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Contention 1 is the Environment

Joint cooperation between the United States and Mexico is key to building up renewable energy
Donnelly, June 28th, 2010 (Robert Donnelly is the Program Associate for the Mexico Institute, Wilson Center; “U.S.-Mexico Cooperation on Renewable Energy: Building a Green Agenda”; New Security Beat; http://www.newsecuritybeat.org/2010/06/u-s-mexico-cooperation-on-renewable-energy-building-a-green-agenda/) 

Could joint green-energy development help improve relations between the United States and Mexico? Speakers at this spring’s launch of “Environment, Development and Growth: U.S.-Mexico Cooperation in Renewable Energies,” a report released by the Woodrow Wilson Center’s Mexico Institute, agreed that cooperating on renewable energy is a positive step. However, the panelists asserted that cooperation could be maximized by better harnessing Mexico’s renewable resources and by leveraging the economic complementarities that exist among the border states.¶ Mexico’s Green Energy Potential ¶Mexico has large untapped areas of geothermal, wind, and solar potential, according to Duncan Wood, author of the Wilson Center report and chair of the Department of International Relations at the InstitutoTecnologicoAutonomo de Mexico (ITAM). Already, the country is the world’s third-largest producer of geothermal energy, and has large geothermal deposits in Baja California near major U.S. markets, such as San Diego and Los Angeles.¶ Mexico also offers great promise in wind power, with an estimated potential output of 1,800 to 2,400 megawatts for Baja California and 5,000 megawatts for southern Oaxaca state. Though Oaxaca is far from the U.S. border, it will soon be able to export electricity to U.S. markets, once Mexico’s mainland electrical grid is connected to the United States.¶ Wood also pointed out that Mexico is rich in solar energy, which could be marketed to the United States—particularly from the Baja California peninsula, which is the only part of the Mexican grid currently connected the United States. In biomass, he added, little investment has been made so far.¶ Opening New Avenues for Collaboration¶ With Mexico’s oil fields experiencing long-term and, in some cases, precipitous declines, the country is plotting a “future as a green nation,” shifting its policy focus toward alternative energy development, said Wood. In addition, Mexico’s renewable sector does have not the blanket prohibitions on private ventures that exist in the hydrocarbons sector, and regulatory adjustments over the past few administrations have enabled a more robust private stake in electricity generation and transmission.¶ A U.S.-Mexico taskforce on renewables was recently formed—an announcement timed to coincide with President Felipe Calderon’s April 2010 state visit to Washington—and there has been high-level engagement on the issue by both administrations. Collaboration between Mexico and U.S. government agencies through the Mexico Renewable Energy Program has enabled richer development of Mexico’s renewable resources while promoting the electrification and economic development of parts of rural Mexico.¶ Joe Dukert, an independent energy analyst affiliated with the Center for Strategic & International Studies, pointed out that U.S.-Mexico collaboration on renewables is a little-acknowledged area of bilateral cooperation, and stressed the economic complementarities that exist between the two countries on the issue. He noted, for example, that Mexico was well-positioned to furnish power to help California meet its Renewables Portfolio Standard (RPS) by 2020.¶ “Mexico can help them reach these [renewable energy] targets,” Dukert said. Yet at the same time, he said that Mexico needs to do more to enhance its profile as a renewable-energy supplier, and specifically suggested that energy attaches be assigned to the embassy and consulates.¶ Johanna Mendelson Forman, a senior associate with the Americas Program at the Center for Strategic & International Studies, emphasized the linkages connecting climate change, energy, and economic development. Forman warned that Mexico’s inadequate energy stocks are a problem for the United States, adding that “energy poverty is a real issue in Mexico.” Energy development and climate change—which are perceived as less polemical than other issues—are good entry points for a broader U.S.-Mexico dialogue, she remarked.

Mexican tech spreads globally – strong international ties

Storrs 6 (K. Larry Storrs, Specialist in Latin American Affairs, Foreign Affairs, Defense, and Trade Division of CRS, 1/18/2006 “Mexico’s Importance and Multiple Relationships with the United States”, http://assets.opencrs.com/rpts/RL33244_20060118.pdf)

While Mexico is strongly linked to the United States and to Latin America, it¶ has important ties to Europe and Asia as well, and has been a member of the¶ Organization of Economic Cooperation and Development (OECD) and the AsiaPacific Economic Cooperation (APEC) forum since the early 1990s. In addition, it¶ is a regular participant in the Rio Group, the Ibero-American Conference, and the¶ Latin America and Caribbean-European Union summits. Particularly under President¶ Fox, Mexico has pursued an even more activist global foreign policy, with greater¶ involvement in United Nations (U.N.) and Organization of American States (OAS)¶ activities. Mexican officials are seeking to expand trade with the European Union¶ under the EU-Mexico Free Trade Agreement that went into effect in July 2000, and¶ they signed a free trade agreement with Japan in 2004. Mexico held a temporary seat¶ on the U.N. Security Council in 2002 and 2003 and expressed support for continuing¶ diplomatic efforts under United Nations auspices to achieve the disarmament of Iraq,¶ leading to expressions of disappointment from the Bush Administration and some¶ tension in the bilateral relationship. Under Fox, the country has been open to¶ international human rights monitors and has played a stronger role in the United¶ Nations Human Rights Commission, at times voting for resolutions critical of Cuba.¶ On December 1, 2004, Mexican Foreign Minister Derbez launched a bid for Mexico¶ to have a permanent seat on the U.N. Security Council, placing it in competition with¶ Brazil to represent Latin America in a still-to-be-approved enlarged Security Council.

Shift to renewables vital to solve warming

Leonhardt, 12 – Washington bureau chief of the New York Times (David, 7/21. “There’s Still Hope for the Planet.” http://www.nytimes.com/2012/07/22/sunday-review/a-ray-of-hope-on-climate-change.html)
Behind the scenes, however, a somewhat different story is starting to emerge — one that offers reason for optimism to anyone worried about the planet. The world’s largest economies may now be in the process of creating a climate-change response that does not depend on the politically painful process of raising the price of dirty energy. The response is not guaranteed to work, given the scale of the problem. But the early successes have been notable. Over the last several years, the governments of the United States, Europe and China have spent hundreds of billions of dollars on clean-energy research and deployment. And despite some high-profile flops, like ethanol and Solyndra, the investments seem to be succeeding more than they are failing. The price of solar and wind power have both fallen sharply in the last few years. This country’s largest wind farm, sprawling across eastern Oregon, is scheduled to open next month. Already, the world uses vastly more alternative energy than experts predicted only a decade ago. Even natural gas, a hotly debated topic among climate experts, helps make the point. Thanks in part to earlier government investments, energy companies have been able to extract much more natural gas than once seemed possible. The use of natural gas to generate electricity — far from perfectly clean but less carbon-intensive than coal use — has jumped 25 percent since 2008, while prices have fallen more than 80 percent. Natural gas now generates as much electricity as coal in the United States, which would have been unthinkable not long ago. The successes make it possible at least to fathom a transition to clean energy that does not involve putting a price on carbon — either through a carbon tax or a cap-and-trade program that requires licenses for emissions. It was exactly such a program, supported by both Barack Obama and John McCain in the 2008 campaign, that died in Congress in 2010 and is now opposed by almost all Congressional Republicans and some coal-state and oil-state Democrats. To describe the two approaches is to underline their political differences. A cap-and-trade program sets out to make the energy we use more expensive. An investment program aims to make alternative energy less expensive. Most scientists and economists, to be sure, think the best chance for success involves both strategies: if dirty energy remains as cheap as it is today, clean energy will have a much longer road to travel. And even an investment-only strategy is not guaranteed to continue. The clean-energy spending in Mr. Obama’s 2009 stimulus package has largely expired, while several older programs are scheduled to lapse as early as Dec. 31. In the current political and fiscal atmosphere, their renewal is far from assured. Still, the clean-energy push has been successful enough to leave many climate advocates believing it is the single best hope for preventing even hotter summers, more droughts and bigger brush fires. “Carbon pricing is going to have an uphill climb in the U.S. for the foreseeable future,” says Robert N. Stavins, a Harvard economist who is a leading advocate for such pricing, “so it does make sense to think about other things.”

Warming exacerbates poverty and disproportionately affects developing countries
Layton 6 (Fran – Council of Record -- BRIEF OF THE NATIONAL COUNCIL OF THE CHURCHES OF CHRIST IN THE U.S.A., CHURCH WORLD SERVICE, AND NATIONAL CATHOLIC RURAL LIFE CONFERENCE AS AMICI CURIAE IN SUPPORT OF PETITIONERS -- COMMONWEALTH OF MASSACHUSETTS , et al., Petitioners, v. ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY , et al., Respondents. – Sept 5th -- http://www.eenews.net/features/documents/2006/09/05/document_gw_06.pdf)

These manifestations of a warming climate have potentially dire consequences for humanity. Their most devastating consequences, however, are reserved for the poor, the homeless and landless, and inhabitants of marginally productive lands.24 Those with the most tenuous grasp on survival are least able to adapt to changing circumstances and new risks.25  Hurricanes Katrina and Rita powerfully illustrated the destruction and disruption that severe storm activity can cause and their unequal distribution within and among communities. Such storm events can kill, injure, and leave homeless countless victims and can cripple the public infrastructure and institutions that would other- wise respond to those losses.26 As the 2005 storms revealed, the poor and powerless often live in the areas most susceptible to storm damage and are least able to flee a coming storm.27 Moreover, subsequent experience has shown that those unable to flee on their own experience lasting problems.28 The other effects of climate change are likely to be similarly profound and unevenly distributed within and among societies. Adverse effects on agricultural productivity, such as those caused by droughts and desertification, will exacerbate hunger and malnutrition, particularly in sub-Saharan Africa where people already struggle to eke out a living from the land.29 The increased risk of disease similarly will be borne most heavily by the poor in developing nations.3° Sweltering summer heat waves will take their toll principally on the defenseless the aged, the sick, and the poor who lack effective access to air conditioning and health care or are most sensitive to the physiological effects of warmer temperatures.3’ Indeed, record-setting summer weather in the past several years has left hundreds dead each year, especially among the elderly.32 
Renewable energy is at the forefront of addressing energy poverty

UNIDO 9- (UNIDO is the specialized agency of the United Nations that promotes industrial development for poverty reduction, inclusive globalization and environmental sustainability, “Mexico Forum: renewable energies key to solving developing world’s energy poverty, sustainable development”, October 7, 2009, http://www.unido.org/news/press/mexico-dev.html)
Swift global action is needed to address energy poverty in the developing world, and renewable energies should be part of the planet’s sustainable future and sustainable industrial development, said participants at an international Forum in León which was opened today by President Felipe Calderón. The three-day Global Renewable Energy Forum was organized by the Mexican Ministry of Energy (SENER) and the United Nations Industrial Development Organization (UNIDO). It brought together over 1000 participants from different parts of the world, including representatives of governments, international organizations, academia, civil society, and the private sector.“The level of energy poverty in the developing world is unacceptable and requires focused global action. Renewable energies are an inescapable part of our planet’s sustainable future and sustainable industrial development,” said UNIDO Director-General, Kandeh K. Yumkella.“The technology to change the situation exists, the money exists, the needs of the people are clear. Attacking this issue needs a focused approach with myriad benefits to development, equity, peace and security. Renewable energy should be the foundation and driving force of these efforts.”The world's 20 largest cities with a population over 10 million each use up 75 per cent of the planet's energy. By 2030, worldwide energy consumption is projected to grow 44 per cent. Yet some 1.6 billion people in the developing world still have no access to electricity, and one-fifth of the world population lacks access to electricity, thermal energy for heat and cooking, and mechanical power for productive uses.
Energy access is fundamental – decreases poverty, allows safe access to cheap food, increases educational attainment, prevents child mortality, limits disease and is a necessary investment for achieving gender equality

Tully 6 – PhD from London School of Economics

(Stephen Tully, “The Contribution of Human Rights to Universal Energy Access,” Northwestern Journal of International Human Rights, 4.3, Scholar)
Although providing essential infrastructure services was omitted as an explicit target, access to energy underpins each of the Millennium Development Goals (MDGs). 6 7 First, energy access alleviates poverty through improved productivity, greater incomegenerating opportunities, and micro-enterprise development. Household energy expenditure and urban transport costs are generally lower. Electricity and liquid fuels power diesel pumps for irrigation purposes or agroprocessing machinery, which grinds cereals, thereby increasing agricultural output and reducing food prices and eradicating hunger. Electricity also ensures food safety and preservation through more effective cooking, chilling, and freezing. Second, electricity access lowers the time spent by children, particularly girls, in collecting fuelwood, thereby enabling school attendance, reducing drop-out rates, and facilitating the achievement of universal primary education. Electricity also powers information and communications technology (including overhead projectors, computers, printers, and photocopiers) to enable distance learning. Lighting allows children to study for longer periods, and mechanized transport to school, such as electric trains, becomes possible. Third, energy access can empower women and achieve gender equality, a topic addressed in Part V. Fourth, improved cooking fuels reduce indoor air pollution, decrease respiratory infections, and prevent child mortality. Moreover, electricity enables households to boil water, thereby eliminating waterborne diseases, and provides warmth or space conditioning. Water supply infrastructure and sanitation treatment systems also require electricity to function. Modern energy services are less flammable and reduce the incidence of burns, housefires, and accidents. ¶21 Fifth, improved maternal health depends upon energy access. Communication and transport are critical to emergency obstetric care, and modern energy services encourage health care workers to serve rural areas. Sixth, electricity addresses the incidence of HIV/AIDS, malaria, and other diseases by supporting the ability of health clinics, hospitals, and operating theatres to refrigerate vaccines, boil water, sterilize equipment, incinerate used syringes, provide light, and transport patients. Seventh, renewable energy sources are environmentally sustainable because they reduce outdoor air pollution, including carbon emissions, a topic considered in Part VI. Modern cooking fuels alleviate the need to extract biomass energy sources, such as fuelwood, from forests and ecosystems. Finally, a global partnership for development depends upon the co-operative provision of energy. For example, electricity increases the productivity of machinery for cottage industries such as apparel production and light manufacturing. ¶22 The importance of energy (and individual access thereto) is more explicitly acknowledged at regional levels. For example, the sixty-two Member States of the UN Economic and Social Commission for Asia and the Pacific (UNESCAP) agreed that the region “will require more energy supplies and services to meet the basic needs and to improve the quality of life of its people,” 6 8 acknowledging that commercial mechanisms devoted to the urban poor and rural populations could achieve the “more equitable supply and servicing of energy to these people.” 6 9 UNESCAP resolved “to take accelerated action and initiatives to widen the access of energy services to our disadvantaged groups” 7 0 through its Sustainable Energy Development Action Programme. This Programme provides that “[a]ccessibility to commercial energy supply is essential for any programme of alleviating poverty through the provision of basic minimum human needs,” 7 1 and requires governments “to promote energy utilization for poverty alleviation by ensuring energy availability at affordable prices.” 7 2 Non-governmental organizatio ns (NGOs) go a step further to argue that energy “should be accessible to all at an affordable price and on an equitable basis.” 7 3
Energy poverty is social injustice

Moss et.al. 11(Jeremy Moss, Michael McMann, Jessica Rae, Andrea Zipprich, Darryl R.J. Macer, Aori R. Nyambati, Diana Ngo, MingMing Cheng, N. Manohar, and Gregor Wolbring are all members of the working group on the Evaluating Climate Change Adaptation Projects (ECCAP), a five-years initiative of the International Climate Change Information Programme (ICCIP), “Energy Equity and Environmental Security”, http://unesdoc.unesco.org/images/0021/002182/218271E.pdf, A.S.)

Social justice, broadly construed, consists in the distribution of benefits and burdens. Since people  need access to a reliable and affordable supply of energy to meet essential needs critical to health and wellbeing, energy poverty can be seen as a form of disadvantage that ought to be alleviated as a matter of social justice. That energy poverty is a form of disadvantage is clear from a number of perspectives.¶ Many philosophers (welfare egalitarians) argue that disadvantage consists of having reduced opportunities for wellbeing (Cohen 1989). Access to energy is clearly important for wellbeing given the connection between, for example, health and modern energy usage. Others (resource egalitarians) ¶ argue that disadvantage consists of having fewer resources than others (Dworkin 1981). By resources, ¶ philosophers usually mean goods such as income and wealth, as well as important background ¶ conditions, which provide an all-purpose means for people to effectively pursue their various lifeprojects and to advance their interests (Rawls 1999, p. 79). Since having fewer resources in this sense means having less opportunity to pursue our projects and to advance our interests, inequality in resources is a form of disadvantage. From this perspective, access to a reliable and affordable supply of energy is clearly important as energy use is required for a host of projects and ends that matter to people. Also, people’s access to other resources and goods—for example education and income—is ¶ often conditioned by their access to energy use. Constrained access to electricity at a community level, ¶ for instance, hinders the development of economic and educational opportunities for people living in ¶ rural and remote areas. Note that providing people with additional other resources like income will not ¶ always by itself overcome the obstacles that people face in accessing energy if, for example, there is no ¶ access to electricity networks where they live. This is why energy poverty is less closely associated with ¶ income poverty in rural areas (Pachauri et al. 2004, p.5). Hence, access to a reliable and affordable supply ¶ of energy should be considered an important resource in its own right.

Plan: The United States federal government should engage in joint cooperative development of renewable energy with the government of Mexico.
Contention 2 is the State
THE AFF IS NOT JUST FIAT – VINAY AND I RECOGNIZE THAT WE ARE NOT LITERAL POLICYMAKERS – BUT WE THINK A PRODUCTIVE DISCUSSION OF ENGAGING INSTITUTIONS IS CRITICAL TO EFFECTIVELY ADDRESSING AND CHANGING POLITICS
Wight – Professor of IR @ University of Sydney – 6

(Colin, Agents, Structures and International Relations: Politics as Ontology, pgs. 48-50 

One important aspect of this relational ontology is that these relations constitute our identity as social actors. According to this relational model of societies, one is what one is, by virtue of the relations within which one is embedded. A worker is only a worker by virtue of his/her relationship to his/her employer and vice versa. ‘Our social being is constituted by relations and our social acts presuppose them.’ At any particular moment in time an individual may be implicated in all manner of relations, each exerting its own peculiar causal effects. This ‘lattice-work’ of relations constitutes the structure of particular societies and endures despite changes in the individuals occupying them. Thus, the relations, the structures, are ontologically distinct from the individuals who enter into them. At a minimum, the social sciences are concerned with two distinct, although mutually interdependent, strata. There is an ontological difference between people and structures: ‘people are not relations, societies are not conscious agents’. Any attempt to explain one in terms of the other should be rejected. If there is an ontological difference between society and people, however, we need to elaborate on the relationship between them. Bhaskar argues that we need a system of mediating concepts, encompassing both aspects of the duality of praxis into which active subjects must fit in order to reproduce it: that is, a system of concepts designating the ‘point of contact’ between human agency and social structures. This is known as a ‘positioned practice’ system. In many respects, the idea of ‘positioned practice’ is very similar to Pierre Bourdieu’s notion of habitus. Bourdieu is primarily concerned with what individuals do in their daily lives. He is keen to refute the idea that social activity can be understood solely in terms of individual decision-making, or as determined by surpa-individual objective structures. Bourdieu’s notion of the habitus can be viewed as a bridge-building exercise across the explanatory gap between two extremes. Importantly, the notion of a habitus can only be understood in relation to the concept of a ‘social field’. According to Bourdieu, a social field is ‘a network, or a configuration, of objective relations between positions objectively defined’. A social field, then, refers to a structured system of social positions occupied by individuals and/or institutions – the nature of which defines the situation for their occupants. This is a social field whose form is constituted in terms of the relations which define it as a field of a certain type. A habitus (positioned practices) is a mediating link between individuals’ subjective worlds and the socio-cultural world into which they are born and which they share with others. The power of the habitus derives from the thoughtlessness of habit and habituation, rather than consciously learned rules. The habitus is imprinted and encoded in a socializing process that commences during early childhood. It is inculcated more by experience than by explicit teaching. Socially competent performances are produced as a matter of routine, without explicit reference to a body of codified knowledge, and without the actors necessarily knowing what they are doing (in the sense of being able adequately to explain what they are doing). As such, the habitus can be seen as the site of ‘internalization of reality and the externalization of internality.’ Thus social practices are produced in, and by, the encounter between: (1) the habitus and its dispositions; (2) the constraints and demands of the socio-cultural field to which the habitus is appropriate or within; and (3) the dispositions of the individual agents located within both the socio-cultural field and the habitus. When placed within Bhaskar’s stratified complex social ontology the model we have is as depicted in Figure 1. The explanation of practices will require all three levels. Society, as field of relations, exists prior to, and is independent of, individual and collective understandings at any particular moment in time; that is, social action requires the conditions for action. Likewise, given that behavior is seemingly recurrent, patterned, ordered, institutionalised, and displays a degree of stability over time, there must be sets of relations and rules that govern it. Contrary to individualist theory, these relations, rules and roles are not dependent upon either knowledge of them by particular individuals, or the existence of actions by particular individuals; that is, their explanation cannot be reduced to consciousness or to the attributes of individuals. These emergent social forms must possess emergent powers. This leads on to arguments for the reality of society based on a causal criterion. Society, as opposed to the individuals that constitute it, is, as Foucault has put it, ‘a complex and independent reality that has its own laws and mechanisms of reaction, its regulations as well as its possibility of disturbance. This new reality is society…It becomes necessary to reflect upon it, upon its specific characteristics, its constants and its variables’.

Changing organizational strategies to better deal with political realities is key to the effectiveness of movements including over the environment 

Skocpol 2013 – professor in political science at Harvard (January, Theda, “NAMING THE PROBLEM   What It Will Take to Counter Extremism and   Engage Americans in the Fight against Global Warming” http://www.scholarsstrategynetwork.org/sites/default/files/skocpol_captrade_report_january_2013y.pdf)

For America’s professional environmentalists it is profoundly disorienting to pull   punches linguistically or in terms of policy recommendations. These are highly educated  people long invested in a logical, rational-minded approach to governance. They have   built organizations staffed by thousands of scientists, lawyers, and lobbyists devoted to   spreading scientifically backed messages to policymakers who are presumed to want to   work out rational plans to solve problems. Global warming is, in their eyes, an overriding   crisis. “We have assumed,” explained the leader I quoted at the start of this report, “that if   you just realized the truths I know, you would agree” that the United States must take   immediate strong actions to curb carbon emissions and mitigate global warming.   Obviously, it is deflating to move from such confidence to mincing words in the face of   highly partisan attacks, popular consternation, and official evasions.   Yet the stark truth is that severe weather events alone will not cause global   warming to pop to the top of the national agenda – let alone revive and strengthen the   push for carbon capping legislation that surely must be one part of America’s (and the   world’s) fight against global warming. For that undertaking to reemerge and triumph,   fresh strategies will be needed, based on new understandings of political obstacles and   opportunities. 

Understanding the differences between branches is key to picking the best targets for our activism 

Cole 2011 - Professor, Georgetown University Law Center (Winter, David, “WHERE LIBERTY LIES: CIVIL SOCIETY AND INDIVIDUAL RIGHTS AFTER 9/11,” 57 Wayne L. Rev. 1203, Lexis)

Unlike the majoritarian electoral politics Posner and Vermeule imagine, the work of civil society cannot be segregated neatly from the law. On the contrary, it will often coalesce around a distinctly legal challenge, objecting to departures from specific legal norms, often but not always heard in a court case, as with civil society's challenge to the treatment of detainees at Guantanamo. Congress's actions on that subject make clear that had Guantánamo been left to the majoritarian political process, there would have been few if any advances. The litigation generated and concentrated pressure on claims for a restoration of the values of legality, and, as discussed above, that pressure then played a critical role in the litigation's outcome, which in turn contributed to a broader impetus for reform.

Forcing specific policy analysis is key – it allows state institutions to be reclaimed and generates debater education necessary to create a left governmentality that is necessary to create a public sphere 

Ferguson, Professor of Anthropology at Stanford, 11

(The Uses of Neoliberalism, Antipode, Vol. 41, No. S1, pp 166–184)

If we are seeking, as this special issue of Antipode aspires to do, to link our critical analyses to the world of grounded political struggle—not only to interpret the world in various ways, but also to change it—then there is much to be said for focusing, as I have here, on mundane, real- world debates around policy and politics, even if doing so inevitably puts us on the compromised and reformist terrain of the possible, rather than the seductive high ground of revolutionary ideals and utopian desires. But I would also insist that there is more at stake in the examples I have discussed here than simply a slightly better way to ameliorate the miseries of the chronically poor, or a technically superior method for relieving the suffering of famine victims.¶ My point in discussing the South African BIG campaign, for instance, is not really to argue for its implementation. There is much in the campaign that is appealing, to be sure. But one can just as easily identify a series of worries that would bring the whole proposal into doubt. Does not, for instance, the decoupling of the question of assistance from the issue of labor, and the associated valorization of the “informal”, help provide a kind of alibi for the failures of the South African regime to pursue policies that would do more to create jobs? Would not the creation of a basic income benefit tied to national citizenship simply exacerbate the vicious xenophobia that already divides the South African poor,¶ in a context where many of the poorest are not citizens, and would thus not be eligible for the BIG? Perhaps even more fundamentally, is the idea of basic income really capable of commanding the mass support that alone could make it a central pillar of a new approach to distribution? The record to date gives powerful reasons to doubt it. So far, the technocrats’ dreams of relieving poverty through efficient cash transfers have attracted little support from actual poor people, who seem to find that vision a bit pale and washed out, compared with the vivid (if vague) populist promises of jobs and personalistic social inclusion long offered by the ANC patronage machine, and lately personified by Jacob Zuma (Ferguson forthcoming).¶ My real interest in the policy proposals discussed here, in fact, has little to do with the narrow policy questions to which they seek to provide answers. For what is most significant, for my purposes, is not whether or not these are good policies, but the way that they illustrate a process through which specific governmental devices and modes of reasoning that we have become used to associating with a very particular (and conservative) political agenda (“neoliberalism”) may be in the process of being peeled away from that agenda, and put to very different uses. Any progressive who takes seriously the challenge I pointed to at the start of this essay, the challenge of developing new progressive arts of government, ought to find this turn of events of considerable interest.¶ As Steven Collier (2005) has recently pointed out, it is important to question the assumption that there is, or must be, a neat or automatic fit between a hegemonic “neoliberal” political-economic project (however that might be characterized), on the one hand, and specific “neoliberal” techniques, on the other. Close attention to particular techniques (such as the use of quantitative calculation, free choice, and price driven by supply and demand) in particular settings (in Collier’s case, fiscal and budgetary reform in post-Soviet Russia) shows that the relationship between the technical and the political-economic “is much more polymorphous and unstable than is assumed in much critical geographical work”, and that neoliberal technical mechanisms are in fact “deployed in relation to diverse political projects and social norms” (2005:2).¶ As I suggested in referencing the role of statistics and techniques for pooling risk in the creation of social democratic welfare states, social technologies need not have any essential or eternal loyalty to the political formations within which they were first developed. Insurance rationality at the end of the nineteenth century had no essential vocation to provide security and solidarity to the working class; it was turned to that purpose (in some substantial measure) because it was available, in the right place at the right time, to be appropriated for that use. Specific ways of solving or posing governmental problems, specific institutional and intellectual mechanisms, can be combined in an almost infinite variety of ways, to accomplish different social ends. With social, as with any other sort of technology, it is not the machines or the mechanisms that decide what they will be used to do.¶ Foucault (2008:94) concluded his discussion of socialist government- ality by insisting that the answers to the Left’s governmental problems require not yet another search through our sacred texts, but a process of conceptual and institutional innovation. “[I]f there is a really socialist governmentality, then it is not hidden within socialism and its texts. It cannot be deduced from them. It must be invented”. But invention in the domain of governmental technique is rarely something worked up out of whole cloth. More often, it involves a kind of bricolage (Le ́vi- Strauss 1966), a piecing together of something new out of scavenged parts originally intended for some other purpose. As we pursue such a process of improvisatory invention, we might begin by making an inventory of the parts available for such tinkering, keeping all the while an open mind about how different mechanisms might be put to work, and what kinds of purposes they might serve. If we can go beyond seeing in “neoliberalism” an evil essence or an automatic unity, and instead learn to see a field of specific governmental techniques, we may be surprised to find that some of them can be repurposed, and put to work in the service of political projects very different from those usually associated with that word. If so, we may find that the cabinet of governmental arts available to us is a bit less bare than first appeared, and that some rather useful little mechanisms may be nearer to hand than we thought.

A focus on policy is necessary to learn the pragmatic details of powerful institutions – acting without this knowledge is doomed to fail in the face of policy pros who know what they’re talking about

McClean 01 SOCIETY FOR THE ADVANCEMENT OF AMERICAN PHILOSOPHY – GRADUATE AND PHILOSOPHER – NYU, “THE CULTURAL LEFT AND THE LIMITS OF SOCIAL HOPE”, http://www.american-philosophy.org/archives/2001%20Conference/Discussion%20papers/david_mcclean.htm]

Leftist American culture critics might put their considerable talents to better use if they bury some of their cynicism about America's social and political prospects and help forge public and political possibilities in a spirit of determination to, indeed, achieve our country - the country of Jefferson and King; the country of John Dewey and Malcom X; the country of Franklin Roosevelt and Bayard Rustin, and of the later George Wallace and the later Barry Goldwater. To invoke the words of King, and with reference to the American society, the time is always ripe to seize the opportunity to help create the "beloved community," one woven with the thread of agape into a conceptually single yet diverse tapestry that shoots for nothing less than a true intra-American cosmopolitan ethos, one wherein both same sex unions and faith-based initiatives will be able to be part of the same social reality, one wherein business interests and the university are not seen as belonging to two separate galaxies but as part of the same answer to the threat of social and ethical nihilism. We who fancy ourselves philosophers would do well to create from within ourselves and from within our ranks a new kind of public intellectual who has both a hungry theoretical mind and who is yet capable of seeing the need to move past high theory to other important questions that are less bedazzling and "interesting" but more important to the prospect of our flourishing - questions such as "How is it possible to develop a citizenry that cherishes a certain hexis, one which prizes the character of the Samaritan on the road to Jericho almost more than any other?" or "How can we square the political dogma that undergirds the fantasy of a missile defense system with the need to treat America as but one member in a community of nations under a "law of peoples?"The new public philosopher might seek to understand labor law and military and trade theory and doctrine as much as theories of surplus value; the logic of international markets and trade agreements as much as critiques of commodification, and the politics of complexity as much as the politics of power (all of which can still be done from our arm chairs.) This means going down deep into the guts of our quotidian social institutions, into the grimy pragmatic details where intellectuals are loathe to dwell but where the officers and bureaucrats of those institutions take difficult and often unpleasant, imperfect decisions that affect other peoples' lives, and it means making honest attempts to truly understand how those institutions actually function in the actual world before howling for their overthrow commences. This might help keep us from being slapped down in debates by true policy pros who actually know what they are talking about but who lack awareness of the dogmatic assumptions from which they proceed, and who have not yet found a good reason to listen to jargon-riddled lectures from philosophers and culture critics with their snobish disrespect for the so-called "managerial class."

Causal chains in the 1AC verify our truth claims – assumptions about the world are validated by the results of our research and analysis – our form of knowledge does not produce value claims it is the result of validated value claims***

Fluck, PhD in International Politics from Aberystwyth, ’10 (Matthew, November, “Truth, Values and the Value of Truth in Critical International Relations Theory” Millennium Journal of International Studies, Vol 39 No 2, SagePub)

Critical Realists arrive at their understanding of truth by inverting the post-positivist attitude; rather than asking what knowledge is like and structuring their account of the world accordingly, they assume that knowledge is possible and ask what the world must be like for that to be the case. 36 This position has its roots in the realist philosophy of science, where it is argued that scientists must assume that the theoretical entities they describe – atoms, gravity, bacteria and so on – are real, that they exist independently of thoughts or discourse. 37 Whereas positivists identify causal laws with recurrent phenomena, realists believe they are real tendencies and mechanisms. They argue that the only plausible explanation for the remarkable success of science is that theories refer to these real entities and mechanisms which exist independently of human experience. 38 Against this background, the Critical Realist philosopher Roy Bhaskar has argued that truth must have a dual aspect. On the one hand, it must refer to epistemic conditions and activities such as ‘reporting judgements’ and ‘assigning values’. On the other hand, it has an inescapably ontic aspect which involves ‘designating the states of affairs expressed and in virtue of which judgements are assigned the value “true’’’. In many respects the epistemic aspect must dominate; we can only identify truth through certain epistemic procedures and from within certain social contexts. Nevertheless, these procedures are oriented towards independent reality. The status of the conclusions they lead us to is not dependent on epistemic factors alone, but also on independently existing states of affairs. For this reason, Bhaskar argues that truth has a ‘genuinely ontological’ use. 39 Post-positivists would, of course, reply that whilst such an understanding of truth might be unproblematic in the natural sciences, in the social sciences the knower is part of the object known. This being the case, there cannot be an ontic aspect to the truths identified. Critical Realists accept that in social science there is interaction between subject and object; social structures involve the actions and ideas of social actors. 40 They add, however, that it does not follow that the structures in question are the creations of social scientists or that they are simply constituted through the ideas shared within society at a given moment. 41 According to Bhaskar, since we are born into a world of structures which precede us, we can ascribe independent existence to social structures on the basis of their pre-existence. We can recognise that they are real on the basis of their causal power – they have a constraining effect on our activity. 42 Critical Realists are happy to agree to an ‘epistemological relativism’ according to which knowledge is a social product created from a pre-existing set of beliefs, 43 but they maintain that the reality of social structures means that our beliefs about them can be more or less accurate – we must distinguish between the way things appear to us and the way they really are. There are procedures which enable us to rationally choose between accounts of reality and thereby arrive at more accurate understandings; epistemological relativism does not preclude judgemental rationalism. 44 It therefore remains possible to pursue the truth about social reality.

Only the affirmative inaugurates a national energy strategy necessary to overcome public misconceptions and hamstrung approaches

Greenberg and Truelove 10

(Michael, School of Planning and Public Policy at Rutgers and Heather,  Vanderbilt Institute for Energy and the Environment, Energy Choices and Risk Beliefs: Is It Just Global Warming and Fear of a Nuclear Power Plant Accident?, Risk Analysis, 31.5 May)

Any broader importance that may be attached to these observations implies two challenges. One is to determine how many different subpopulations exist around the subject of energy preferences. For example, a recent study divided the U.S. population into six groups with regard to risk beliefs about global climate change.(58) Climate change is one component of an energy policy, and we believe that it is important to develop typologies of energy preferences. Given sufficient resources and time, we have no doubt that researchers will determine how many of these groups exist and how to most effectively communicate choices to them. Yet, whether there are six or two dozen groups has limited public policy value without an official comprehensive policy to communicate. The United States and its states have created policies for some components of the energy system, but not for many others, and have not adequately connected the parts that exist. The United States needs a clear and comprehensive energy strategy that addresses the energy life cycle beginning with securing the energy and transporting it, then to producing and transmitting the energy, and managing the wastes. Without a comprehensive strategy, we envision, for example, public agreement with an expansion of nuclear power but serious opposition to waste management and transport; public support for expansion of solar and wind sources but not for transmission lines; public opposition to siting liquefied natural gas terminals and exploring U.S. natural gas resources without understanding the consequences; and many other inconsistent preferences. Our call for a coherent plan that is communicated is a challenge to national and state governments and interest groups that have been reactive, created piecemeal and inconsistent policies, and have allowed the public to be left with bits and pieces of information, often contradictory, rather than a comprehensive energy policy framework that makes sense, even if parts of it are personally painful.
The state is the only viable actor in environmental politics.  Any anti-statist environmentalist struggles guarantees continual oppression of the impoverished and mass violence

Taylor 2k – Professor of Social Ethics

Bron, Professor of Religion & Social Ethics, Director of Environmental Studies, University of Wisconsin-Oshkosh, BENENEATH THE SURFACE: CRITICAL ESSAYS IN THE PHILOSOPHY OF DEEP ECOLOGY, P. 282-284)

A more trenchant problem is how bioregionalists (and the anarchists who influenced their most influential theorists) often assume that people are naturally predisposed (unless corrupted by life in unnatural, hierarchical, centralized, industrial societies) to cooperative behavior. This debatable assumption appears to depend more on radical environmental faith, a kind of Paul Shepard-style mythologizing, than on ecology or anthropology. Unfortunately for bioregional theory, evolutionary biology shows that not only cooperation promotes species survival; so also, at times, does aggressive competitiveness. Based on its unduly rosy view of the potential for human altruism, it is doubtful that bioregionalism can offer sufficient structural constraints on the exercise of power by selfish and well-entrenched elites. It should be obvious, for example, that nation-state governments will not voluntarily cede authority. Any political reorganization along bioregional lines would likely require “widespread violence and dislocation.” Few bioregionalists seem to recognize this likelihood, or how devastating to nature such a transitional struggle would probably be. Moreover, making an important but often overlooked point about political power, political theorist Daniel Deudney warns: The sizes of the bioregionality based states would vary greatly because bioregions vary greatly. This would mean that some states would be much more powerful than other [and] it is not inevitable that balances of power would emerge to constrain the possible imperial pretensions of the larger and stronger states. Andrew Bard Schmookler, in his critique of utopian bioregional progeny). For ignoring a specific problem of power. He asked: How can good people prevent being dominated by a ruthless few, and what will prevent hierarchies from emerging if decentralized political self-rule is ever achieved? One does not have to believe all people are bad to recognize that not all people will be good, he argued; and unless bad people all become good, there is no solution to violence other than some kind of government to restrain the evil few. Schmookler elsewhere noted that those who exploit nature gather more power to themselves. How, then, can we restrain such power? There must be a government able to control the free exercise of power, Schmookler concluded. Once when debating Green anarchists and bioregionalists in a radical environmental journal, Schmookler agreed that political decentralization is a good idea. But if we move in this direction, he warned, “there should be at the same time a world order sufficient [to thwart] would-be conquerors.” Moreover, “Since the biosphere is a globally interdependent web, that world order should be able to constrain any of the actors from fouling the earth. This requires laws and means of enforcement.” Schmookler concluded, “Government is a paradox, but there is no escaping it. This is because power is a paradox: our emergence out of the natural order makes power and inevitable problem for human affairs, and only power can control power. Bioregionalism generally fails to grapple adequately with the problem of power. Consequently, it has little “answer to specifically global environmental problems,” such as atmospheric depletion and the disruption of ocean ecosystems by pollution and overfishing. Political scientist Paul Wapner argues that this is because bioregionalism assumes “that all global threats stem from local instances of environmental abuse and that by confronting them at the local level they will disappear.” Nor does bioregionalism have much of a response to the “globalization” of corporate capitalism and consumerist market society, apart from advocating local resistance or long-odds campaigns to revoke the corporate charters of the worst environmental offenders. These efforts do little to hinder the inertia of this process. And little is ever said about how to restrain the voracious appetite of a global-corporate-consumer culture for the resources in every corner of the planet. Even for the devout, promoting deep ecological spirituality and ecocentric values seems pitifully inadequate in the face of such forces. Perhaps it is because they have little if any theory of social change, and thus cannot really envision a path toward a sustainable society, that many bioregional deep ecologists revert to apocalyptic scenarios. Many of them see the collapse of ecosystems and industrial civilization as the only possible means toward the envisioned changes. Others decide that political activism is hopeless, and prioritize instead spiritual strategies for evoking deep ecological spirituality, hoping, self-consciously, for a miracle. Certainly the resistance of civil society to globalization and its destructive inertia is honorable and important, even a part a part of a wider sustainability strategy. But there will be no victories over globalization and corporate capitalism, and no significant progress toward sustainability, without new forms of international, enforceable, global environmental governance. Indeed, without new restraints on power both within nations and internationally, the most beautiful bioregional experiments and models will be overwhelmed and futile.
Warming causes cultural genocide against natives
Young 07, Kathryn (writer for the CanWest News Service. “Climate may spell Inuit's cultural genocide; Hunting defines identity, MPs told” THE GAZETTE – 11/23]

Some Inuit fear climate change could bring about a "cultural genocide" as their hunting way of life melts with the sea ice, an Arctic expert told a breakfast meeting of parliamentarians yesterday.  "There's a cultural genocide implied," said Franklyn Griffiths, a retired University of Toronto political science professor and expert on Arctic and Russian affairs. "That is my phrase, not something they'd use."  With climate change, the physical basis for Inuit culture will disappear, he said in an interview later. "They won't be able to practise a hunting culture at all."  Griffiths traveled extensively throughout the Arctic last spring to interview Inuit hunters and elders about their attitudes on climate change. A small but strong minority is concerned climate change will kill the traditional Inuit way of life - based on hunting and fishing on sea ice - that in turn threatens their identity as a people.  "There's a real worry that the physical basis for the culture will be wiped out," Griffiths said. "Hunting will become the equivalent of picnics. It's all over, that way. No longer are they Inuit."  Although the majority of Inuit he interviewed believed they would adapt to climate change, Griffiths said he is worried about their culture.  "I think there is a real risk of Inuit culture being wiped out," he said, "but when and how fast that happens, I don't really know."   

Specifically – access to clean energy is a pre-requisite to material gains for disenfranchised women – governmental action is key

Tully 6 – PhD from London School of Economics

(Stephen Tully, “The Contribution of Human Rights to Universal Energy Access,” Northwestern Journal of International Human Rights, 4.3, Scholar)//BB

A gender perspective on energy access can be illuminating. 1 9 8 Women are traditionally responsible for meeting household energy requirements and, as the principal consumers, are likely to be more directly affected by tariff increases or resource scarcity. Energy infrastructure “can significantly reduce” the time women spend collecting fuelwood but requires a gender-appropriate design of service delivery. 1 9 9 The disproportionate burdens experienced by rural women when collecting biomass fuels include carrying heavy fuelwood loads over long distances, cuts, falls, animal bites, back injuries, and sexual harassment. An excessive workload may adversely affect the health and well-being of pregnant women. 2 0 0 Adverse health effects also arise from prolonged exposure to open fires within the home or workplace. 2 0 1 Women thus require access to efficient and labor-saving appliances to meet household energy needs suc h as cooking, lighting, and warmth. Improved energy access can also free women’s time from satisfying basic survival needs so that they may pursue employment activities, economic independence, and improved social standing. ¶51 Gender perspectives also pertain more specifically to access to electricity. 2 0 2 Women use electricity differently from men on account of different household and productive activities. For example, when constructing a water and sanitation project in Morocco, men sought a stable electricit y supply, whereas women were concerned with its application: ensuring household access to potable water. 2 0 3 Electricity use by women tends to be heat intensive (for food processing), labor intensive, and/or light intensive. For example, refrigeration preve nts contamination to ensure a food supply free from adverse substances, 2 0 4 and pumps reduce the labor required to collect water. Electrifying rice mills and other grain, oil, and food processing facilities eliminates exhausting or repetitive manual labor and increases the productivity of agricultural processing. Electricity offers income-generating opportunities for developing micro-enterprises (for example, leather and goods manufacturing, copper welding, utensils manufacturing, and baking). 2 0 5 Electricity also improves the quality of women’s health services (especially reproductive health). 2 0 6 Street lighting increases personal security and community safety at night, permits social gatherings, and extends trading hours for vendors. Household lighting offers additional opportunities for education and leisure (reading, television and radio), and telecommunications services improve social interaction. ¶52 An appreciation of the energy-gender nexus as outlined above becomes more complex with the addition of poverty reduction objectives. 2 0 7 For example, reducing public subsidies for essential utilities such as electricity affects women relatively more than men. 2 0 8 One commentator has observed that the proponents for electrification in developing countries use the same arguments as were previously employed to electrify the United States. 2 0 9 Assuming that North American women have not significantly benefited from electrification, other women are less likely to do so and may suffer negative consequences more directly and severely. ¶53 Regrettably, the treatment of women’s human rights within the sustainable development context is currently unsatisfactory. In theory, a gender perspective on energy for sustainable development is compatible with a human rights orientation: both raise issues of availability (choice of energy source), affordability (reflecting income), and fuel safety. 2 1 0 The importance of a rights-based approach to realizing the MDGs and “investing in infrastructure to reduce women’s and girls’ time burdens” has been particularly noted by the Commission on the Status of Women. 2 1 1 CEDAW becomes the lens through which the MDGs are to be understood and implemented, thus jointly furthering the Beijing Women’s Platform for Action and Agenda 21. 2 1 2 Although the CSD also acknowledged linkages between energy, poverty, and gender, largely as a consequence of NGO lobbying and advocacy activity, governments proved less receptive when formulating the Johannesburg Plan of Implementation. 2 1 3 Observing that the “selective approach to women’s rights within the MDGs has meant the exclusion of crucial rights for women’s equality,” an expert group concluded that a human rights framework “effectively changes the dynamics of women’s engagement with the State and the international community, from a position of needs fulfilment to a position of strength premised on rights that are guaranteed and that States have a duty to fulfil.” 2 1 4 ¶54 Gender mainstreaming requires at least one gender-specific indicator for each MDG. However, national reports only indicate a rights-based approach in relation to the third MDG (equality between men and women) with an instrumentalist approach characterizing all other objectives. 2 1 5 In short, the right to equality as a cross-cutting theme is inadequately reflected within other targets and indicators. 2 1 6 Indeed, the proportion of women employed within non-agricultural sectors, 2 1 7 including the electricity industry, 2 1 8 is the only link made between women and electricity. In other words, equality of treatment between men and women is limited to employment opportunities within the electricity sector. ¶55 Although emphasizing the right to work is to be commended, it is just one small step towards comprehensively implementing a human rights approach to energy for women. Government measures to promote gender equality require empowering women and increasing energy access. For example, enhancing women’s education in developing States through information and communications technology is preconditioned by electricity access. 2 1 9 The Beijing Platform for Action called upon governments to support equality of access to sustainable and affordable energy supplies but limited government commitments to the right of access to information. Thus women, particularly from developing States, “should be empowered by enhancing their skills, knowledge and access to information technology” including access to electronic networks and inclusion in technical decision-making. 2 2 0 Governments were also encouraged to recognize media networks and communication systems as a means for women to disseminate information and exchange views. 2 2 1 In addition, several governments promoted novel energy technologies as alternatives to biomass fuels with a view to reducing women’s workloads. 2 2 2
