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Obama supports new space development and funding now
Waterhouse 6/6 (6/6/11, Mike Waterhouse, Newsnet5.com, “President Obama talks with Leon Bibb about economy, jobs, NASA,” http://www.newsnet5.com/dpp/news/political/president-obama-talks-with-leon-bibb-about-about-economy-jobs-nasa)
NASA GLENN RESEARCH CENTER Despite concerns that the future of the NASA Glenn Research Center in Cleveland may be in jeopardy with the ending of the space shuttle program, the president said the center’s purpose fits with the next generation of America’s space program. “Even though the space shuttle is phasing out, what’s that next big leap? That’s exactly part of our plan to make sure we’re researching new fuel, new mechanisms to allow for long-term space flight. There’s some additional technological leaps that we have to make. We’re using the same technologies we were using back in the 60s, in some cases,” Obama said. He said the Glenn Research Center will be a critical part of the future of the space program. 

Spending on wars in Afghanistan and Iraq outweigh any new spending

Dwyer 6/22 (6/22/11, Devin Dwyer, ABC News, “Afghanistan War Costs Loom Large Over Obama Troops Announcement,” http://abcnews.go.com/Politics/afghanistan-war-costs-soar-obama-troops-announcement/story?id=13902853)
President Obama's planned drawdown of U.S. troops in Afghanistan next month fulfills a promise he made more than a year ago, but also underscores the overwhelming costs of America's longest war. While the United States grapples with debt and deficit crises, taxpayers are expected to spend more than $118 billion this year in Afghanistan for military operations, base security, reconstruction, foreign aid, embassy costs and veterans' health care. That's more than double the amount the Department of Homeland Security spends per year to secure the nation's borders, screen air travelers and help Americans recover from natural disasters, among other services. Afghanistan war spending is roughly six times the annual budget of NASA. All told, the war that began in October 2001 has cost taxpayers more than an estimated $443 billion, according to the Congressional Research Service, and the lives of more than 1,523 U.S. military service members. Polls show the U.S. public has become increasingly war weary, leading members of both parties -- including some Republican candidates for president -- to pressure Obama to expedite his Afghanistan plan and reprioritize the war funds. The pace of U.S. withdrawal proposed by Obama "sounds a little slow and a little cautious, when you look at one out of every six Defense Department dollars going in support of what we're doing in Afghanistan," former Utah governor and GOP presidential candidate Jon Huntsman said today on "GMA." "Nine years and 50 days into this conflict, the money that has been spent on both conflicts, well over $1 trillion, I think we have to say, 'What have we accomplished in Afghanistan?'" he said. Huntsman is not alone. While 57 percent of Americans in the latest ABC News poll say the war has contributed to long-term national security, far fewer, 25 percent, say it has contributed "a great deal," which is the kind of payback many want to see, given the war's steep price tag. The Pentagon says all of its war-related costs since Sept. 11, 2001, including in Iraq, have topped $1 trillion. Add diplomatic expenses and care for veterans and total government spending reaches an estimated $1.3 trillion. In a Senate speech Tuesday, freshman Democrat Joe Manchin of West Virginia said it was time to "rebuild America, not Afghanistan," and that Obama should pursue significant troop reduction immediately. Earlier in the week, members of the U.S. Conference of Mayors also urged Congress to end both the Afghan and Iraq wars and invest the money instead on jobs at home. Still, while Obama is expected to announce a reduction of 5,000 to 10,000 troops from Afghanistan by the end of the year, and as many as 30,000 "surge" troops next year, the shift won't dramatically reduce the burden of war on America's budget, statistics show. The Pentagon estimates show that taxpayers could save $30 billion in the first year of a drawdown. But the nonpartisan Congressional Budget Office projects war costs in both Iraq and Afghanistan in the next decade could still top $496 billion, even if troop levels fall to 45,000 from 99,000 by 2015.
Non-Unique
NASA budget increasing now 

Space Travel.com 6/8/11 NASA Spending Shift to Benefit Centers Focused on Science and Technology http://www.space-travel.com/reports/NASA_Spending_Shift_to_Benefit_Centers_Focused_on_Science_and_Technology_999.html
The newly created Space Technology Directorate, is set to receive an average of $1 billion annually between 2012 and 2016. The programs here are designed to revitalize the agency's ability to develop revolutionary technologies and innovations for exploration and robotic spaceflight This substantial budget will benefit Langley, Glenn and Ames Research Centers, which in the past supported research and test programs in aeronautics, science and human spaceflight missions.

Massive space spending now. 

The Economist 6/30/11 The military uses of space Spooks in orbit The other space programme http://www.economist.com/node/18895010
All the signs are that it is roaring ahead. The air force’s public space budget (as opposed to the secret part) will increase by nearly 10% next year, to $8.7 billion, with much of it going on a new generation of rockets. Bruce Carlson, director of the National Reconnaissance Office, the secretive outfit that runs America’s spy satellites, announced in 2010 that his agency was embarking on “the most aggressive launch schedule…undertaken in the last 25 years”. Much of the money goes on satellites—spy satellites for keeping tabs on other countries, communications satellites for soldiers to talk to each other, and even the Global Positioning System satellites, designed to guide soldiers and bombs to their targets, and now expanded to aid civilian navigation.

No Link

NASA spending is a drop in the bucket in the scope of the budget.

Washington Post 6/9/11 http://www.washingtonpost.com/opinions/five-myths-about-nasa/2011/06/09/AGliJgtH_story.html
At the height of the Apollo program, NASA consumed more than 4 percent of the federal budget. In the 1960s, that was a lot of money. Today, it’s a rounding error. NASA’s budget for fiscal year 2011 is roughly $18.5 billion — 0.5 percent of a $3.7 trillion federal budget. In 2010, Americans spent about as much on pet food. And those who complain that it is a waste to spend money in space forget that NASA creates jobs. According to the agency, it employs roughly 19,000 civil servants and 40,000 contractors in and around its 10 centers. In the San Francisco area alone, the agency says it created 5,300 jobs and $877 million worth of economic activity in 2009. Ohio, a state hard-hit by the Great Recession that is home to NASA’s Plum Brook Research Station and Glenn Research Center, can’t afford to lose nearly 7,000 jobs threatened by NASA cuts. Even more people have space-related jobs outside the agency. According to the Colorado Space Coalition, for example, more than 163,000 Coloradans work in the space industry. Though some build rockets for NASA, none show up in the agency’s job data.
NASA costs less than air conditioning for the military.

The Huffington Post  6/22/11 “Air conditioning The Military Costs More Than NASA's Entire Budget” http://www.huffingtonpost.com/2011/06/21/air-conditioning-military-cost-nasa_n_881828.html
NASA's annual budget is dwarfed by a lot of other programs, but this may be the most incredible. It costs $1 billion more than NASA's budget just to provide air conditioning for temporary tents and housing in Iraq and Afghanistan, according to Gizmodo. The total cost of keeping troops cool comes to roughly $20 billion. That figure comes from Steve Anderson, a retired brigadier general who was Gen. Petraeus' chief logistician in Iraq. NASA's total budget is just $19 billion. The huge cost comes from the fuel used to power the units, according to Gizmodo. Even worse, the trucks used to transport the fuel have also become targets for insurgent IEDs, which leads to casualties in addition to upping the costs.
Link Turn

Turn:  dealing with the problem now is by far the most cost efficient option

Imburgia, 11

Vanderbilt Journal of Transnational Law May, 2011 44 Vand. J. Transnat'l L. 589 Space Debris and Its Threat to National Security: A Proposal for a Binding International Agreement to Clean Up the Junk Lieutenant Colonel Joseph S. Imburgia*  (B.S., United States Air Force Academy (1994); J.D., University of Tennessee College of Law (2002); LL.M., The Judge Advocate General's Legal Center & School, U.S. Army, Charlottesville, Va. (2009)) is a Judge Advocate in the United States Air Force and is presently assigned as a legal exchange officer to the Directorate of Operations and International Law, Defence Legal, Australian Defence Force, Canberra, Australia. He is a member of the Tennessee and the Supreme Court of the United States bars, and he is a member of the Australian and New Zealand Society of International Law. Prior to becoming a Judge Advocate, Lieutenant Colonel Imburgia was a Targeting Officer, United States Strategic Command, Offutt Air Force Base, Neb. The views expressed in this Article are those of the author and should in no way be inferred as representing the views of any part of the U.S. government.

B. Spreading the Cost to Fix the Problem   Because a cost-effective method to remove space debris is needed to effectively address the problem, the required international agreement on space debris must create a way for the space-faring nations to fund further scientific research. Some nations may express concern that such a plan is not in their economic interest. Dealing with the problem now, however, would ultimately be less costly and less difficult than waiting until the cascade effect occurs. Moreover, as the amount of space debris increases, the economic barrier to space exploration also increases. Spacecraft will need thicker shielding, "making them heavier and more costly." n326 At some point, it could become too expensive to use and explore space unless the international community effectively deals with the removal of space debris.
Alt Cause to Impact
1. The United States economy will collapse – housing data, jobs, and no confidence

The Economic Collapse 11 [June 1, Phil’s Stock World: “Suddenly Everyone Is Warning About the Next Financial Collapse,” Lexis] WSX
Of course the United States continues to be an economic basket case.

More depressing housing data came out today. U.S. home prices are now 5.1% lower than they were a year ago and they have fallen back to mid-2002 levels. CNN is declaring that a housing "double-dip" has been confirmed. Sadly, U.S. home prices have now fallen farther during this economic downturnthan they did during the Great Depression. Also, the consumer confidence index fell from 66 in April to 60.8 this month. Americans are becoming more pessimistic about the economy. According to Gallup, 41 percent of Americans believed that the economy was "getting better" at this time last year. Today, that number is at just 27 percent. We are seeing a tremendous about of inflation in 2011, but incomes are not rising. Unemployment is still rampant and very few jobs are being created. What is even sadder is that a very high percentage of the jobs that are being created are part-time or temporary jobs. But this was supposed to be the "recovery". Barack Obama and the Congress pushed through "stimulus package" after "stimulus package". We added trillions to our national debt. The Federal Reserve has been printing money like crazy. An all-out effort was made to pump up the U.S. economy in the short-term. So after all of that, is this what the "recovery" is going to look like? Meanwhile, all of those efforts have also made our long-term economic problems even worse. Because of our exploding national debt and the reckless money printing by the Federal Reserve, faith in the U.S. dollar is dying. Even the United Nations is warning of a potential dollar collapse. We are in big, big trouble. This is about as good as things are going to get for the U.S. economy. Despite unprecedented efforts, the U.S. economy is still struggling mightily and our long-term economic problems are scarier than ever. Sadly, most Americans still believe that wonderful economic times are on the way. Most believe that this downturn is just temporary and that things will soon be better than ever. How do you think they are going to feel when they find out the truth? 
2. And, More ev – European financial collapse destroys global economy

The Economic Collapse 11 [June 1, Phil’s Stock World: “Suddenly Everyone Is Warning About the Next Financial Collapse,” Lexis] WSX
Conditions are also ripe in Europe for another financial collapse. Have you been watching what has been going on in Greece? Its crazy. Without another bailout the Greek government will soon start defaulting on their debts. The EU and the IMF dont want to give Greece more bailout money unless there are some significant "strings" attached. But they also know that if Greece is not bailed out it will cause complete chaos in the financial markets. The Greek population does not want more bailouts and more austerity. There have been protests all over the country. Greek citizens have been pulling billions out of Greek banks as the country descends into chaos. In the end, another bailout deal will get pushed through and the can will be kicked down the road a little while longer. But what about all of the other European nations that need bailouts. The government of Ireland is already indicating that they may need another bailout. Portugal, Spain and Italy (along with several other European nations) are also teetering on the brink of financial disaster. Most Americans do not realize it, but the European sovereign debt crisis really could set off another global financial crash. Everyone really should be watching Europe. It is going to be a very interesting summer.

Impact Defense
Economic downturn doesn’t cause war – Empirically.

Blackwill 2009– Former Deputy National Security Advisor for Strategic Planning –(Robert, “The Geopolitical Consequences of the World Economic Recession—A Caution,” Occasional Papers @ RAND Institute. [PDF Online @] www.rand.org/pubs/occasional_papers/OP275.html) 
Earlier slumps that have affected the United States may hold lessons regarding the present one.  Including this recession, from 1945 to 2009, the National Bureau of Economic Research has identified 12 U.S. recessions; excluding the current recession, their average duration was ten months (peak to trough).8 Did any of these post–World War II U.S. economic downturns result in deep structural alterations in the international order, that is, a fundamental, long-term change in the behavior of individual nations? None is apparent. Indeed, on some occasions geopolitical events caused international economic dips, but not the other way around. For example, the Iranian Revolution in 1979 sharply increased the global price of oil, which in turn produced an international energy crisis and, abetted by tight monetary policy by the Federal Reserve, a U.S. recession.
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