Hemingway – “I believe in only one thing: liberty.” And it is always well to bear in mind David Hume’s observation: “It is seldom that liberty of any kind is lost all at once.” Thus, it is unacceptable to say that the invasion of one aspect of freedom is of no import because there have been invasions of so many other aspects. That road leads to chaos, tyranny, despotism, and the end of all human aspiration. Ask Solzhenitsyn. Ask Milovan Djilas. In sum, if one believes in freedom as a supreme value, and the proper ordering principle for any society aiming to maximize spiritual and material welfare, then every invasion of freedom must be emphatically identified and resisted with undying spirit.
Overview Effect

Mining He-3 solves the overview effect

Souza et al '06

(Marsha R. D'Souza, Diana M. Otalvaro, Deep Arjun Singh, at the Worcester Polytechnic Institute, "Harvesting Helium-3 from the Moon", 2/17/06, http://www.wpi.edu/Pubs/E-project/Available/E-project-031306-122626/unrestricted/IQP.pdf

The impalpable effects of He-3 are difficult to anticipate, but they are most likely concerned with the dramatic change in perspective that access to space might bestow upon humans. For the entire history of mankind, the cosmos has always been the source of many romantic visions. In fact the very beginning of science fiction focused much of its interest on space exploration and human expansion into space. The 21st century promises to be the time when these dreams and idealizations will cease to be just that, dreams. Instead, the 21st century might just be the century when humans dive irreversibly into outer space. Many claim that the most powerful reason to explore the stars is to prevent humanity’s extinction. The quest for Helium-3 in addition to precious metals for fuel cells can be the catalyst for expansion. A change in energy regime has never been deliberate; instead, changes in energy regime have come about as a result of desperate need for energy sources when the dominating source is rapidly waning. Well, the present energy crisis can prove to be the necessary crisis to spark change not only in energy regime, but most prominently, a change in the history of mankind. Another possible side consequence of He-3 harvesting would be the beginning of a truly global mindset. Exploring space further may result in making us increasingly aware that we exist together in a single planet, which is but one of millions of planets. This realization might blur political and national boundaries. Visions of this type are best embedded in the context of space travel and may not pertain to He-3 directly and will hence not be explored further.

The overview effect solves the environment and prevents wars.

White ‘87 (Frank, graduated magna cum laude from Harvard and was elected to Phi Beta Kappa, earned a MPhil from Oxford University as a Rhodes Scholar, author of five other books on space exploration, "The Overview Effect: Space Exploration and Human Evolution") Harlin
If human beings were to choose a future focused on discovering the species' purpose in the universe, the work of all national space programs would look far different than they do, and the title of astronaut Michael Collins's book, Carrying the Fire, would seem prophetic. Humanity's negative behavior, as well as its positive characteristics, must be taken into account. It is difficult to imagine that the evolutionary process, having brought the species so far, would want it to spread out into the universe as a polluter, atomic bomber, and creator of toxic waste. Humanity has been irresponsible in its stewardship of the planet, especially in the past two hundred years. However, this has been partially a result of ignorance, the lack of understanding that the planet is finite and that populations are growing exponentially. If the overview hypothesis is correct, the process of sending people into space should not only affect the astronauts, but as their insights are transmitted throughout society, it should bring positive changes to make a more responsible species. We would hope to see the species become more interested in preserving the environment, preventing war, and fostering other life-sustaining endeavors. The evidence already presented suggests that this has happened and that it is linked to changes in awareness associated with space exploration.
Warming

And, fossil fuel dependence is the biggest internal link to warming—even slight temperature increases are devastating

Payne and Dutzik 2009 (Sarah Payne and Tony Dutzik, Policy Analyst at Frontier Group and Senior policy analyst with Frontier Group whose research has focused on climate and energy policy, transportation, and contributor to The New York Times and WSJ  “The High Cost of Fossil Fuels: Why America Can’t Afford to Depend on Dirty Energy,” June 2009)

In recent years, economists and others have come to realize the scale and scope of these hidden costs of fossil fuel consumption— the severe impact that air pollution has on public health, the massive economic costs that loom from global warming, and the myriad of other costs, large and small, that make America’s dependence on fossil fuels increasingly intolerable. Global Warming Fossil fuel consumption is the leading contributor to global warming. Global warming has the potential to impose vast and unpredictable impacts on our environment and our lives. A warmer planet means changing weather, melting ice and shifting ocean currents. These changes go on to cause tertiary impacts, such as altered water resources, agricultural production and fish stocks. For the human economy, the impacts of global warming carry significant costs, including, in some cases, the cost of human life. According to a British government review of the economics of global warming led by former World Bank Chief Economist Sir Nicholas Stern, a global temperature increase of 5 to 6 degrees Celsius—which, the review finds, is a “real possibility” within the next 100 years— could result in the permanent loss of 5 to 11 percent of global GDP, and possibly up to 7 to 14 percent of GDP.35 If losses of 14 percent had occurred in 2007, for example, they would amount to a worldwide economic cost of more than $7 trillion.36 These costs arise from several impacts of global warming.

Positive feedbacks will generate runaway global warming –– civilization will collapse if emissions continue unchecked

Lester Brown, 2008 Director and Founder of the global institute of Environment in the U.S., [Lester E. Brown, “Plan B 3.0: Mobilizing to Save Civilization”]

In 2004, Stephen Pacala and Robert Socolow at Princeton University published an article in Science that showed how annual carbon emissions from fossil fuels could be held at 7 billion tons instead of rising to 14 billion tons over the next 50 years, as would occur with business-as-usual. The goal of Pacala, an ecologist, and Socolow, an engineer, was to prevent atmospheric CO2 concentrations, then near 375 ppm, from rising above 500 ppm. 71 They described 15 ways, all using proven technologies, that by 2054 could each cut carbon emissions by 1 billion tons per year. Any seven of these options could be used together to prevent an increase in carbon emissions through 2054. Pacala and Socolow further theorize that advancing technology would allow for annual carbon emissions to be cut to 2 billion tons by 2104, a level that can be absorbed by natural carbon sinks in land and oceans. 72 The Pacala/Socolow conceptualization has been extraordinarily useful in helping to think about how to cut carbon emissions. During the three years since the article was written, the urgency of acting quickly and on a much larger scale has become obvious. We also need now to go beyond the conceptual approach that treats all potential methods of reducing carbon emissions equally and concentrate on those that are most promising. Researchers such as James Hansen, a leading climate scientist at NASA, believe that global warming is accelerating and may be approaching a tipping point, a point at which climate change acquires a momentum that makes it irreversible. They think we may have a decade to turn the situation around before this threshold is crossed. I agree. 73 We often hear descriptions of what we need to do in the decades ahead or by 2050 to avoid “dangerous climate change,” but we are already facing this. Two thirds of the glaciers that feed the Yellow and Yangtze rivers of China will disappear by 2060 if even the current 7 percent annual rate of melting continues. Glaciologists report that the Gangotri glacier, which supplies 70 percent of the ice melt that feeds the Ganges River during the dry season, could disappear entirely in a matter of decades. 74 What could threaten world food security more than the melting of the glaciers that feed the major rivers of Asia during the dry season, the rivers that irrigate the region’s rice and wheat fields? In a region with half the world’s people, this potential loss of water during the dry season could lead not just to hunger but to starvation on an unimaginable scale. Asian food security would take a second hit because its ricegrowing river deltas and floodplains would be under water. The World Bank tells us that a sea level rise of only 1 meter would inundate half of the riceland in Bangladesh. While a 1-meter rise in sea level will not happen overnight, what is worrisome is that if ice melting continues at today’s rates, at some point such a rise in sea level will no longer be preventable. The melting that would cause this is not just what may happen if the earth’s temperature rises further; this is something that is starting to happen right now with the current temperature. 75 As summer neared an end in 2007, reports from Greenland indicated that the flow of glaciers into the sea had accelerated beyond anything glaciologists had thought possible. Huge chunks of ice weighing several billion tons each were breaking off and sliding into the sea, causing minor earthquakes as they did so. 76 With melt-water lubricating the surface between the glaciers and the rocks on which they rested, ice flows were accelerating, flowing into the ocean at a pace of 2 meters an hour. This accelerated flow, along with the earthquakes, shows the potential for the entire ice sheet to break up and collapse. 77 Beyond what is already happening, the world faces a risk that some of the feedback mechanisms will begin to kick in, further accelerating the warming process. Scientists who once thought that the Arctic Ocean could be free of ice during the summer by 2100 now see it occurring by 2030. Even this could turn out to be a conservative estimate. 78 This is of particular concern to scientists because of the albedo effect, where the replacement of highly reflective sea ice with darker open water greatly increases heat absorbed from sunlight. This, of course, has the potential to further accelerate the melting of the Greenland ice sheet. A second feedback loop of concern is the melting of permafrost. This would release billions of tons of carbon, some as methane, a potent greenhouse gas with a global warming effect per ton 25 times that of carbon dioxide. 79 The risk facing humanity is that climate change could spiral out of control and it will no longer be possible to arrest trendsuch as ice melting and rising sea level. At this point, the future of civilization would be at risk. This combination of melting glaciers, rising seas, and their effects on food security and low-lying coastal cities could overwhelm the capacity of governments to cope. Today it is largely weak states that begin to deteriorate under the pressures of mounting environmental stresses. But the changes just described could overwhelm even the strongest of states. Civilization itself could begin to unravel under these extreme stresses.

**AT: Perm do both

1. The CP is mutually exclusive – the plan establishes space as common heritage for all humankind while the CP does the exact opposite. It allows for private ownership of resources on the moon which explicitly extends neoliberalism into space – the CP is basically don’t do the aff so the perm severs and that’s a voter – severance justifies plan ammendments to spike out of disads, which destroys neg ground
2. The Counter plan doesn’t fiat mining on the moon but only sets up the legal regime to allow future mining so any perm to do the plan and mine the moon is intrinsic

And, Intrinsic perms are a voter – kills neg ground because the aff can add to their plan to solve any disad impact which kills neg ground

3. Property rights are neoliberalist – means the perm can’t solve
McIntosh '10

(Wayne V. McIntosh, associate professor of Gov and Politics at Maryland, "Property Rights and Neoliberalism", Book Summary, August 2010, http://www.ashgate.com/default.aspx?page=637&calcTitle=1&isbn=9780754678922&lang=cy-GB// ASpomer)
Property rights and efforts to curb state appropriation of private properties for public purposes have always held high status on the political agenda of the US and many other nations that feature a corporate capitalist economic system. In addition to this, over the last several decades conservative libertarian and neo-liberal groups have put constitutional demands for greater property protection on the agendas of courts in several countries.
4. Doesn’t solve the net benefit – even if a legal regime were set up to allow mining, the aff prohibits mining by requiring equitable sharing of wealth and the common ownership of space – means private companies wouldn’t have an incentive to extract He-3
***Random
Weak Prez Good

A weak president is key to UN relations

Gardiner '09

(Nile Gardiner, Director of the Margaret Thatcher Center for Freedom at the Heritage Foundation, "The UN loves Barack Obama because he is weak", 9/23/09, http://www.telegraph.co.uk/news/worldnews/barackobama/6221379/The-UN-loves-Barack-Obama-because-he-is-weak.html// ASpomer)
Barack Obama’s Gallup approval rating of 52 percent may well be lower at this stage of his presidency than any US leader in recent times with the exception of Bill Clinton. But he is still worshipped with messiah-like adoration at the United Nations, and is considerably more popular with many of the 192 members of the UN than he is with the American people. The latest Pew Global Attitudes Survey of international confidence in Obama’s leadership on foreign affairs shows strikingly high approval levels for the president in many parts of the world – 94 percent in Kenya, 93 percent in Germany, 88 percent in Canada and Nigeria, 77 percent in India, 76 percent in Brazil, 71 percent in Indonesia, and 62 percent in China for example. The Pew survey of 21 countries reveals an average level of 71 percent support for President Obama, compared to just 17 percent for George W. Bush in 2008. As the figures indicate, Barack Obama is highly likely to receive a warm reception when he addresses the United Nations General Assembly today, whereas his predecessor in the White House was greeted with undisguised contempt and stony silence. It is not hard to see why a standing ovation awaits the president at Turtle Bay. Obama’s popularity at the UN boils down essentially to his willingness to downplay American global power. He is the first American president who has made an art form out of apologizing for the United States, which he has done on numerous occasions on foreign soil, from Strasbourg to Cairo. The Obama mantra appears to be – ask not what your country can do for you, but what you can do to atone for your country. This is a message that goes down very well in a world that is still seething with anti-Americanism. It is natural that much of the UN will embrace an American president who declines to offer strong American leadership. A president who engages dictators like Mahmoud Ahmadinejad and Hugo Chavez will naturally gain respect from the leaders of the more than 100 members of the United Nations who are currently designated as “partly free” or “not free” by respected watchdog Freedom House. The UN is not a club of democracies - who still remain a minority within its membership – it is a vast melting pot of free societies, socialist regimes and outright tyrannies. Obama’s clear lack of interest in human rights issues is a big seller at the UN, where at least half its members have poor human rights records. The president scores highly at the UN for refusing to project American values and military might on the world stage, with rare exceptions like the war against the Taliban. His appeasement of Iran, his bullying of Israel, his surrender to Moscow, his call for a nuclear free world, his siding with Marxists in Honduras, his talk of a climate change deal, have all won him plaudits in the large number of UN member states where US foreign policy has traditionally been viewed with contempt. Simply put, Barack Obama is loved at the UN because he largely fails to advance real American leadership. This is a dangerous strategy of decline that will weaken US power and make her far more vulnerable to attack.
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