CP
Text: The United States Federal Government should repeal the Renewable Fuels Standard. The Export Import Bank of the United States should eliminate funding for investments in fossil fuel energies and divert all funding to international renewable energy projects. The United States federal government should establish meetings with President Pena Nieto to discuss security and regional cooperation.
Repealing the RFS collapses the US corn ethanol industry.

Levitt, InvestorPlace Contributor, 12

(Aaron, 9-13-12, “Corn-Based Ethanol May Be Nearing Its Death,” http://investorplace.com/2012/09/is-corn-based-ethanol-nearing-its-death/, accessed 9-1-13, CMM)

Given pressures facing food and fuel costs, several states have now begun to petition the EPA — who is responsible for maintaining the RFS — as well as the Obama Administration to suspend the mandate outright.¶ Texas Governor Rick Perry — one of the more vocal opponents to the RFS — said in a letter to the EPA, “Good intentions and laudable goals are small compensation to the families, farmers and ranchers who are being hurt by the federal government’s efforts to trade food for fuel.”¶ Congress already allowed tax credits for ethanol production to expire last year and many analysts estimate that, given rising corn costs, the RFS mandate is the only thing keeping ethanol production around. Likewise, the rise of hydraulic fracturing and the shale revolution has largely undermined the call for boosting ethanol content. It’s much easier and cheaper to convert trucks and fleet vehicles to run on natural gas than to develop economically viable biofuels.¶ Add this to rising food inflation caused by the price surge and we could be finally seeing the end of the corn-ethanol dream.¶ The lesson for investors is to run far away from remaining pure ethanol firms like Pacific Ethanol (NASDAQ:PEIX) and BioFuel Energy (NASDAQ:BIOF) — if they haven’t already.¶ The only reason why BioFuel Energy has seen any sort of a gain this year is that hedge fund manager David Einhorn raised his stake in the ethanol maker. Odds are he’s trying to pursue a break-up and a sale. Overall, things are going to be ugly in the sector for quite a while as the nation grapples with the food versus fuel debate.¶ And quite frankly, there are plenty of other energy “sure-things” I’d rather bet on. Ending the RFS mandate, though, would allow us to have our cake and eat it too.

That solves food prices

Levitt, InvestorPlace Contributor, 12

(Aaron, 9-13-12, “Corn-Based Ethanol May Be Nearing Its Death,” http://investorplace.com/2012/09/is-corn-based-ethanol-nearing-its-death/, accessed 9-1-13, CMM)

The RFS — which was enacted by the Bush Administration and embraced by President Obama — requires that 10% of gasoline stock come from ethanol. That works out to be roughly 13.2 billion gallons of ethanol blended into gasoline this year, and that is set to increase to 15% in a few years. The basic idea was to reduce American dependence on foreign oil by developing a robust domestic biofuels industry.¶ In a year with a standard corn crop, the RFS would consume roughly 40% of the nation’s corn production. However, with Dust Bowl 2 currently wreaking havoc in America’s heartland, this year’s crop has been forecast to come in nearly 25% smaller than normal. That means ethanol will need to siphon off a greater proportion of the production in order to meet the mandate.¶ But with less corn to go around, higher corn prices are prevailing. That’s making it pretty tough for many ethanol producers to turn a profit, and the nation’s ethanol output has fallen about 14% over the past two months. However, due to the RFS, blenders are required to demand specific amounts of the fuel, creating a vicious supply/demand imbalance that’s leading to sticker shock when we fill up our tanks.¶ According to the American Automobile Association, prices for regular unleaded gasoline rose 7% throughout August to a national average of $3.72 a gallon. The EIA estimates that higher corn prices and ethanol’s contribution to that is roughly 6 cents a gallon.¶ While the EIA maintains that ethanol is “a component of gasoline after blending and there is little evidence of the rising corn prices affecting the current price of gasoline,” I’m not so sure. Refiners still have to purchase it from someone to blend and — while they do get some juicy tax breaks for doing that — tax breaks only go so far before rising costs eclipse them.

Increased diplomatic relations allow cooperation over other aspects besides the economy – that solves and doesn’t link to politics

Goldfarb et al 13 – staff writer covering the White House, focusing on President Obama’s economic, financial and fiscal policy (Zachary, Nick Miroff overs Mexico, Central America, and the Caribbean for the Washington Post, “Obama begins bilateral meeting with Peña Nieto”, May 2 of 2013, http://www.washingtonpost.com/world/obama-begins-bilateral-meeting-with-pena-nieto/2013/05/02/07475caa-b368-11e2-9a98-4be1688d7d84_story.html)

MEXICO CITY — President Obama acknowledged on Thursday that the relationship between U.S. and Mexican law enforcement and intelligence agencies is changing under new Mexican President Enrique Peña Nieto, who has been seeking to scale back the United States’ role in confronting drug trafficking and organized crime in Mexico.¶ At the start of Obama’s three-day trip to Latin America, both leaders affirmed the depth of the relationship between the nations at a time when they are trying to forge closer economic ties and people in both countries are following immigration reform proposals in Congress.¶ But the security partnership between Mexico and the United States has been the biggest potential point of conflict between the two leaders ahead of the meeting. With drug trafficking and the illegal transport of weapons over the border still major problems, U.S. officials are concerned that the new Mexican government seems less inclined to provide the same level of deep coordination with U.S. law enforcement and intelligence agencies that was offered by the administration of Felipe Calderóno.¶ Peña Nieto has consolidated all law enforcement cooperation with the United States through Mexico’s Interior Ministry, reining in the wide-ranging and personal connections between U.S. and Mexican military and law enforcement officials.¶ Obama, who earlier this week reserved judgment on the new approach, said he accepts it at a news conference after a bilateral meeting.¶ “I agreed to continue our close cooperation on security even as the nature of that cooperation evolves,” he said. “It’s obviously up to the Mexican people to determine their security structures and how it engages with other nations, including the United States.”¶ Mexican officials have described the changes as a common-sense streamlining of U.S. intelligence sharing, and Peña Nieto said Thursday that the hope is to be more “efficient.”
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Fast Track fight is on the top of the agenda-strong push from Obama is key-failure collapses global trade momentum

Good-Farm Policy-12/31/13

The FarmPolicy.com News Summary

HEADLINE: Farm Bill; Ag Economy; and, Biofuels- Tuesday

And with respect to trade, the Chicago Tribune editorial board[18] noted yesterday that, 'President Barack Obama wants the power to negotiate free-trade treaties on a fast track. With Trade Promotion Authority, he would have a good chance of clinching huge trade pacts now being hammered out with Europe and Asia. Yet Congress may not give him that authority — for all the wrong reasons.' The Tribune opinion item stated that, 'Within months the White House hopes to finish talks on a proposed Trans-Pacific Partnership with a group of Asia-Pacific nations. Talks with the European Union on the planned Transatlantic Trade and Investment Partnership are progressing too. Those deals would eliminate barriers and promote economic activity between the U.S. and key allies. The upside is huge: Billions of dollars in new business would be generated if these pacts come to pass. 'Yet given the special interests that oppose free trade, neither deal stands much of a chance in Congress without TPA. Consider farm tariffs, one of the most frustrating roadblocks to any free-trade pact with Europe or Asia. The agriculture lobby here and abroad has long succeeded in imposing some of the least competitive public policies of any industry. Although farm protectionism hurts the vast majority of the world's citizens, standing up to clout-heavy constituencies such as U.S. sugar magnates requires extraordinary political courage. TPA is essential for overcoming the inevitable fight against vested interests that are determined to advance themselves at the expense of the nation's good. 'Federal lawmakers and the president have to make their case with much more gusto than we have seen so far. Congress could OK a Trade Promotion Authority bill in the first few months of 2014. But that won't happen without leadership on Capitol Hill and, especially, from the White House. Now's the time.'
Economic engagement with Mexico is politically divisive

Wilson 13 – Associate at the Mexico Institute of the Woodrow Wilson International. Center for Scholars (Christopher E., January, “A U.S.-Mexico Economic Alliance: Policy Options for a Competitive Region,” http://www.wilsoncenter.org/sites/default/files/new_ideas_us_mexico_relations.pdf)

At a time when Mexico is poised to experience robust economic growth, a manufacturing renaissance is underway in North America and bilateral trade is booming, the United States and Mexico have an important choice to make: sit back and reap the moderate and perhaps temporal benefits coming naturally from the evolving global context , or implement a robust agenda to improve the competitiveness of North America for the long term . Given that job creation and economic growth in both the United States and Mexico are at stake, t he choice should be simple, but a limited understanding about the magnitude, nature and depth of the U.S.-Mexico economic relationship among the public and many policymakers has made serious action to support regional exporters more politically divisive than it ought to be. 

Successful negotiations key to US influence in the Asia Pacific and successful Pivot---China will fill the gap

*shift in security policy
Barfield-AEI-1/10/13 

http://www.eastasiaforum.org/2013/01/10/crunch-time-for-the-tpp/
Crunch time for the TPP

During President Obama’s recent trip to Asia, TPP nations set a deadline of October 2013 to conclude the negotiations. TPP members have blown past a previous deadline of November 2011: should they fail again at the end of 2013 there is the real danger that the talks will unravel, and East Asian nations will turn to alternatives, pushed strongly by China. On 18 November, as President Obama embarked on the highly symbolic trip to Asia, his top security and economic adviser, Thomas Donilon, asserted that the TPP agreement is ‘the most significant negotiation currently underway in the international trading system’. It is also the central lynchpin of the Obama administration’s much touted diplomatic and security ‘pivot’ to Asia. Thus, should the negotiations falter or fail, the result would be not only a severe economic setback, but also a dramatic symbolic defeat for US leadership in the region. Positively, in an era in which the United States is deeply divided over globalisation and free trade initiatives, the TPP enjoys unusual bipartisan support. Launched under the Bush administration, the agreement has been taken up as a signature accomplishment for President Obama’s second term. During the 2012 presidential campaign, however, Republican Party candidate Mitt Romney also voiced strong support for the pact. Since the election, Texan Republican Kevin Brady, who heads the all-important House trade subcommittee, has urged the president to ‘go big’ on trade during his second term, and complete the TPP in 2013. Just what is the TPP and why is it so significant? The current negotiations grew out of a four-nation agreement concluded in 2006 by Chile, New Zealand, Brunei and Singapore. Subsequently, Australia, Peru, Vietnam and the United States signed on, followed in 2010 by Malaysia, and most recently by Mexico and Canada. Detailed negotiations began in early 2010, and since then there have been 15 formal sessions. The ultimate goal of the TPP is to include all of the nations in the APEC forum. At the present time, should the 11-nation negotiation be successful, the TPP would encompass a free trade area covering some 658 million people, and almost US$21 trillion in economic activity. If South Korea and Japan join the negotiations, as many expect in 2013–14, the free market territory would expand to a combined GDP of US$26 trillion, constituting 30 per cent of world exports. The TPP has been called the first ‘21st-Century Agreement’. If successful, it will put in place international trade rules to lower or eliminate behind-the-border domestic barriers to foreign competition. Among the 29 chapters under negotiation will be rules to open government procurement contracts to foreign competitors; rules to liberalise service sectors, such as telecommunications, banking and accounting; non-discriminatory health and safety regulations; fair competition with state-owned enterprises; and a level playing field for foreign investment. Despite the emphasis on 21st-century regulatory reform, there are also longstanding 20th-century trade issues that will prove difficult to resolve. For the United States, the greatest challenges stem from sugar, dairy and cotton protection and subsidies; textile and so-called rules of origin that hamper clothing supply chains; and, finally, union demands for interference with the labour laws of TPP trading partners. In the end, the key to success will come down to trade-offs between 21st-century liberalisation and old-fashioned 20th-century protectionism. The urgency to successfully conclude TPP negotiations is heightened by the appearance of an alternative path for Asian regionalism that does not include the United States. At the November 2012 East Asia Summit, ASEAN leaders, as well as Australia, China, India, Japan, New Zealand and South Korea, formally announced that they would begin negotiations in 2013 for a Regional Comprehensive Economic Partnership (RCEP), with the goal of concluding the pact by 2015. Much of the impetus for this launch came from China, which has long pressed for an exclusive, intra-Asian regional economic architecture. Given the diversity of the membership (including still-closed economies, such as India and Indonesia, and less-developed economies, such as Laos and Cambodia) and an uncertain timetable, RCEP is not an immediate challenge to the TPP. But should the US-led pact dissolve into contentious, even intractable, conflicts that defy resolution, China’s preferred option of the RCEP will provide a hard-to-resist alternative. Thus, much is riding on the ability of the Obama administration to advance TPP liberalisation goals, while crafting compromises that are acceptable both to other TPP partners and to the US Congress and business community.
Absent a strong Asian pivot there is a high risk of nuclear and great power conflict 

Hiatt 2/10/13 (Fred, “editorial page editor of The Post. He writes editorials for the newspaper and a biweekly column that appears on Mondays. He also contributes to the PostPartisan blog. Hiatt has been with The Post since 1981. Earlier, he worked as a reporter for the Atlanta Journal and the Washington Star. At The Post, he covered government, politics, development and other issues in Fairfax County and statewide in Virginia, and later military and national security affairs on the newspaper’s national staff. From 1987 to 1990, he and his wife were co-bureau chiefs of The Post’s Tokyo bureau, and from 1991 to 1995 they served as correspondents and co-bureau chiefs in Moscow. He joined the editorial board in 1996 and became editorial page editor in 2000. He is the author of “The Secret Sun: A Novel of Japan,” which was published in 1992, as well as two books for children, “If I Were Queen of the World” (1997) and “Baby Talk ” (1999). “Asian tensions add urgency to Obama’s ‘pivot’” http://articles.washingtonpost.com/2013-02-10/opinions/37026174_1_kim-jong-eun-diaoyu-islands-young-leader) 
As President Obama ponders his second-term foreign policy, he faces jihadists spreading across North Africa, Syria dissolving into chaos, Israelis and Palestinians further apart than ever, Iraq trending toward civil war, Afghanistan mired in corruption and Iran relentlessly accelerating its nuclear program. That may turn out to be the easy stuff. In Asia, things could get really scary. Since he entered the White House, Obama has wanted to shift attention and resources to the Pacific. The biggest opportunities are there: economic growth, innovation, potential for cross-border investment and trade. That the 21st century will be a Pacific century has become a cliche. The cliche may still prove out. But rather suddenly, the region of economic miracles has become a zone of frightening confrontation. The North Koreans are turning out videos depicting New York in flames. Chinese warships have fixed their weapon-targeting radar on a Japanese ship and helicopter. Quarrels have intensified between South Korea and Japan, North Korea and South Korea, China and the Philippines, India and China. Taiwan is always a possible flashpoint. Any one of these could drag the United States in. The scariest development may be in North Korea, the world’s only hereditary prison camp, where the young leader — the third-generation Kim — seems determined to expand and improve his nuclear arsenal until he becomes a genuine threat not only to South Korea and Japan but to the United States as well. Chinese officials are said to be alarmed by his intransigence but unwilling to try to rein him in, fearing even more the instability that might result. Obama in his first term adopted a reasonable policy of ignoring North Korea as much as possible, while making clear that he would reciprocate if it became more accommodating. Kim Jong Eun, who is thought to be in his late 20s, could find ways to make that stance untenable. Meanwhile, China’s increasing assertiveness discomfits neighbors throughout Southeast and East Asia. China has claimed pretty much the whole South China Sea, though its coastline is farther from much of it than that of Vietnam, Malaysia or the Philippines. It has sent planes and ships to challenge Japan over a few rocky outcroppings that Japan calls the Senkakus and China the Diaoyu Islands. It has been steadily increasing the size and capability of its military forces; for the first time in many years, a neighbor, Japan, is following suit. If all this seems decidedly last century, maybe it’s because new leaders in every key country are second- or third-generation, bearing the burdens of their past. Japanese Prime Minister Shinzo Abe is the grandson of a leader of imperial Japan—including in occupied China — who remade himself as a pro-American prime minister after World War II. South Korea’s president-elect, Park Geun-hye, is the daughter of a longtime president; her mother was killed by a devotee of North Korea. (The bullet was intended for her father, who was later assassinated by his intelligence chief.) Xi Jinping, China’s new president, is the son of a revolutionary colleague of Mao Tsetung who helped battle the Japanese during World War II. North Korea’s Kim Jong Eun is the grandson of Kim Il-sung, who according to North Korean mythology fought the Japanese in the 1930s and 1940s and the Americans and South Koreans in the 1950s. It’s intriguing to speculate on the ghostly whisperings these leaders may hear. It may be more useful, though, to focus on the national weaknesses that may propel them to act. North Korea is a failed and hungry state for which blackmail and bluster have long been the only survival strategy. China is a rising power and a growing economy — but led by a one-party regime that may be tempted to use nationalism to distract a restive population from domestic troubles. Japan has discarded one prime minister after another, pretty much on an annual basis, for most of the past decade, an instability that leaves it punching below its economic and military weight. All of this makes the region hungry for U.S. presence and leadership, which Obama understood with his first-term promise of a “pivot” to Asia. Regional leaders hope he can make good on that promise in a second term but wonder whether U.S. policy, too, will be shaped by political weakness. They notice when the Navy announces that it is, again, reducing its planned number of ships or Defense Secretary Leon Panetta orders an aircraft carrier kept in port because of budgetary constraints. They wonder who will inherit the Asia focus of former secretary of state Hillary Rodham Clinton and departing assistant secretary Kurt Campbell. They see the dangers, from Mali to Kandahar, that pull Obama’s attention. They hope it won’t take a more dangerous crisis in their region to make the pivot a reality.
DA

Chinese investment in Latin America is strong and increasing.

Economic Observer 13 — Byline Wang Xiaoxia, Economic Observer, Translated by Worldcrunch (“In America's Backyard: China's Rising Influence In Latin America,” Worldcrunch/Economic Observer, May 6, 2013, Available Online: http://worldcrunch.com/china-2.0/in-america-039-s-backyard-china-039-s-rising-influence-in-latin-america/foreign-policy-trade-economy-investments-energy/c9s11647/, Accessed: 05/25/2013)

Over the past five years, Chinese businesses have been expanding their footprint in Latin America in a number of ways, beginning with enhanced trade to ensure a steady supply of bulk commodities such as oil, copper and soybeans. At this year's Boao Forum for Asia, for the first time a Latin American sub-forum was created that included the participation of several heads of state from the region.

Since 2011, China has overtaken the Netherlands to become Latin America’s second biggest investor behind the United States. China has signed a series of large cooperation agreements with Latin American countries in such fields as finance, resources and energy.
According to the latest statistics of the General Administration of Customs of China, Sino-Latin American trade grew in 2012 to a total of $261.2 billion, a year-on-year increase of 8.18%.
This trend risks undermining the position of the United States as Latin America’s single dominant trading partner. In 2011, the U.S.-Latin American trade volume was $351 billion.

Mexican energy development is a key site of Sino-US competition in Latin America—it’s zero-sum

Regenstreif, Reuters, 13

(Gary, 6-12-13, “The looming U.S.-China rivalry over Latin America,” http://blogs.reuters.com/great-debate/2013/06/12/the-looming-u-s-china-rivalry-over-latin-america/, accessed 12-29-13, CMM)

Though the U.S. and Chinese presidents heralded a “new model” of cooperation at their weekend summit, a growing competition looks more likely. The whirlwind of activity before President Barack Obama met with President Xi Jinping in the California desert revealed that Beijing and Washington’s sights are set on a similar prize — and face differing challenges to attain it.¶ Their focus is Latin America and the prize is increased trade and investment opportunities in a region where economic reforms have pulled millions out of poverty and into the middle class. Latin America is rich in the commodities and energy that both China and the United States need, largely stable politically and eager to do deals.¶ Consider the travel itinerary: Obama visited Mexico and Costa Rica last month. Vice President Joe Biden recently went to Colombia, Trinidad and Tobago and Brazil. Chile’s president paid Obama a visit last week, Peru’s leader arrived Tuesday and Brazil’s is due in October.¶ Meanwhile, just after Biden left Trinidad, Xi arrived, part of a tour that also took him to Costa Rica and Mexico to promote trade and cooperation.¶ Both U.S. and Chinese officials, however, are finding a more self-confident Latin America, able to leverage its new strength to forge better agreements and find multiple trading partners. That will likely force Washington to work harder to maintain its leading trade position against China — which has money to burn in the region.¶ “There is a more energetic [U.S.] tone, a more optimistic mood about economic agenda in second term than [the] first time,” Michael Shifter, president of the Inter-American Dialogue, a Washington policy group, told me. “There’s something happening in the region and the U.S. wants to be part of it. Whether there’s a well-thought-out vision or policy remains a question. But there is more of an affirmation of the region and a willingness to engage.”¶ The United States, Latin America’s largest trading partner throughout much of its history, still retains this position. Washington has now signed free trade agreements with more than a third of the hemisphere’s nations and annually exchanges more than $800 billion in goods and services with Latin America — more than three times the region’s commerce with China.¶ In Obama’s first term, however, the administration was widely viewed as neglecting Latin America. And China has moved in fast.¶ China built its annual trade with the region from virtually nothing in 2000 to about $260 billion in 2012. In 2009, it overtook the United States as the largest trading partner of Brazil, the region’s powerhouse — largely through massive purchases of iron ore and soy.¶ Other data is telling: In 1995, for example, the United States accounted for 37 percent of Brazil’s foreign direct investment. That dropped to 10 percent in 2011, according to the Council of the Americas, which seeks to foster hemispheric ties.¶ Washington’s renewed ardor is at least partly because of the fear that China will repeat in Latin America the economic success it has built in Africa. China has been able to present itself as a benevolent partner there, which has played well against the West’s history of meddling in domestic affairs.¶ “It’s about influence and leverage,” said Eric Farnsworth, vice president of the Council of the Americas, “…The region matured and expects to be treated in real partnership rather than [in the] patronizing way it happened in the past.”¶ The challenges facing Beijing and Washington lie in how each approaches the region. Washington confronts lingering resentment about its historic regional interference, stretching back to the 1823 Monroe Doctrine, and its continuing desire to mix business with policy — which muddies its approach to trade and investment. Washington’s domestic problems, its pivot to Asia and a host of global crises, also serve as distractions that could keep its actions in Latin America from matching its words — as has happened before.¶ China, meanwhile, is largely viewed in the region as unencumbered by ideology. It approaches opportunities almost exclusively on commercial terms there.¶ Biden, in a May 29 speech in Rio de Janeiro, gushed about the progress made by Latin America and trumpeted the region’s growing international stature.¶ “In the U.S.,” Biden said, “the discussion is no longer what it was when I was first elected as a young man: What could we do for the Americas? That’s long since gone. The issue now is: What can we do together? We want to engage more. We think there’s great opportunity. We’re optimistic.”¶ As with many new starts, a recognition of past mistakes is in order. “For many in Brazil,” Biden said, “the United States doesn’t start with a clean slate. There’s some good reason for that skepticism. That skepticism still exists and it’s understandable. But the world has changed. We’re moving past old alignments, leaving behind old suspicions and building new relationships.”¶ China has particular interest in Mexico, the region’s second-largest market. Beijing has been competing with Mexico to supply the U.S. market with manufactured goods. But China is now looking to work with Mexico City — investing in infrastructure, mining and energy because of the expected reforms that would open the oil industry to foreign investment.
China’s influence in Latin America is key to their soft power

Malik, 06 – PhD in International Relations (Mohan, "China's Growing Involvement in Latin America," 6/12, http://uyghuramerican.org/old/articles/300/1/info@uyghuramerican.org)

China's forays into Latin America are part of its grand strategy to acquire "comprehensive national power" to become a "global great power that is second to none." Aiming to secure access to the continent's vast natural resources and markets, China is forging deep economic, political and military ties with most of the Latin American and Caribbean countries. There is more to China's Latin American activism than just fuel for an economic juggernaut. China now provides a major source of leverage against the United States for some Latin American and Caribbean countries. As in many other parts of the developing world, China is redrawing geopolitical alliances in ways that help propel China's rise as a global superpower. Beijing's courtship of Latin American countries to support its plan to subdue Taiwan and enlist them to join a countervailing coalition against U.S. global power under the rubric of strengthening economic interdependence and globalization has begun to attract attention in Washington. Nonetheless, Beijing's relations with the region are neither too cozy nor frictionless. For Latin America and the Caribbean countries, China is an enviable competitor and rival, potential investor, customer, economic partner, a great power friend and counterweight to the United States, and, above all, a global power, much like the United States, that needs to be handled with care. As in Asia and Africa, China is rapidly expanding its economic and diplomatic presence in Latin America -- a region the United States has long considered inside its sphere of influence. China's interest in Latin America is driven by its desire to secure reliable sources of energy and raw materials for its continued economic expansion, compete with Taiwan for diplomatic recognition, pursue defense and intelligence opportunities to define limits to U.S. power in its own backyard, and to showcase China's emergence as a truly global great power at par with the United States. In Latin America, China is viewed differently in different countries. Some Latin American countries see China's staggering economic development as a panacea or bonanza (Argentina, Peru, and Chile view China as an insatiable buyer of commodities and an engine of their economic growth); others see it as a threat (Mexico, Brazil, and the Central American republics fear losing jobs and investment); and a third group of countries consider China their ideological ally (Bolivia, Cuba, and Venezuela). While China's growing presence and interests have changed the regional dynamics, it still cannot replace the United States as a primary benefactor of Latin America. Chinese investment in the region is US$8 billion, compared with $300 billion by U.S. companies, and U.S.-Latin America trade is ten times greater than China-Latin America trade. Nonetheless, China is the new kid on the block that everyone wants to be friendly with, and Beijing cannot resist the temptation to exploit resentment of Washington's domineering presence in the region to its own advantage. For Washington, China's forays into the region have significant political, security and economic implications because Beijing's grand strategy has made Latin America and Africa a frontline in its pursuit of global influence. China's Grand Strategy: Placing Latin America in the Proper Context China's activities in Latin America are part and parcel of its long-term grand strategy. The key elements of Beijing's grand strategy can be identified as follows: Focus on "comprehensive national power" essential to achieving the status of a "global great power that is second to none" by 2049; Seek energy security and gain access to natural resources, raw materials and overseas markets to sustain China's economic expansion; Pursue the "three Ms": military build-up (including military presence along the vital sea lanes of communication and maritime chokepoints), multilateralism, and multipolarity so as to counter the containment of China's regional and global aspirations by the United States and its friends and allies; Build a network of Beijing's friends and allies through China's "soft power" and diplomatic charm offensive, trade and economic dependencies via closer economic integration (free trade agreements), and mutual security pacts, intelligence cooperation and arms sales. 

pacts, intelligence cooperation and arms sales. 

Chinese international influence is an existential impact – it controls every scenario for extinction 

Zhang 2012 (Prof of Diplomacy and IR at the Geneva School of Diplomacy. “The Rise of China’s Political Softpower” 9/4/12 http://www.china.org.cn/opinion/2012-09/04/content_26421330.htm)
As China plays an increasingly significant role in the world, its soft power must be attractive both domestically as well as internationally. The world faces many difficulties, including widespread poverty, international conflict, the clash of civilizations and environmental protection. Thus far, the Western model has not been able to decisively address these issues; the China model therefore brings hope that we can make progress in conquering these dilemmas. Poverty and development The Western-dominated global economic order has worsened poverty in developing countries. Per-capita consumption of resources in developed countries is 32 times as large as that in developing countries. Almost half of the population in the world still lives in poverty. Western countries nevertheless still are striving to consolidate their wealth using any and all necessary means. In contrast, China forged a new path of development for its citizens in spite of this unfair international order which enabled it to virtually eliminate extreme poverty at home. This extensive experience would indeed be helpful in the fight against global poverty. War and peace In the past few years, the American model of "exporting democracy'" has produced a more turbulent world, as the increased risk of terrorism threatens global security. In contrast, China insists that "harmony is most precious". It is more practical, the Chinese system argues, to strengthen international cooperation while addressing both the symptoms and root causes of terrorism. The clash of civilizations Conflict between Western countries and the Islamic world is intensifying. "In a world, which is diversified and where multiple civilizations coexist, the obligation of Western countries is to protect their own benefits yet promote benefits of other nations," wrote Harvard University professor Samuel P. Huntington in his seminal 1993 essay "The Clash of Civilizations?". China strives for "being harmonious yet remaining different", which means to respect other nations, and learn from each other. This philosophy is, in fact, wiser than that of Huntington, and it's also the reason why few religious conflicts have broken out in China. China's stance in regards to reconciling cultural conflicts, therefore, is more preferable than its "self-centered" Western counterargument. Environmental protection Poorer countries and their people are the most obvious victims of global warming, yet they are the least responsible for the emission of greenhouse gases. Although Europeans and Americans have a strong awareness of environmental protection, it is still hard to change their extravagant lifestyles. Chinese environmental protection standards are not yet ideal, but some effective environmental ideas can be extracted from the China model. Perfecting the China model The China model is still being perfected, but its unique influence in dealing with the above four issues grows as China becomes stronger. China's experiences in eliminating poverty, prioritizing modernization while maintaining traditional values, and creating core values for its citizens demonstrate our insight and sense of human consciousness. Indeed, the success of the China model has not only brought about China's rise, but also a new trend that can't be explained by Western theory. In essence, the rise of China is the rise of China's political soft power, which has significantly helped China deal with challenges, assist developing countries in reducing poverty, and manage global issues. As the China model improves, it will continue to surprise the world.
K
A.  The kritik is a litmus test. The affirmative must justify fundamental assumptions they enact in the 1AC. In order for the negative to win, they must prove that the 1AC’s assumption was so damning as to make the 1AC worthless or harmful compared to a mutually exclusive alternative. 

The affirmative takes on the role of the policy expert fighting for freedom and the greater good by recommending policies to correct the problems of law. The discourse is the perfect example of the “discourse of the university,” a discourse that cloaks its desire for mastery and power underneath a veil of expertise. Reject the 1AC as a masked manipulation of the alienated and split subjects produced by both law and debate.

* It clearly distinguishes between two discursive positions: that of the university, and that of the hysteric. The discourse of the university issues policy recommendations based on its expert assessment of the situation, while the discourse of the hysteric instead refuses to accept the university expert’s opinion. Instead of obsessively trying to cover up the holes in law through policy proposals, we instead admit that the Big Other is fundamentally lacking. 

Jeanne L. Schroeder, Prof Law @ Cardozo, 2002
[44 Wm and Mary L. Rev. 263, l/n]

Specifically, Lacan developed his discourse theory in the aftermath of the Paris student riots of 1968. 363 He wished to chastise the self-styled radicals who claimed to be establishing a new "free" university. Lacan argued that these "radicals" were anything but. They, in fact, were policy scientists who spoke within the same discourse as the university they claimed to despise. 364
In the university's discourse, the addressor stands in the position of knowledge (S2) or expertise. 365 In contrast to the master, the expert does not claim authority purely by virtue of his position. He claims that he deserves his position because of his superior knowledge. He purports to have reasoned justification for where he is and what he does. 366
The expert addresses the "little a," the cause of desire. 367 Once again, in contrast to the master, the university expert claims purpose. He claims to inquire into society's goals (its desire) in order to propose policies designed to achieve these purposes. The  [*349]  university expert, having identified an end, now "rationally" pro-poses means to achieve this end.
The truth hidden under the veil of expertise is, however, the master. 368 The claim to expertise is a rationalization for the expert's imposition of her will. The claim to superior knowledge is a means of gaining and wielding power. 369 The purported inquiry into the ends of society and the promulgating of policies are really means to the end of controlling and manipulating others.

The result of the university's discourse is the split subject. 370 The split subject is the one subjected to the expert's manipulation and who is thereby alienated from the enterprise. 371 Lacan argues that in the context of the actual university, one split subject is the student. 372 In the master's discourse, the result, the "little a," comes about through exclusion. It is, in a way, an unintended consequence. The master seeks to exclude the "little a" from his discourse, but by doing so, he causes the "little a" to function as the object of desire. 373 In contrast, the goal of the university's discourse is to produce a subject who obeys the policy set by the experts. 374 That is, the expert intends that his discourse produce a subject, whether or not the actual form this subject takes meets the expert's expectations.

Lacan believes that one speaking in the university discourse is indifferent to whether the expert speaker or the student addressed actually achieves a true understanding. 375 The professors care about their prestige in academia and in society, and students are merely a means to that end. 
Consequently, students become alienated from the whole enterprise, parroting back what their teachers tell them rather than seeking to create their own knowledge.

In law, the split subjects are those who are to be manipulated by policy. The expert wishes to produce these subjects who will achieve the expert's goals, even if the expert does not consciously wish to alienate or "split" them. For example, Jolls, Sunstein, and Thaler want legal rules to make people act as though they were economically rational. 376 Nevertheless, although the expert wants to produce certain types of subjects, the expert does not address these subjects directly. The expert does not ask the subjects what their goals are. The expert does not ask about their experience of the law to which they are subjected. Rather, the university's concern is "objective"-the goals ("little a") of society as a whole. The question is how to make the individuals who comprise society better achieve society's goals. In the name of a free society, policy science fundamentally mistrusts the freedom of its members.

C. Implication: Reject the hidden mastery behind the affirmative. The enterprise of making policy-recommendations for law is fundamentally totalitarian

Jeanne L. Schroeder, Prof Law @ Cardozo, 2002
[44 Wm and Mary L. Rev. 263, l/n]

I have made the university discourse seem sinister: a Kafkesque nightmare. To some extent, from a Lacanian perspective, it is. Indeed, Lacan goes so far as to suggest that the Soviet Union was the apotheosis of the university discourse-the Stalinist govern-ment by experts produced the oppression of totalitarianism. 407
Perhaps the best known critic of policy scholarship is Pierre Schlag. Schlag maintains that policy-oriented scholarship (which he refers to as "normativity") is at its heart bureaucratic. 408 Schlag is, unfortunately, ultimately a romantic who does not fully understand the implications of his intuition. He thereby unwittingly undercuts the power of his critique. As Carlson has shown, Schlag's position is "paranoid" in the technical Lacanian sense. 409 A paranoid is one who truly believes that the Big Other exists-that the social system is as strong and monolithic as it claims to be, that there is someone or something who really is in control. 410 The paranoid believes that there is an other of the Other. 411 Of course, no one is truly in control of the symbolic order, as Schlag acknowledges at many points when he chides legal academics for their self- importance despite their irrelevance. 412
Lacan's point, however, is that the Big Other (i.e., the symbolic) can function even if there is no bureaucracy or anyone else in control. Insofar as the law functions and the bureaucracy stays in place is not because the law is some objective, external force, or because the bureaucracy is truly in control. Indeed, it is this nonexistence of the Big Other that makes it function and society helps it do so. By continuing to live in society and acting as though the law were the law, one is implicitly choosing to engage in the intersubjective enterprise of creating and enforcing the law (even though this force may be a forced one).

D. The Alternative: “Assume the position of the hysteric subject alienated by the 1AC.”

Taking on the role of the hysteric subjugated to both law and debate instead of obsessively trying to master the gaps in the Big Other opens up a space for radical critique and freedom. 

Jeanne L. Schroeder, Prof Law @ Cardozo, 2002
[44 Wm and Mary L. Rev. 263, l/n]

All "normal" subjects are split. They are neurotic in one way or another. The characteristic neurosis of the masculine subject is obsession. As I explain elsewhere, this is the neurosis of the university's discourse. 445 Obsession is the attempt of the masculine subject to deny castration by frenetically trying to cover up and repair the holes in the Big Other. 446 One sees this in legal scholar-ship in the preoccupation with precedents and footnotes.

Hysteria is the characteristic feminine neurosis. 447 Although it is common to misinterpret Lacan's phallocentrism as a form of male supremacy, he, in fact, radically breaks from traditional sexual stereotypes. The true subject understands that she, like the Other, does not exist (is negativity itself). 448 Male subjectivity, is therefore, a form of failed feminine subjectivity, rather than the other way around. 449 In Zizek's words, "a man is perhaps simply a woman who thinks that she does exist" 450 (i.e., is not castrated).

Rather than being inarticulate (as the colloquial meaning of the word assumes), the hysteric is consumed with language. The hysteric is the subject who understands Hegel's lesson that her subjectivity can only be created through recognition by the Big Other in the symbolic order of intersubjective relationships (i.e., language, law, sexuality). This is why Lacan called Hegel the "most sublime hysteric." 451 Consequently, the hysteric desires to be recognized by, and to fit into, the symbolic order. 452 This is one meaning of Lacan's famous statement that "man's desire is the desire of the Other." 453 The hysteric desires the Big Other; she  [*367]  desires to be desired by the Big Other; and her desire is imposed on her from the outside by the Big Other.

The masculine is the part of subjectivity that claims to be completely integrated into the Big Other (i.e., to not be castrated, to have the phallus). 454 He is the spectator who loudly praises the emperor's nonexistent clothes and half convinces himself that he sees them. He is the Kantian noumenal subject who seeks to conform his maxims to the moral law. As a result, the masculine is totally bound by law and language. Whenever he confronts a hole in the incomplete and "nonexistent" Other, he obsessively tries to cover over this hole. 455
The feminine is the part of subjectivity who understands that she does not completely fit within and is not totally constrained by language, law and sexuality. 456 She is the Kantian phenomenal subject who never achieves pure conformance with the moral law. She is partially exiled from the social order dominated by men. She desperately seeks to find a way to fit into the symbolic order, which is why she is constantly expressing herself in language, engaging in legal relationships, and looking for love.

b. What Do You Want?

In the hysteric's discourse, the addressor positions herself in the position of the suffering split subject who has been subjugated by the master, preached to by the university, and interrogated by the analyst. As the matrix of the hysteric's discourse indicates, when the hysteric speaks as an hysteric, it is in furtherance of the desire  [*368]  of the Other. Consequently, everything she says can be read as the inquiry of the Big Other, "What do you want (i.e., from me)?" 457 What must I do, what must I become, what must I say in order to fit in? The hysteric's question, however, sometimes undergoes a transformation.
By asking the Other what it wants, the hysteric comes to realize that the Other could not want unless it was wanting. The Other is not the closed, powerful system that it claims to be. The Other does not exist. It is partial, shifting, and incomplete. It is as split and castrated as she is. In this mode, the hysteric's question becomes the accusation "You are wanting!" 458 The hysteric sees the truth of the master's discourse. Beneath the show of mastery (S1) lies the pathetic specter of castration ( ). If law is artificial, intersubjective, and open- ended, then the law can be changed. Hysteria is, therefore, the position that permits radical critique. It is the position of freedom as spontaneity.

In the hysteric discourse of law the feminine split subject, who knows she is incomplete, is the addressor. 459 She addresses S1 itself-the master who claims to give meaning to the symbolic order of society. 460 She addresses the Other as her symptom with the hysteric question/accusation "What do you want?/ You are wanting!" Note that the Big Other in this discourse is designated this time with the empty matheme of the S1 (master signifier) rather than the matheme of the S2 as knowledge. This is because the hysteric recognizes that the symbolic order is not complete and is wanting  [*369]  in some sense. The symbolic order fails in its goal of bringing the entire world within its jurisdiction by completely symbolizing it. Indeed, this is evident because the master signifier itself is a signifier that lacks a signified.

The truth lying beneath the split subject is the "little a"-her own desire. 461 It is out of desire that she confronts the Big Other. This desire is, of course, the excluded little a, her feeling that she is incomplete and that this has been caused by the Big Other. The Big Other is barring her from the desire that is her truth.

The result produced by the discourse is S2-knowledge. 462 This is the point at which split subject finally gains control over her own unconscious knowledge. By confronting the artificiality and im-perfection of the Big Other, the hysteric finally learns that only she herself can answer the question as to what she needs to do to satisfy her own desire and how to make the Big Other better to accomplish this. The knowledge obtained is precisely that the Big Other cannot accommodate, and does not have the truth of the subject's desire. It is the hysteric's discourse that allows this indirect relationship to come about.

What happens next might initially seem surprising. Having discovered her own unconscious knowledge, the hysteric needs to give it meaning. She needs to find a new S1, master signifier, to quilt signification together. Consequently, the hysteric's discourse inevitably leads to a new master's discourse.

In legal practice and scholarship the addressor places herself in the position of the subject subjected to law. In practice this subject is the client. In scholarship, this subject can be the author herself, identified individuals, a hypothetical client, or class of persons affected by the law. This is the position of the doctrinalist, as well as the speculative scholar. The subject is split, in the sense that she feels lacking (or identifies with the client who is lacking) and feels that the lack results somehow from the law. As a result she seeks a response from the law. She therefore addresses the law by either asking what it wants from her or accuses it of its failure to live up to its own ideals. Underlying the split subject as her truth is her desire. The reason she confronts the law is that she feels that she  [*370]  wants something that the law can provide. She is in this position because she has been hystericized through the analyst's discourse of legal counseling.

T

“Engagement” requires direct talks with the target government

Crocker 9 – Chester Crocker, Professor of Strategic Studies at the Walsh School of Foreign Service at Georgetown University, Former Assistant Secretary of State for African Affairs, “Terms of Engagement”, New York Times, 9-13, http://www.nytimes.com/2009/09/14/opinion/14crocker.html?_r=0

PRESIDENT OBAMA will have a hard time achieving his foreign policy goals until he masters some key terms and better manages the expectations they convey. Given the furor that will surround the news of America’s readiness to hold talks with Iran, he could start with “engagement” — one of the trickiest terms in the policy lexicon.

The Obama administration has used this term to contrast its approach with its predecessor’s resistance to talking with adversaries and troublemakers. His critics show that they misunderstand the concept of engagement when they ridicule it as making nice with nasty or hostile regimes.

Let’s get a few things straight. Engagement in statecraft is not about sweet talk. Nor is it based on the illusion that our problems with rogue regimes can be solved if only we would talk to them. Engagement is not normalization, and its goal is not improved relations. It is not akin to détente, working for rapprochement, or appeasement.

So how do you define an engagement strategy? It does require direct talks. There is simply no better way to convey authoritative statements of position or to hear responses. But establishing talks is just a first step. The goal of engagement is to change the other country’s perception of its own interests and realistic options and, hence, to modify its policies and its behavior.
Violation --- plan’s only a unilateral change in policy; it doesn’t increase dialogue
Voting issue ---

Limits --- requiring direct talks places a functional limit on the topic because few Affs can defend the process. 

Ground --- talks are a stable mechanism for DA links and competition for counterplans 
Solvency

Poor investment environment blocks development 

Castillo, CNN, 11

(Mariano, 8-13-11, “Mexico sees future with biofuels,” http://www.cnn.com/2011/WORLD/americas/08/12/mexico.biofuels/, accessed 12-29-13, CMM)

But James Row, CEO of Houston-based Producers Energy and part owner of a Mexican-based biodiesel company, told CNN that Mexico is still far from being an ideal place to produce biofuels.¶ "Mexico is absolutely a perfect country for biodiesel, especially if it can be domestically grown," he said, but the country's ejido system -- collectively-held land in rural areas -- creates hurdles for private investment. The result is difficulty in finding continuous large areas of rural land that can be negotiated for use for cultivation, or high prices that make it cost prohibitive.¶ Without land reform, issues with land availability will continue, and Mexico will fall a decade or more behind other countries in the biofuels sector, Row said.¶ The demand is there, the land is there, but there is no way to get it, he said.
[if time] Land ownership reform key – their author

McDonald, JD and MBA from Mississippi College School of Law, 9

(Jeffrey, “Corn, Sugar, and Ethanol: How Policy Change Can Foster Sustainable Agriculture and Biofuel Production in Mexico and the United States,” Washington College of Law, ILSP Law Journal, Volume 1, Issue 3, http://www.wcl.american.edu/journal/ilsp/v1/3/mcdonald.pdf, accessed 12-30-13, CMM)

C. Mexican Policy Changes¶ Specifically, Mexico must quickly resolve prohibitions¶ regarding land ownership, restrictions on foreign direct¶ investment, and government monopolization of the economic¶ structure. The Mexican government, through its control of¶ the nation’s economy pursuant to Article 25 and 28 of the¶ Mexican Constitution, undermines investment in the country¶ at large, stifles an inflow of foreign capital to the agricultural¶ sectors, and prevents the ultimate institutional reform¶ necessary to revitalize failing agricultural industries.172 The¶ Foreign Investment Law of 1973 must be amended beyond¶ the scope of changes previously incorporated in the 1989¶ revision.173

Ex-Im
Multiple barriers to Mexican ethanol 

Cuellar, freelance bioenergy professional, Energias Renovables, 12

(Noor-Hal, August 28th, “ Biofuels in Mexico: the foundations for an unborn industry,” http://www.energias-renovables.com/articulo/biofuels-in-mexico-the-foundations-for-an-20120828, accessed 12-29-13, CMM)

In 2007 the Law for the Promotion and Development of Bioenergetics  was approved and finally launched in 2008. Finally the policy framework was established to work as the required foundations to develop further the biofuels industry in Mexico. This law also made provisions on how the Mexican oil company, PEMEX, was expected to release tenders for private companies to start producing ethanol from biomass, preferably sugarcane-based, to achieve the goal by 2012.¶ However, this was not achieved. Why? As stated by Ganz (2012), there are several factors involved. First one, the instability of the agricultural supply for the potential biomass sources, as sugarcane and corn, where production levels for food are not enough for the country consumption that they need to be imported. Second the prices of ethanol are not stable, since the national market depends on how much the international price fluctuates. This is further discussed by Bosque & Ortigoza (2011) where as discussed previously, high international sugar prices have affected the ethanol production all around the world and in Mexico, so using sugarcane for ethanol fuel is not feasible if sugar would give higher revenue for sugarcane industrials. There are some other factors that could jeopardize the development as expected for Mexican sugarcane ethanol, as stated by Ambriz (cited by Bosque & Ortigoza, 2011) like high water requirements from the production process, less efficiency than corn ethanol and Mexican sugar mills’ obsolete technology.

The bank is making huge strides toward renewable investments now

Harmon, chairman of the board of directors of the World Resources Institute, 13
(James A, served as chairman and president of the Export-Import Bank, 1997-2001, 7-29-13, “Shifting global investments to clean energy,” http://blogs.reuters.com/great-debate/2013/07/28/shifting-global-investments-to-clean-energy/, accessed 12-30-13, CMM)

When President Barack Obama announced the country’s first national climate strategy, many people wondered what it would mean across the nation. Yet, the strategy may carry even more significant implications overseas.¶ The plan restricts U.S. government funding for most international coal projects. This policy could significantly affect energy producers and public and private investors around the globe.¶ Why is this important?¶ Global energy-related greenhouse gas emissions, a major driver of climate change, hit a record high in 2012. Meanwhile, there are more than 1.2 billion people worldwide still without access to electricity. The global middle class is booming — especially in the developing world — and with it, energy demand is surging. In fact, global energy demand is expected to grow by one-third by 2035.¶ This surge in demand, however, does not need to lead to a surge in carbon pollution. It is well past time for the world to embrace the shift to renewable energy — a shift that would bring economic opportunities while leaving a better planet for future generations.¶ In fact, this transition is already underway. Renewable energy (including hydro) is the fastest-growing power generation sector in the world, according to a recent International Energy Agency report. Renewable energy is on pace to comprise one-quarter of the electricity mix by 2018. It is also increasingly cost-competitive with fossil fuels.¶ Many developing nations, like South Africa, China and Brazil, are setting the pace. Renewable energy investments in developing countries hit $112 billion in 2012, according to Bloomberg New Energy Finance, close to the $132 billion from developed countries.¶ Obama’s announcement should have a significant ripple effect, especially on major U.S. lending institutions. The U.S. Overseas Private Investment Corporation (OPIC), which works with the private sector to invest abroad in support of development activities, committed around $1 billion to renewable energy projects in each of the past two years, with its annual commitments increasing nearly 10-fold since 2009. Its recent renewable energy investments are focused on Peru, South Africa and Pakistan, among others.¶ The U.S. Export-Import Bank, where I was chairman from 1997 to 2001, has similarly increased its share of renewable energy financing. The Export-Import Bank provided $355 million for renewable energy investments in 2012 — more than triple the amount in 2009. Exports to wind farms in Honduras are now powering job growth in states like Pennsylvania and Oklahoma.¶ Obama’s announcement will help the bank balance its portfolio away from fossil fuel projects and toward the renewable energy projects that will help create U.S. jobs by selling clean energy technologies abroad.

No extinction-empirically denied 

Carter et al., James Cook University adjunct research fellow, 2011

(Robert, “Surviving the Unpreceented Climate Change of the IPCC”, 3-8, http://www.nipccreport.org/articles/2011/mar/8mar2011a5.html, ldg) 

On the other hand, they indicate that some biologists and climatologists have pointed out that "many of the predicted increases in climate have happened before, in terms of both magnitude and rate of change (e.g. Royer, 2008; Zachos et al., 2008), and yet biotic communities have remained remarkably resilient (Mayle and Power, 2008) and in some cases thrived (Svenning and Condit, 2008)." But they report that those who mention these things are often "placed in the 'climate-change denier' category," although the purpose for pointing out these facts is simply to present "a sound scientific basis for understanding biotic responses to the magnitudes and rates of climate change predicted for the future through using the vast data resource that we can exploit in fossil records." Going on to do just that, Willis et al. focus on "intervals in time in the fossil record when atmospheric CO2 concentrations increased up to 1200 ppm, temperatures in mid- to high-latitudes increased by greater than 4°C within 60 years, and sea levels rose by up to 3 m higher than present," describing studies of past biotic responses that indicate "the scale and impact of the magnitude and rate of such climate changes on biodiversity." And what emerges from those studies, as they describe it, "is evidence for rapid community turnover, migrations, development of novel ecosystems and thresholds from one stable ecosystem state to another." And, most importantly in this regard, they report "there is very little evidence for broad-scale extinctions due to a warming world." In concluding, the Norwegian, Swedish and UK researchers say that "based on such evidence we urge some caution in assuming broad-scale extinctions of species will occur due solely to climate changes of the magnitude and rate predicted for the next century," reiterating that "the fossil record indicates remarkable biotic resilience to wide amplitude fluctuations in climate.
No counterbalancing—rationality and deterrence check
Spears, Brooks Foreign Policy Review chief foreign policy writer, 2009

(Collin, “Leering Bear, Rising Dragon: Life Along the Sino-Russian Border”, 5-1, http://brooksreview.wordpress.com/2009/05/01/leery-bear-rising-dragon-life-along-the-sino-russian-border/, ldg)

Although China is facing water shortages and will need inordinate amounts of resources to keep its economy growing, there is no evidence the Chinese government is purposefully moving “settler populations” into Russia to prepare for impending annexation of the Far East or Siberia. In addition, China has shown no interest in territorial expansion since the Qing Dynasty. For the last decade, China’s primary interest has been to secure a stable border to its West and North, where it can gain access to energy supplies and expand its political and economic reach into East and Southeast Asia. Any move at colonization by China could result in a very destruction war that could become nuclear. In fact, Russia’s vast nuclear deterrent is its security guarantee for the region, as China has proved to be a rational actor.
Mexico
Mexican economy resilient and sustainable-ag makes it worse

O'NEIL, Senior Fellow for Latin America Studies at the Council on Foreign Relations, 14
(Shannon, “Mexico,” Foreign Affairs. Jan/Feb2014, Vol. 93 Issue 1, p11-16, ebsco, accessed 12-29-13, CMM)

Viva las Reformas¶ Just over a year ago, as President Enrique Peña Nieto started his administration, the domestic and international press were touting "Mexico's moment" and the rise of "the Aztec tiger." Now, the naysayers have returned. Their pessimism stems in part from disappointing economic results: Mexico's GDP growth has fallen, from nearly four percent in 2012 to around an estimated one percent in 2013. The negativity also reflects the impatience of pundits and markets, as the economic dividends from Peña Nieto's ambitious economic reform agenda have yet to appear.¶ Today's vocal disappointment discounts the positive changes Mexico has undergone and continues to make. Over the last three decades, Mexico has made the transition from a commodity-and agricultural-based economy to one dominated by manufacturing and services. It is also finally moving forward on a host of overdue domestic reforms. Internationally, the country is firmly situated within North American supply chains, augmenting its global competitiveness. And these advantages should only grow with Mexico's involvement in both the Trans-Pacific Partnership (TPP) and the Pacific Alliance, two of the most dynamic free-trade negotiations of this century. If Mexico is able to make its legislative changes stick and harness its geostrategic potential, the country will excel over the next five years, benefiting its people and making it a good bet for investors.¶ ONCE UPON A TIME IN MEXICO¶ As the North American Free Trade Agreement (NAFTA) celebrates its 20th anniversary, many forget just how much Mexico has changed in the last two decades. Once hidden behind high tariffs, quotas, subsidies, and hundreds of state-owned enterprises, Mexico's economy is now one of the most open in the world. Mexico boasts free-trade agreements with over 40 countries and a trade-to-GDP ratio -- a common measure of economic openness -- above 60 percent, surpassing the United States, Brazil, and even China. And whereas oil once represented over 75 percent of Mexico's exports, today it is manufactured goods that produce three out of every four export dollars.¶ This transition has not been easy. In fact, Mexico's openness was for many years seen as a weakness. Relentless international competition threatened new companies and otherwise promising industries, giving them little time to climb the learning curve. Particularly after China's 2001 entrance into the World Trade Organization, the search by CEOS and their boards for lower-cost and more flexible producers led many east, decimating several of Mexico's manufacturing sectors, including textiles and apparel.¶ This trend is now reversing. The low-skilled, low-paid jobs are likely gone from Mexico for good. But rising wages in China, combined with higher Mexican productivity; increasing energy costs, which make shipping more expensive; the proximity of Mexican factories to the United States, reducing delivery times; and worries about intellectual property rights, have led a number of manufacturers to choose Mexico over China. Others have brought back production once sent across the Pacific. In advanced manufacturing industries such as aerospace and automotive, Bombardier, Embraer, Honda, Nissan, and Volkswagen have invested billions of dollars in Mexico and made the country a vital leg of their global supply chains.¶ As Mexico's economy has changed, so, too, has its society. Alongside a few of the world's wealthiest individuals and tens of millions who are still poor, a growing middle class has arisen. Depending on how one measures this group, it now comprises anywhere from 40 million to over 60 million Mexicans -- either way, a large percentage of a population of 116 million. These individuals and their families own cars, houses, and every modern appliance, as well as new cell phones. A growing number use their newfound disposable incomes to send their children to private schools.¶ Such increased consumption shows up in aggregate GDP numbers and on companies' balance sheets. Providers of electronics (Elektra), air travel (Interjet, Volaris), basic goods (OfficeMax, Walmart), cars (Ford, GM), credit cards (American Express), and high-end coffee (Starbucks) are just some of the firms that have seen their sales and profits rise.¶ THE PRESIDENT'S PLAN¶ The current government under Peña Nieto has kicked off its six-year term with an ambitious reform agenda. Working with Congress even before he donned the presidential sash, Peña Nieto helped pass a labor reform to reduce the size of the informal sector by making it easier for businesses to hire and fire employees (among many other changes). Once in office, his administration, working with all three major political parties, passed an educational reform to make the system more transparent and merit-based, introducing evaluations and performance tests. Next came telecommunications and the media, with new legislation creating a more powerful regulator and opening up the broadcast spectrum in an attempt to break up the current monopolies. Recent fiscal reforms should increase government revenue while also redistributing the tax burden, raising rates on the wealthiest, taxing capital gains and dividends, and creating universal pensions and unemployment insurance for those in the formal sector.¶ Peña Nieto's administration has focused on major political and energy reforms, which are intended to take on two of Mexico's most sacred political cows: the reelection of politicians and foreign investment in energy, both of which have long been banned. The government has also pursued financial reforms that would encourage lenders to extend credit beyond just a fortunate few. Although all the reforms entail compromises, many represent real changes. If fully implemented, they have the potential to chip away at Mexico's many barriers to broader, more inclusive growth.

Great power cooperation is high and checks Asian war
Chang, Chinese Academy of Social Sciences, 2013

(Su, “Great powers help keep Central Asia stable”, 8-6, http://www.globaltimes.cn/content/801950.shtml#.Uiffr8bENSI, ldg)

As Central Asian leaders constantly call for the support of big powers given numerous threats and challenges the region faces, these countries need to find the partners that can benefit themselves most in terms of politics, economy and security. Economic cooperation between China and Central Asia has been deepening, which has become a powerful engine for the region's economic development. Meanwhile, Russia has been playing a key role in the region's development and stability. For example, a customs union between Russia, Kazakhstan and Belarus has been introduced to promote regional economic integration. Russia also helps to maintain the security situation through the framework of the Collective Security Treaty Organization, especially in maintaining Kyrgyzstan's stability. For the US, Central Asia is the most important channel to withdraw troops from Afghanistan, making it powerfully invested in regional stability European countries have been dedicated to helping the region's economic growth, scholarship and cultural heritage, as well as coordinating disputes of water resources among member states. Due to the complexity of the international situation, a win-win mode has been accepted by all. And only with this mode can challenges be met.
No nuclear terrorism-even attempts under optimal conditions have failed. 

Bergen, New York University’s Center on Law and Security fellow, 2010

(Peter, “Reevaluating Al-Qa`ida’s Weapons of Mass Destruction Capabilities,” CTC Sentinel, September, http://www.isn.ethz.ch/isn/Digital-Library/Publications/Detail/?ots591=0c54e3b3-1e9c-be1e-2c24-a6a8c7060233&lng=en&id=122242, ldg)

Bin Ladin’s and al-Zawahiri’s portrayal of al-Qa`ida’s nuclear and chemical weapons capabilities in their post-9/11 statements to Hamid Mir was not based in any reality, and it was instead meant to serve as psychological warfare against the West. There is no evidence that al-Qa`ida’s quest for nuclear weapons ever went beyond the talking stage. Moreover, al-Zawahiri’s comment about “missing” Russian nuclear suitcase bombs floating around for sale on the black market is a Hollywood construct that is greeted with great skepticism by nuclear proliferation experts. This article reviews al-Qa`ida’s WMD efforts, and then explains why it is unlikely the group will ever acquire a nuclear weapon. Al-Qa`ida’s WMD Efforts In 2002, former UN weapons inspector David Albright examined all the available evidence about al-Qa`ida’s nuclear weapons research program and concluded that it was virtually impossible for al-Qa`ida to have acquired any type of nuclear weapon.8 U.S. government analysts reached the same conclusion in 2002.9 There is evidence, however, that al-Qa`ida experimented with crude chemical weapons, explored the use of biological weapons such as botulinum, salmonella and anthrax, and also made multiple attempts to acquire radioactive materials suitable for a dirty bomb.10 After the group moved from Sudan to Afghanistan in 1996, al-Qa`ida members escalated their chemical and biological weapons program, innocuously code-naming it the “Yogurt Project,” but only earmarking a meager $2,000-4,000 for its budget.11 An al-Qa`ida videotape from this period, for example, shows a small white dog tied up inside a glass cage as a milky gas slowly filters in. An Arabic-speaking man with an Egyptian accent says: “Start counting the time.” Nervous, the dog barks and then moans. After struggling and flailing for a few minutes, it succumbs to the poisonous gas and stops moving. This experiment almost certainly occurred at the Darunta training camp near the eastern Afghan city of Jalalabad, conducted by the Egyptian Abu Khabab.12 Not only has al-Qa`ida’s research into WMD been strictly an amateur affair, but plots to use these types of weapons have been ineffective. One example is the 2003 “ricin” case in the United Kingdom. It was widely advertised as a serious WMD plot, yet the subsequent investigation showed otherwise. The case appeared in the months before the U.S.-led invasion of Iraq, when media in the United States and the United Kingdom were awash in stories about a group of men arrested in London who possessed highly toxic ricin to be used in future terrorist attacks. Two years later, however, at the trial of the men accused of the ricin plot, a government scientist testified that the men never had ricin in their possession, a charge that had been first triggered by a false positive on a test. The men were cleared of the poison conspiracy except for an Algerian named Kamal Bourgass, who was convicted of conspiring to commit a public nuisance by using poisons or explosives.13 It is still not clear whether al-Qa`ida had any connection to the plot.14 In fact, the only post-9/11 cases where al-Qa`ida or any of its affiliates actually used a type of WMD was in Iraq, where al-Qa`ida’s Iraqi affiliate, al-Qa`ida in Iraq (AQI), laced more than a dozen of its bombs with the chemical chlorine in 2007. Those attacks sickened hundreds of Iraqis, but the victims who died in these assaults did so largely from the blast of the bombs, not because of inhaling chlorine. AQI stopped using chlorine in its bombs in Iraq in mid-2007, partly because the insurgents never understood how to make the chlorine attacks especially deadly and also because the Central Intelligence Agency and U.S. military hunted down the bomb makers responsible for the campaign, while simultaneously clamping down on the availability of chlorine.15 Indeed, a survey of the 172 individuals indicted or convicted in Islamist terrorism cases in the United States since 9/11 compiled by the Maxwell School at Syracuse University and the New America Foundation found that none of the cases involved the use of WMD of any kind. In the one case where a radiological plot was initially alleged—that of the Hispanic-American al-Qa`ida recruit Jose Padilla—that allegation was dropped when the case went to trial.16 Unlikely Al-Qa`ida Will Acquire a Nuclear Weapon Despite the difficulties associated with terrorist groups acquiring or deploying WMD and al-Qa`ida’s poor record in the matter, there was a great deal of hysterical discussion about this issue after 9/11. Clouding the discussion was the semantic problem of the ominous term “weapons of mass destruction,” which is really a misnomer as it suggests that chemical, biological, and nuclear devices are all equally lethal. In fact, there is only one realistic weapon of mass destruction that can kill tens or hundreds of thousands of people in a single attack: a nuclear bomb.17 The congressionally authorized Commission on the Prevention of Weapons of Mass Destruction Proliferation and Terrorism issued a report in 2008 that typified the muddled thinking about WMD when it concluded: “It is more likely than not that a weapon of mass destruction will be used in a terrorist attack somewhere in the world by the end of 2013.”18 The report’s conclusion that WMD terrorism was likely to happen somewhere in the world in the next five years was simultaneously true but also somewhat trivial because terrorist groups and cults have already engaged in crude chemical and biological weapons attacks.19 Yet the prospects of al-Qa`ida or indeed any other group having access to a true WMD—a nuclear device—is near zero for the foreseeable future. If any organization should have developed a serious WMD capability it was the bizarre Japanese terrorist cult Aum Shinrikyo, which not only recruited 300 scientists—including chemists and molecular biologists—but also had hundreds of millions of dollars at its disposal.20 Aum embarked on a large-scale WMD research program in the early 1990s because members of the cult believed that Armageddon was fast-approaching and that they would need powerful weapons to survive. Aum acolytes experimented with anthrax and botulinum toxin and even hoped to mine uranium in Australia. Aum researchers also hacked into classified networks to find information about nuclear facilities in Russia, South Korea and Taiwan.21 Sensing an opportunity following the collapse of the Soviet Union, Aum recruited thousands of followers in Russia and sent multiple delegations to meet with leading Russian politicians and scientists in the early 1990s. The cult even tried to recruit staff from inside the Kurchatov Institute, a leading nuclear research center in Moscow. One of Aum’s leaders, Hayakawa Kiyohide, made eight trips to Russia in 1994, and in his diary he made a notation that Aum was willing to pay up to $15 million for a nuclear device.22 Despite its open checkbook, Aum was never able to acquire nuclear material or technology from Russia even in the chaotic circumstances following the implosion of the communist regime.23 In the end, Aum abandoned its investigations of nuclear and biological weapons after finding them too difficult to acquire and settled instead on a chemical weapons operation, which climaxed in the group releasing sarin gas in the Tokyo subway in 1995. It is hard to imagine an environment better suited to killing large numbers of people than the Tokyo subway, yet only a dozen died in the attack.24 Although Aum’s WMD program was much further advanced than anything al-Qa`ida developed, even they could not acquire a true WMD. It is also worth recalling that Iran, which has had an aggressive and well-funded nuclear program for almost two decades, is still some way from developing a functioning nuclear bomb. Terrorist groups simply do not have the resources of states. Even with access to nuclear technology, it is next to impossible for terrorist groups to acquire sufficient amounts of highly enriched uranium (HEU) to make a nuclear bomb. The total of all the known thefts of HEU around the world tracked by the International Atomic Energy Agency between 1993 and 2006 was just less than eight kilograms, well short of the 25 kilograms needed for the simplest bomb;25 moreover, none of the HEU thieves during this period were linked to al-Qa`ida. Therefore, even building, let alone detonating, the simple, gun-type nuclear device of the kind that was dropped on Hiroshima during World War II would be extraordinarily difficult for a terrorist group because of the problem of accumulating sufficient quantities of HEU. Building a radiological device, or “dirty bomb,” is far more plausible for a terrorist group because acquiring radioactive materials suitable for such a weapon is not as difficult, while the construction of such a device is orders of magnitude less complex than building a nuclear bomb. Detonating a radiological device, however, would likely result in a relatively small number of casualties and should not be considered a true WMD. 
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Multiple alt causes to Mexican ag
Carvallo, Negocios, 2012
[Sergio Carvallo, September 2012, Mexico’s Food and Agriculture Sector, “Mexican agriculture: An Arable Land of Opportunity,” http://www.promexico.gob.mx/archivos/promx_Magazine/26/pdfFile_26_NE0912_WEB_SPREADS.pdf, pg. 12-13]
Mexico has an important natural resource that is fundamental for agriculture: the sun. Furthermore, the floating exchange rate is a plus for the agribusiness sector as are gov- ernment-sponsored marketing programs and contract agriculture in the case of corn, barley and other crops. An untapped treasure of idle agricultural land can also be found, particu- larly in Mexico’s southern tropical areas.¶ However, in order for Mexico’s agribusi- ness sector to reach its full potential, some challenges must be faced. For instance, those related to promoting a more produc- tive use of the land. There are certain farm- ers’ organizations that need to adopt a more market-oriented approach and introduce¶ available technologies into their production processes to improve their productivity. The inefficient use and scarcity of water in cer- tain regions also needs to be tackled in or- der to prevent production losses. Addition- ally, the production of Genetically Modified Organisms (GMOs) has to be addressed to improve productivity in the countryside, strengthening Mexico’s food security.
Food prices won’t cause instability

WFP 2012

(World Food Program, “High Food Prices: Why This Is Different From 2008”, 9-4, http://www.wfp.org/stories/high-food-prices-why-different-2008, ldg)

1. Global stocks of rice and wheat are higher than they were in 2008. The price and supplies of rice, a staple food for many millions of people, are relatively stable in Asia. 2. In 2008, several major food-producing countries imposed export bans, which caused shortages on world markets. Meanwhile, in food-deficit countries, there was panic-buying, with governments paying very high prices, especially for rice. So far this time this has not happened. 3. In contrast to 2008, global economic growth is presently weak, so demand is not pushing prices further upwards. 4. Many countries are better prepared to face the current situation. Some have worked on establishing and improving social safety nets such as school meals, and public works programmes. 5. Better tools exist at the international level to coordinate the policy response. For example, in 2011 the G20 set up the Agricultural Market Information System (AMIS), hosted at FAO, which tracks food commodity markets and aims to improve transparency and act as an early warning system. 
No resource wars- empirically conflicts don’t escalate

Salehyan, University of North Texas assistant political science professor, 2008 

(Idean, “From Climate Change to Conflict? No Consensus Yet”, Journal of Peace Research, 45.3, SAGE, ldg)

A few caveats are in order here. It is important to note, again, that the most severe effects of climate change are likely to be felt in the future, and the future is inherently uncertain.4 While fundamental shifts in the environment are not inconceivable, our best bet for predicting what is to come is to look at what has transpired in the past. Since it is frequently argued that climate change will lead to resource scarcities and exacerbate inequality, it is possible to draw upon past evidence regarding these factors to develop a sense of how conflicts might unfold given changes in the Earth’s atmosphere. Additionally, I do not take issue with the claim that climate change will present considerable challenges for human societies and ecosystems more generally. Humanitarian crises stemming, in part, from climate change have the potential to be severe, and steps must be taken quickly to attenuate such contingencies. Rather, my purpose here is to underscore the point that environmental processes, by themselves, cannot explain why, where, and when fighting will occur; rather, the interaction between environmental and political systems is critical for understanding organized armed violence. First, the deterministic view has poor predictive power as to where and when conflicts will break out. For every potential example of an environmental catastrophe or resource shortfall that leads to violence, there are many more counter-examples in which conflict never occurs. But popular accounts typically do not look at the dogs that do not bark. Darfur is frequently cited as a case where desertification led to food scarcity, water scarcity, and famine, in turn leading to civil war and ethnic cleansing.5 Yet, food scarcity and hunger are problems endemic to many countries – particularly in sub-Saharan Africa – but similar problems elsewhere have not led to large-scale violence. According to the Food and Agriculture Organization of the United Nations, food shortages and malnutrition affect more than a third of the population in Malawi, Zambia, the Comoros, North Korea, and Tanzania,6 although none of these countries have experienced fullblown civil war and state failure. Hurricanes, coastal flooding, and droughts – which are all likely to intensify as the climate warms – are frequent occurrences which rarely lead to violence. The Asian Tsunami of 2004, although caused by an oceanic earthquake, led to severe loss of life and property, flooding, population displacement, and resource scarcity, but it did not trigger new wars in Southeast Asia. Large-scale migration has the potential to provoke conflict in receiving areas (see Reuveny, 2007; Salehyan & Gleditsch, 2006), yet most migration flows do not lead to conflict, and, in this regard, social integration and citizenship policies are particularly important (Gleditsch, Nordås & Salehyan, 2007). In short, resource scarcity, natural disasters, and long-term climatic shifts are ubiquitous, while armed conflict is rare; therefore, environmental conditions, by themselves, cannot predict violent outbreaks. Second, even if local skirmishes over access to resources arise, these do not always escalate to open warfare and state collapse. While interpersonal violence is more or less common and may intensify under resource pressures, sustained armed conflict on a massive scale is difficult to conduct. Meier, Bond & Bond (2007) show that, under certain circumstances, environmental conditions have led to cattle raiding among pastoralists in East Africa, but these conflicts rarely escalate to sustained violence. Martin (2005) presents evidence from Ethiopia that, while a large refugee influx and population pressures led to localized conflict over natural resources, effective resource management regimes were able to ameliorate these tensions. Both of these studies emphasize the role of local dispute-resolution regimes and institutions – not just the response of central governments – in preventing resource conflicts from spinning out of control. Martin’s analysis also points to the importance of international organizations, notably the UN High Commissioner for Refugees, in implementing effective policies governing refugee camps. Therefore, local hostilities need not escalate to serious armed conflict and can be managed if there is the political will to do so.
Biofuels increase emissions and destroy agriculture—the aff’s science is riddled with accounting errors. Star this card.

EEA 11 (“Opinion of the EEA Scientific Committee on Greenhouse Gas Accounting in Relation to Bioenergy” European Environment Agency Scientific Committee Page 1)
Important international and European efforts are under way to account for and reduce greenhouse gas (GHG) emissions and to increase the use of renewable energy. Several European Union energy directives encourage a switch from fossil fuels to renewable energy derived from plant biomass based on the premise that biomass combustion, regardless of the source of the biomass, would not result in carbon accumulation in the atmosphere. This mistaken assumption results in a serious accounting error.

Producing energy from biomass is meant to reduce GHG emissions. But burning biomass increases the amount of carbon in the air (just like burning coal, oil and gas) if harvesting the biomass decreases the amount of carbon stored in plants and soils, or reduces ongoing carbon sequestration. Two important factors that determine whether bioenergy reduces carbon in the atmosphere compared to fossil fuels are (i) where and (ii) how the biomass is produced and harvested. Hence, legislation that encourages substitution of fossil fuels by bioenergy, irrespective of the biomass source, may even result in increased carbon emissions – thereby accelerating global warming. It is widely assumed that biomass combustion would be inherently „carbon neutral‟ because it only releases carbon taken from the atmosphere during plant growth. However, this assumption is not correct and results in a form of double-counting, as it ignores the fact that using land to produce plants for energy typically means that this land is not producing plants for other purposes, including carbon otherwise sequestered. If bioenergy production replaces forests, reduces forest stocks or reduces forest growth, which would otherwise sequester more carbon, it can increase the atmospheric carbon concentration. If bioenergy crops displace food crops, this may lead to more hunger if crops are not replaced and lead to emissions from land-use change if they are. To reduce carbon in the air without sacrificing other human needs, bioenergy production must increase the total amount of plant growth, making more plants available for energy use while preserving other benefits, or it must be derived from biomass wastes that would decompose and neither be used by people nor contribute to carbon sequestration. The potential consequences of this bioenergy accounting error are immense. Based on the assumption that all burning of biomass would not add carbon to the air, several reports have suggested that bioenergy could or should provide 20% to 50% of the world‟s energy needs in coming decades. Doing so would require doubling or tripling the total amount of plant material currently harvested from the planet‟s land. Such an increase in harvested material would compete with other needs, such as providing food for a growing population, and would place enormous pressures on the Earth‟s land-based ecosystems. Indeed, current harvests, while immensely valuable for human well-being, have already caused enormous loss of habitat by affecting perhaps 75% of the world‟s ice- and desert-free land, depleting water supplies, and releasing large quantities of carbon into the air.

