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All too often, debates about energy policy in the United States have been blind to the highly racialized environment in which both governmental policy and environmental catastrophe occur.  These debates render communities of color invisible, ignoring their historical oppression and everyday vulnerability to environmental danger. 

Maya Wiley, Director of the Center for Social Inclusion, Summer 2006, [“Overcoming Structural Racism,” Race, Poverty, and the Environment, Vol. 13, No. 1, online: http://www.urbanhabitat.org/node/504]

Last winter, the ground never froze in Brooklyn, New York. In January, I was digging up dandelions that had taken over my yard and preparing new flowerbeds.  Climate change is hitting close to home. The National Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration (NOAA) has predicted eight to 10 hurricanes in the North Atlantic Ocean this season—about half-a-dozen of them expected to be at least a category three. Katrina was a category three hurricane. So, New York could be the next New Orleans. One thing climate change makes clear: what happens to one community can happen to all—across neighborhoods, across cities, across countries. 

But we can stop the tragedy of New Orleans from repeating itself. We can even turn New Orleans’ tragedy into an opportunity to understand better the human landscape that for so long has been sowed with the poisonous seeds of racism. By understanding and addressing the inequities brought on by structural racism, we can and will improve our environment in every possible way, including socially and economically.

Often, when we talk about global warming, issues of racial inequity are left out. We focus on “dirty” energy, our government’s failure to regulate corporate polluting and reluctance to create incentives for clean and renewable energy alternatives. We criticize our consumer culture with its insatiable appetite for SUVs, and our preference for suburban living with its long commutes. All of these are, of course, important factors in creating and perpetuating a climate crisis that is finally being acknowledged in the U.S., thanks to the hard work of environmental activists. While no one can say for sure that global warming caused hurricane Katrina, the science strongly suggests that storms are getting fiercer and more destructive because of carbon emissions. 
A Hurricane’s Eye View of Global Warming
New Orleans has given us an opportunity to understand and address the racial causes and consequences of global warming. The broken levees are a metaphor for a weakened and fragmented government. Over the last four years alone, the US Congress has aggressively cut the revenue sources that enable government at all levels to invest in communities. Tax cuts of over a trillion dollars for the wealthiest five percent (annual income over $300,000) has meant severe cutbacks for disaster relief and a safety net.2 Consider, for example, President Bush’s proposed $708 million cut to the Army Corps of Engineers budget. A whopping $71.2 million of that money was earmarked for hurricane and flood prevention in New Orleans. Unfortunately, such budget cuts have become common and are part of a larger attack on federal responsibility for a social safety net.

Public willingness to accept the notion of a small, limited federal government developed in the historical context of slavery. The more powerful slaveholding families used these concepts to oppose abolition.  

The Republican Party’s infamous “Southern Strategy” of using racism to win the ideological fight for corporate prerogatives and limited social investments began in earnest in 1928.4 The limited government, self-help ideology translated into the explicit exclusion of Black people from the New Deal social safety net policies, like Social Security and unemployment benefits. Post-World War II government policies that created and preserved racially segregated white suburbs and the white middle class, intentionally excluded African Americans in particular, and people of color in general. (One of the many 
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consequences of these policies has been the environmental degradation brought on by an increased dependency on automobiles to commute from suburbs to job centers.) It is still the case that public support for social safety net programs, like welfare, decreases if the perceived beneficiaries of such programs are African American.5

New Orleans (and the U.S.) by Numbers
In 1970, 54 percent of the New Orleans metropolitan regional population lived in the city, was much more racially integrated, and had fewer neighborhoods of concentrated poverty.6 By 2000, the city had only 36 percent of the region’s population—over two-

thirds of which was Black7—indicating a loss of both jobs and revenues for New Orleans. In fact, between 1970 and 2000, the city saw a shocking 24 percent decline in jobs.

National and international studies show that fairer, more equitable countries and states have better environmental quality. Fairness and equality are measured by such indicators as income distribution, political rights, civil liberties, level of education, and access to healthcare.8 When we look at the major structural impediments to improving income distribution, political rights, and other indicators of a vibrant and healthy democracy in the U.S., we have to look at the policies affecting communities of color.

When entire communities of color are marginalized and excluded from a region’s civic and political life, they become invisible to the white communities. Whites will fight tooth and nail against the location of a waste treatment facility or an incinerator in their own neighborhoods, but accept their location in the “invisible” poor neighborhoods. (One example of an environmental insult is the attempt to create a landfill in the East New Orleans wetlands, strongly opposed by the Black and Vietnamese communities who wish to rebuild their homes there.)9  These privileged communities are thus able to avoid the questions raised by their unbridled consumerism and its effect on the environment.

On the other hand, if the government works to reduce poverty in urban communities of color, it has the effect of creating more jobs and reducing poverty in surrounding regions.10  When communities of color are able to participate in civic and political life, they are better able to attract investments to build and strengthen local economies and defend themselves against environmental insults.  
Racialized Poverty and Global Warming
At a recent conference on the racial and socio-economic implications of the rebuilding of the Gulf Coast, Laurie David, a Hollywood producer and tireless anti-global warming activist, spoke passionately about the climate crisis we face and the importance of U.S. leadership on carbon emissions reduction. When asked about the role of racialized poverty in New Orleans, David responded that the reality of global warming was such that a lot of people will get hurt. David is certainly right, and we all have to care about climate change. But we also need to have a better answer to the question of race and poverty in global warming.
The floodwaters of Lake Ponchartrain washed away any illusions of a racially equitable society. Although about 28 percent of New Orleans’ population was poor, there were many more poor African Americans (35 percent) than poor Whites (11.5 percent).11 And  of all city dwellers, nearly one-third of all Black households did not have access to a car while only 10 percent of White households lacked auto access.13 While there were no evacuation plans for the poor, the elderly, and the disabled either, it was common knowledge that the lowest ground in New Orleans was occupied by communities of color, which made up nearly 80 percent of the population in these flooded neighborhoods.14 It is no wonder then that most of the faces in the Superdome were Black.

Racialized poverty puts the poor communities of color at the frontlines of our war with our planet. They are, as Professor Lani Guinier points out, our miner’s canaries.  Their vulnerabilities shine a light on everyone’s vulnerabilities and we should pay careful attention to them when dealing with our public resources. 

How do our Gardens Grow?
The environmental justice community understands that racial inequity is one of the biggest barriers to healthy communities and a healthy nation.15 Nature is not bound by governmental jurisdiction. It may, however, be influenced by race and political privilege. So it is up to the privileged, the resourced, and the included, to work with communities of color, and not  just for them. It requires funders to resource communities of color for civic engagement. It also requires us to build a public will for a government that will strengthen the social safety net for our most vulnerable communities and rein in corporate prerogative.
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Environmental policy under the Bush Administration has made very clear the complexion of protection.  Energy policy routinely ignores the disproportional impacts of environmental dangers on communities of color. A renewed focus on environmental justice must contest the colorblind environmentalism of the status quo.

Robert D. Bullard, directs the Environmental Justice Resource Center at Clark Atlanta University, 2005 [The Environmental Justice Resource Center, Monday, December 19, http://www.ejrc.cau.edu/BullardAPEJ.html]

Pollution and dirty industries have followed the "path of least resistance" allowing many black communities to become environmental "sacrifice zones." This is not a matter of rocket science, but political science—a question of "who gets what, when, why, and how much?" (6) Nationally, three out of five African Americans and Latino Americans live in communities with abandoned toxic waste sites (7). 

Over 870,000 of the 1.9 million (46 percent) housing units for the poor, mostly black and Hispanic, sit within about a mile of factories that reported toxic emissions to the Environmental Protection Agency (8).  More than 600,000 students in Massachusetts, New York, New Jersey, Michigan and California were attending nearly 1,200 public schools, with largely African Americans and other children of color, that are located within a half mile of federal Superfund or state-identified contaminated sites (9).  More than 68 percent of Blacks live within 30 miles of a coal-fired power plant—the distance within which the maximum effects of the smokestack plume are expected to occur—compared with 56 percent of white Americans (10). 

Slow Government Response 

In the real world, all communities are not created equal. If a community happens to be poor, black, or a community of color, it receives less protection than affluent white communities. Government scientists and contractors have spent millions of dollars creating these health risk measures. Now that they have this latest study—and dozens of previous studies—the question is what are they going to do with this information? In the past, government has been slow to respond when the victims are mostly black. 

In 1992, after mounting scientific evidence and much prodding from environmental justice advocates, the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) produced its own study, Environmental Equity: Reducing Risks for All Communities, finally acknowledging the fact that some populations shouldered greater environmental health risks than others. The report found "clear differences between racial groups in terms of disease and death rates; racial minority and low-income populations experience higher than average exposures to selected air pollutants, hazardous waste facilities, contaminated fish and agricultural pesticides in the workplace; and great opportunities exist for EPA and other government agencies to improve communication about environmental problems with members of low-income and racial minority groups." (11)

And on February 11, 1994, environmental justice reached the White House when President William J. Clinton signed Executive Order 12898, Federal Actions To Address Environmental Justice in Minority Populations and Low-Income Populations. The Order mandated federal agencies to incorporate environmental justice into all of their works and programs (12). 

It is ironic that environmental justice at the U.S. EPA was initiated under the George H. Bush Administration. However, environmental justice has faltered and all but become invisible at the EPA under the George W. Bush Administration. In a 2003 report, Not in My Backyard: Executive Order 12,898 and Title VI as Tools for Achieving Environmental Justice, the U.S. Commission on Civil Rights concluded that "Minority and low-income communities are most often exposed to multiple pollutants and from multiple sources. . . . There is no presumption of adverse health risk from multiple exposures, and no policy on cumulative risk assessment that considers the roles of social, economic, and behavioral factors when assessing risk." (13)

A March 2004 EPA Office of Inspector General report, EPA Needs to Consistently Implement the Intent of the Executive Order on Environmental Justice, sums up the treatment of environmental justice under the Bush 
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administration. After a decade, EPA "has not developed a clear vision or a comprehensive strategic plan, and has not established values, goals, expectations, and performance measurements" for integrating environmental justice into its day-to-day operations (14). 

A July 2005 U.S. General Accountability Office report, Environmental Justice: EPA Should Devote More Attention to Environmental Justice When Developing Clean When Developing Clean Air Rules, also criticized EPA for its handling of environmental justice issues when drafting clean air rules (15). And this past July, the EPA was met with a firestorm of public

resistance when it proposed eliminating race and income from its Environmental Justice Strategic Plan. The proposal was described as "a giant step backward" and "a road map for other federal agencies to do nothing." (16)

One must ask what would the government response be if the "victims" of environmental injustice were disproportionately white and affluent? A case in point is childhood lead poisoning, a preventable disease, that continues to be the number one environmental health threat to children of color in the United States, especially poor children, children of color, and children living in inner cities (17). Having four decades of lead studies and not acting on them is tantamount to environmental racism. Removing lead from gasoline is hailed as a national environmental and health victory. However, allowing lead-paint in older housing to poison children is a national disgrace.

Black children are five times more likely than white children to have lead poisoning (18). 

One in seven black children living in older housing has elevated blood lead levels (19). 

About 22 percent of African American children and 13 percent of Mexican American children living in pre-1946 housing are lead poisoned, compared with 6 percent of white children living in comparable types of housing. Over 28.4 percent of all low-income African American children are lead poisoned compared to 9.8 percent of low-income white children. Recent studies supported by the National Institute for Environmental Health Sciences suggest that a young person's lead burden is linked to lower IQ, lower high school graduation rates and increased delinquency (20). Lead poisoning causes about 2 to 3 points of IQ lost for each 10 ug/dl lead level (21). 
Environmental Justice for All

The environmental protection apparatus is broken and needs to be fixed. The environmental justice movement has set clear goals of "fixing" this broken system, by eliminating unequal enforcement of environmental and public health laws. Environmental justice leaders have made a difference in the lives of people and the physical environment. They have assisted public decision makers in identifying "at risk" populations, toxic "hot spots," research gaps, and action models to correct existing imbalances and prevent future threats. 
Blacks and other impacted communities are not waiting for the government or industry to get their acts together. Waiting for government to respond can be as hazardous as the pollution or threat itself. We all witnessed this in the aftermath of Hurricane Katrina. Grassroots groups have taken the offensive to ensure that government and industry do the right thing. They have formed their own environmental justice movement to hold government and industry accountable. In the end, no community, black or white, rich or poor, should be exposed to unnecessary environmental health risks. Environmental justice is a basic human right.
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Nowhere are the structures of envrionmental racism more apparent than in urban brownfields – toxic city spaces that have been abandoned by industry and government alike.  these sites pose significant health and environmental risks to residents, contribute to the degeneration of city life, and perfectly demonstrate mainstream America’s disregard for communities of color.  
Robert D. Bullard et. al., Director of the Environmental Justice Resource Center at Clark Atlanta University, 2008 [Paul Mohai, Professor of Natural Resources and Environment, University of Michigan, Ann Arbor, Robin Saha, an Assistant Professor of Environmental Studies at the University of Montana, and Beverly Wright, Director of the Deep South Center for Environmental Justice at Dillard University, “Toxic Wastes and Race at Twenty: Why Race Still Matters After All These Years,” 38 Environmental Law, 371, Lexis]

Despite progress in research, planning, and policy, low-income and people of color neighborhoods and their residents suffer from greater environmental risks than the larger society. For example, lead poisoning continues to be the number-one environmental health threat to children in the United States, especially poor children, children of color, and children living in older housing in inner cities. n20 "Black children are five times more likely than white children to have lead poisoning" n21 and "one in seven black children living in older housing has elevated blood lead levels." n22

About 22% of African American children and 13% of Mexican American children living in pre-1946 housing suffer from lead poisoning, compared with 6% of white children living in comparable types of housing. n23 Recent [*378] studies suggest that a young person's lead burden is linked to lower IQ, lower high school graduation rates, and increased delinquency. n24 Lead poisoning causes about two to three points of IQ lost for each 10 ug/dl lead level. n25

The nation's environmental laws, regulations, and policies are not applied uniformly, resulting in some individuals, neighborhoods, and communities being exposed to elevated health risks. In 1992, staff writers from The National Law Journal uncovered glaring inequities in the way the federal EPA enforces its laws. n26 The authors write:
There is a racial divide in the way the U.S. government cleans up toxic waste sites and punishes polluters. White communities see faster action, better results and stiffer penalties than communities where blacks, Hispanics and other minorities live. This unequal protection often occurs whether the community is wealthy or poor. n27

These findings suggest that unequal protection is placing communities of color at special risk. The National Law Journal study supplements the findings of earlier studies and reinforces what many grassroots leaders have been saying all along: namely, people of color are differentially impacted by industrial pollution and they also can expect different treatment from the government. Environmental decision making operates at the juncture of science, economics, politics, special interests, and ethics. The question of environmental justice is not anchored in a debate about whether or not decision makers should tinker with risk management. The framework seeks to prevent environmental threats before they occur. n28
The U.S. Government Accountability Office (formerly the U.S. General Accounting Office) estimates that there are up to 450,000 brownfields (abandoned waste sites) scattered throughout the urban landscape from New York to California - most of which are located in or near low income, working class, and people of color communities. n29 More than 870,000 of the 1.9 million housing units for the poor, who are mostly minorities, sit "within about a mile of factories that reported toxic emissions to the Environmental Protection Agency." n30

More than 600,000 students in Massachusetts, New York, New Jersey, Michigan, and California attend nearly 1200 public schools - with [*379] populations largely made up of 
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African Americans and other children of color - that are located within a half mile of federal Superfund or state-identified contaminated sites. n31 An astounding "68 percent of African Americans live within 30 miles of a coal-fired power plant - the distance within which the maximum effects of the smokestack plume are expected to occur" - compared with 56% of white Americans. n32

In September 2005, the Associated Press (AP) released results from its analysis of an EPA research project showing African Americans are "79 percent more likely than whites to live in neighborhoods where industrial pollution is suspected of posing the greatest health danger." n33 Using EPA's own data and government scientists, the AP study, More Blacks Live with Pollution, revealed that "in 19 states, blacks were more than twice as likely as whites to live in neighborhoods where air pollution seems to pose the greatest health danger." n34 Hispanics and Asians also are more likely to breathe dirty air in some regions of the United States. The AP study found that residents of the at-risk neighborhoods were generally poorer and less educated, and unemployment rates in those districts were nearly 20% higher than the national average.
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Environmental Racism promotes a system of power that ignores, excludes, and exploits communities of color, domestically and internationally.  Addressing the intersection of environmental exploitation and social justice is critical to challenging modern day colonialism, which poisons the worlds most vulnerable communities for the luxury of its most privileged.  

Robert D. Bullard, Ph.D. Environmental Justice Resource Center Clark Atlanta University, 2002. [POVERTY, POLLUTION AND ENVIRONMENTAL RACISM: STRATEGIES FOR BUILDING HEALTHY AND SUSTAINABLE COMMUNITIES. http://www.ejrc.cau.edu/PovpolEj.html. ]
The United States is the dominant economic and military force in the world today. The American economic engine has generated massive wealth, high standard of living, and consumerism. This growth machine has also generated waste, pollution, and ecological destruction. The U.S. has some of the best environmental laws in the world. However, in the real world, all communities are not created equal. Environmental regulations have not achieved uniform benefits across all segments of society. [2] Some communities are routinely poisoned while the government looks the other way.
People of color around the world must contend with dirty air and drinking water, and the location of noxious facilities such as municipal landfills, incinerators, hazardous waste treatment, storage, and disposal facilities owned by private industry, government, and even the military.[3] These environmental problems are exacerbated by racism. Environmental racism refers to environmental policy, practice, or directive that differentially affects or disadvantages (whether intended or unintended) individuals, groups, or communities based on race or color. Environmental racism is reinforced by government, legal, economic, political, and military institutions. Environmental racism combines with public policies and industry practices to provide benefits for the countries in the North while shifting costs to countries in the South. [4]
Environmental racism is a form of institutionalized discrimination. Institutional discrimination is defined as "actions or practices carried out by members of dominant (racial or ethnic) groups that have differential and negative impact on members of subordinate (racial and ethnic) groups." [5] The United States is grounded in white racism. The nation was founded on the principles of "free land" (stolen from Native Americans and Mexicans), "free labor" (African slaves brought to this land in chains), and "free men" (only white men with property had the right to vote). From the outset, racism shaped the economic, political and ecological landscape of this new nation.
Environmental racism buttressed the exploitation of land, people, and the natural environment. It operates as an intra-nation power arrangement--especially where ethnic or racial groups form a political and or numerical minority. For example, blacks in the U.S. form both a political and numerical racial minority. On the other hand, blacks in South Africa, under apartheid, constituted a political minority and numerical majority. American and South African apartheid had devastating environmental impacts on blacks. [6]
Environmental racism also operates in the international arena between nations and between transnational corporations. Increased globalization of the world's economy has placed special strains on the eco-systems in many poor communities and poor nations inhabited largely by people of color and indigenous peoples. This is especially true for the global resource extraction industry such as oil, timber, and minerals. [7] Globalization makes it easier for transnational corporations and capital to flee to areas with the least environmental regulations, best tax incentives, cheapest labor, and highest profit.
The struggle of African Americans in Norco, Louisiana and the Africans in the Niger Delta are similar in that both groups are negatively impacted by Shell Oil refineries and unresponsive governments. This scenario is repeated for Latinos in Wilmington (California) and indigenous people in Ecuador who must contend with pollution from Texaco oil refineries. The companies may be different, but the community complaints and concerns are very similar. Local residents have seen their air, water, and land 
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contaminated. Many nearby residents are "trapped" in their community because of inadequate roads, poorly planned emergency escape routes, and faulty warning systems. They live in constant fear of plant explosions and accidents.
The Bhopal tragedy is fresh in the minds of millions of people who live next to chemical plants. The 1984 poison-gas leak at the Bhopal, India Union Carbide plant killed thousands of people--making it the world's deadliest industrial accident. It is not a coincidence that the only place in the U.S. where methyl isocyanate (MIC) was manufactured was at a Union Carbide plant in in predominately African American Institute, West Virginia. [8] In 1985, a gas leak from the Institute Union Carbide plant sent 135 residents to the hospital.
Institutional racism has allowed people of color communities to exist as colonies, areas that form dependent (and unequal) relationships to the dominant white society or "Mother Country" with regard to their social, economic, legal, and environmental administration. Writing more than three decades ago, Carmichael and Hamilton, in their work Black Power, offered the "internal" colonial model to explain racial inequality, political exploitation, and social isolation of African Americans. Carmichael and Hamilton write:

                The economic relationship of America's black communities . . . reflects their colonial status. The political power exercised over those communities go hand in glove with the economic deprivation experienced by the black citizens. Historically, colonies have existed for the sole purpose of enriching, in one form or another, the "colonizer"; the consequence is to maintain the economic dependency of the "colonized." [9]
Institutional racism reinforces internal colonialism. Government institutions buttress this system of domination. Institutional racism defends, protects, and enhances the social advantages and privileges of rich nations. Whether by design or benign neglect, communities of color (ranging from the urban ghettos and barrios to rural "poverty pockets" to economically impoverished Native American reservations and developing nations) face some of the worst environmental problems. The most polluted communities are also the communities with crumbling infrastructure, economic disinvestment, deteriorating housing, inadequate schools, chronic unemployment, high poverty, and overloaded health care systems.
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Thus, we are resolved that:

The United States federal government should substantially increase incentives for brightfields projects, providing tax credits for clean up and alternative energy development on federally designated brownfield sites.  
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Brightfields are the best way to reclaim urban brownfields.  The project generates community development, urban beautification, and a sustainable solution to America’s energy needs.

John Moskal, U.S. Environmental Protection Agency, 2003 [“Brockton Brightfields: Innovative Green Power Marketing Pilot,” http://www.epa.gov/swerrims//docs/iwg/BrocktonBrightfieldsfinal.pdf]

Monetizing the environmental benefits of various projects has been a long-standing environmental challenge. The innovative financing and growth concepts proposed by this pilot seek to provide a carrot to  encourage the market to support long-term contracts for  RECs, thereby monetizing them for purposes of  supporting financing and revenue forecasts. The specific innovative elements include the use of excess cash flows to fund capacity expansions and provide rights to the  associated increases in REC output to customers that  enter into long-term contracts. In addition, Brightfields are themselves an innovative use of blighted brownfields that might not otherwise be redeveloped because of their limited reuse potential.  BENEFITS The project will develop a clean energy source on an abandoned industrial property with few other development options, and no development options as sustainably desirable as the Brightfield (no emissions, noise or traffic). Further, beautification efforts on the site perimeter will transform a blighted property into a community asset. This model will enable Brockton to expand its project by reinvesting in generation assets.  There are even greater benefits to the state and EPA in that Brockton’s experience will help to grow the market for renewable energy while creating a replicable model for other communities. Growth of the green power market has clear environmental and public health benefits for all stakeholders.
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And, an environmental justice movement against brownfields contests the racialized division of space that predominates American politics at home and international politics abroad.  It exposes the structural violence that passes for progress and offers those who have been forgotten by globalization an opportunity to reclaim the city.  

Mark D.  Bjelland, Visiting Fulbright Scholar, City and Regional Planning, Cardiff University, U.K., 2005 [“Brownfields, Globalisation, and the Livable City”, http://www.keg.lu.se/ngm/html/papers/paper_bjelland.pdf ]
What lessons might these stories from Canada offer for geographers and policy-makers? First, that the dynamic forces shaping the global economy are producing a highly uneven form of geographical development and that is manifest in the Janus-faced spaces of former brownfields. Cities and regions that are the losers in the globalisation game, end up with a large inventories of vacant, derelict sites with little demand for redevelopment. A markets-only solution will do little for those regions that are the marginalized by capital shifts. Clearly, some regions will need help in moving forward and will have to challenge the dominant neo-liberal paradigm which has downloaded responsibility from higher levels of government to lower levels without providing adequate resources. 

Cities and regions that are the winners of the global economic game, have the potential to easily transform their inventor of brownfields into livable, vibrant, ecologically beneficial human settlements. By challenging and directing the potential energy for brownfields redevelopment to be more just, ecologically sustainable, and livable, as Vancouver has done, the winners can change the patterns imposed by globalization. Second, successful brownfields redevelopment project that incorporate the best urban design, social equity, and environmental sustainability perhaps can be used to shape policies elsewhere in order to promote better places to live. We must remember, as geographer Doreen Massey reminds us, that the “global” is produced “locally.” That is, the contours of the global economy are shaped in specific localities such as Vancouver. Thus, by shaping the processes of urbanisation in those localities, we might give shape to the forms or urbanism that are exported around the globe. Vancouver has already become a model for urban planning and design. Its models of integrating non-market housing into private sector schemes, its high standards of urban design including public waterfronts, generous park provision, slender towers on street-hugging platforms, have been emulated in cities from San Francisco to Toronto (Price 2003). The challenge remains, how to bridge the gap between the winners and losers in the globalization game and to continue contesting the forces that would create the Janus-faces spaces of globalization.
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Finally, environmental justice does not exclusively concern minorities in the city, but affects us all.  The growing inequality between affluent white communities and impoverished communities of color – and the environmental carnage it fuels – is creating a global system of destruction that puts all life on earth at risk.  Only an invigorated politics that contests the status quo’s distribution of pollution and prioritizes environmental justice can stave off inevitable extinction. 

Bunyan Bryant, Professor in the School of Natural Resources and Environment, and an adjunct professor in the Center for Afro-American and African Studies at the University of Michigan, 1995, [Environmental Justice: Issues, Policies, and Solutions, p. 209-212]

Although the post-World War II economy was designed when environmental consideration was not a problem, today this is no longer the case; we must be concerned enough about environmental protection to make it a part of our economic design. Today, temporal and spatial relations of pollution have drastically changed within the last 100 years or so. A hundred years ago we polluted a small spatial area and it took the earth a short time to heal itself. Today we pollute large areas of the earth – as evidenced by the international problems of acid rain, the depletion of the ozone layer, global warming, nuclear meltdowns, and the difficulties in the safe storage of spent fuels from nuclear power plants. Perhaps we have embarked upon an era of pollution so toxic and persistent that it will take the earth in some areas thousands of years to heal itself. 

To curtail environmental pollutants, we must build new institutions to prevent widespread destruction from pollutants that know no geopolitical boundaries. We need to do this because pollutants are not respectful of international boundaries; it does little good if one country practices sound environmental protection while its neighbors fail to do so. Countries of the world are intricately linked together in ways not clear 50 years ago; they find themselves victims of environmental destruction even though the causes of that destruction originated in another part of the world. Acid rain, global warming, depletion of the ozone layer, nuclear accidents like the one at Chernobyl, make all countries vulnerable to environmental destruction. 

The cooperative relations forged after World War II are now obsolete. New cooperative relations need to be agreed upon – cooperative relations that show that pollution prevention and species preservation are inseparably linked to economic development and survival of planet earth. Economic development is linked to pollution prevention even though the market fails to include the true cost of pollution in its pricing of products and services; it fails to place a value on the destruction of plant and animal species. To date, most industrialized nations, the high polluters, have had an incentive to pollute because they did not incur the cost of producing goods and services in a nonpolluting manner. The world will have to pay for the true cost of production and to practice prudent stewardship of our natural resources if we are to sustain ourselves on this planet. We cannot expect Third World countries to participate in debt-for-nature swaps as a means for saving the rainforest or as a means for the reduction of greenhouse gases, while a considerable amount of such gases come from industrial nations and from fossil fuel consumption.

Like disease, population growth is politically, economically, and structurally determined. Due to inadequate income maintenance programs and social security, families in developing countries are more apt to have large families not only to ensure the survival of children within the first five years, but to work the fields and care for the elderly. As development increases, so do education, health, and birth control. In his chapter, Buttel states that ecological development and substantial debt forgiveness would be more significant in alleviating Third World environmental degradation (or population problems) than ratification of any UNCED biodiversity or forest conventions. 

Because population control programs fail to address the structural characteristics of poverty, such programs for developing countries have been for the most part dismal failures. Growth and development along ecological lines have a better chance of controlling population growth in developing countries than the best population control programs to date. Although population control is important, we often focus a considerable 
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amount of our attention on population problems of developing countries. Yet there are more people per square mile in Western Europe than in most developing countries. “During his/her lifetime an American child causes 35 times the environmental damage of an Indian child and 280 times that of a Haitian child (Boggs, 1993: 1). The addiction to consumerism of highly industrialized countries has to be seen as a major culprit, and thus must be balanced against the benefits of population control in Third World countries. 

Worldwide environmental protection is only one part of the complex problems we face today. We cannot ignore world poverty; it is intricately linked to environmental protection. If this is the case, then how do we deal with world poverty? How do we bring about lasting peace in the world? Clearly we can no longer afford a South Africa as it was once organized, or ethnic cleansing by Serbian nationalists. These types of conflicts bankrupt us morally and destroy our connectedness with one another as a world community. Yet, we may be headed on a course where the politically induced famine, poverty, and chaos of Somalia today will become commonplace and world peace more difficult, particularly if the European Common Market, Japan, and the United States trade primarily among themselves, leaving Third World countries to fend for themselves. Growing poverty will lead only to more world disequilibrium to wars and famine – as countries become more aggressive and cross international borders for resources to ward off widespread hunger and rampant unemployment. To tackle these problems requires a quantum leap in global cooperation and commitment of the highest magnitude; it requires development of an international tax, levied through the United nations or some other international body, so that the world community can become more involved in helping to deal with issues of environmental protection, poverty, and peace. 

Since the market system has been bold and flexible enough to meet changing conditions, so too must public institutions. They must, indeed, be able to respond to the rapid changes that reverberate throughout the world. If they fail to change, then we will surely meet the fate of the dinosaur. The Soviet Union gave up a system that was unworkable in exchange for another one. Although it has not been easy, individual countries of the former Soviet Union have the potential of reemerging looking very different and stronger. Or they could emerge looking very different and weaker. They could become societies that are both socially and environmentally destructive or they can become societies where people have decent jobs, places to live, educational opportunities for all citizens, and sustainable social structures that are safe and nurturing. Although North Americans are experiencing economic and social discomforts, we too will have to change, or we may find ourselves engulfed by political and economic forces beyond our control. In 1994, the out-sweeping of Democrats from national offices may be symptomatic of deeper and more fundamental problems. If the mean-spirited behavior that characterized the 1994 election is carried over into the governance of the country, this may only fan the flames of discontent. We may be embarking upon a long struggle over ideology, culture, and the very heart and soul of the country. But despite all the political turmoil, we must take risks and try out new ideas – ideas never dreamed of before and ideas we thought were impossible to implement. To implement these ideas we must overcome institutional inertia in order to enhance intentional change. We need to give up tradition and “business as usual.” To view the future as a challenge and as an opportunity to make the world a better place, we must be willing to take political and economic risks. 

The question is not growth, but what kind of growth, and where it will take place. For example, we can maintain current levels of productivity or become even more productive if we farm organically. Because of ideological conflicts, it is hard for us to view the Cuban experience with an unjaundiced eye; but we ask you to place political differences aside and pay attention to the lyrics of organic farming and not to the music of Communism. In other words, we must get beyond political differences and ideological conflicts; we must find success stories of healing the planet no matter where they exist – be they in Communist or non-Communist countries, developed or underdeveloped countries. We must ascertain what lessons can be learned from them, and examine how they would benefit the world community. In most instances, we will have to chart a new course. Continued use of certain technologies and chemicals that are incompatible with the ecosystem will take us down the road of no return. We are already witnessing the catastrophic destruction of our environment and disproportionate impacts of environmental insults on communities of color and low-income groups. If such destruction continues, it will undoubtedly deal harmful blows to our social, economic, and political institutions. 

1ac (14/14)

As a nation, we find ourselves in a house divided, where the cleavages between the races are in fact getting worse. We find ourselves in a house divided where the gap between the rich and the poor has increased. We find ourselves in a house divided where the gap between the young and the old has widened. During the 1980s, there were few visions of healing the country. In the 1990s, despite the catastrophic economic and environmental results of the 1980s, and despite the conservative takeover of both houses of Congress, we must look for glimmers of hope. We must stand by what we think is right and defend our position with passion. And at times we need to slow down and reflect and do a lot of soul searching in order to redirect ourselves, if need be. We must chart out a new course of defining who we are as a people, by redefining our relationship with government, with nature, with one another, and where we want to be as a nation. We need to find a way of expressing this definition of ourselves to one another. Undeniably we are a nation of different ethnic groups and races, and of multiple interest groups, and if we cannot live in peace and in harmony with ourselves and with nature it bodes ominously for future world relations. 

Because economic institutions are based upon the growth paradigm of extracting and processing natural resources, we will surely perish if we use them to foul the global nest. But it does not have to be this way. Although sound environmental policies can be compatible with good business practices and quality of life, we may have to jettison the moral argument of environmental protection in favor of the self-interest argument, thereby demonstrating that the survival of business enterprises is intricately tied to good stewardship of natural resources and environmental protection. Too often we forget that short-sightedness can propel us down a narrow path, where we are unable to see the long-term effects of our actions. 

The ideas and policies discussed in this book are ways of getting ourselves back on track. The ideas presented here will hopefully provide substantive material for discourse. These policies are not carved in stone, nor are they meant to be for every city, suburb, or rural area. Municipalities or rural areas should have flexibility in dealing with their site-specific problems. Yet we need to extend our concern about local sustainability beyond geopolitical boundaries, because dumping in Third World countries or in the atmosphere today will surely haunt the world tomorrow. Ideas presented here may irritate some and dismay others, but we need to make some drastic changes in our lifestyles and institutions in order to foster environmental justice. 

Many of the policy ideas mentioned in this book have been around for some time, but they have not been implemented. The struggle for environmental justice emerging from the people of color and low-income communities may provide the necessary political impulse to make these policies a reality. Environmental justice provides opportunities for those most affected by environmental degradation and poverty to make policies to save not only themselves from differential impact of environmental hazards, but to save those responsible for the lion’s share of the planet’s destruction. This struggle emerging from the environmental experience of oppressed people brings forth a new consciousness – a new consciousness shaped by immediate demands for certainty and solution. It is a struggle to make a true connection between humanity and nature. This struggle to resolve environmental problems may force the nation to alter its priorities; it may force the nation to address issues of environmental justice and, by doing so, it may ultimately result in a cleaner and healthier environment for all of us. Although we may never eliminate all toxic materials from the production cycle, we should at least have that as a goal.
2ac Stuff

IMPACT: Garbage Humans

Brownfields expose both the racialized politics of space in America and also  the extent to which mainstream  environmentalism relies on a philosophy of color blindness that damns any hope for environmental justice for minority communities.  The consequence of this combination is the division of the body politic into a priveleged white population and a colored garbage population to be disposed of or abandoned just like the industrial waste that blights the city. 

Charles W. Mills, Professor of Philosophy at the University of Illinois, Chicago, 2001 [“Faces of Environmental Racism: Confronting Issues of Global Justice (2nd ed.,), p. 84-89]

Only with a more realistic sense of this moral and political history, then, and with a correspondingly modified conceptual apparatus, can one hope to understand the problem of waste disposal and why it could be “political.” The functioning of the state, the structure of space, the historic stigmatization of blacks within the white political community, the resulting partitioned ethic, all need to be taken into account in understanding the distribution of pollution costs.
What should we do with trash? It depends on who the “we” are. If the polity is racial, and political power significantly racialized, then there will be a white “we” whose collective rationality and moral group psychology differ from the black minority and who have differential power over them. For this white population, the full members of the polity, blacks themselves have historically been so looked down on that “black trash” has been close to pleonastic. “White trash” is an admonition, a cautionary epithet for those white people who do not, so to speak, live up to the responsibilities of whiteness, and thus lose their full status. Black trash, by contrast, is redundant, because “black” already has the connotations of trashiness. So from this perspective, blacks are not part of the “we” who are facing the environmental problem of what to do with our refuse. Rather, there is a sense in which blacks themselves are an  environmental problem, which “we” full humans (that is, the white population) have to deal with.
In his definitive history of Jim Crow, Leon Litwack describes the growing alarm in the posthellum South about the “dark menace” of freed and increasingly assertive blacks:

The very language employed to describe the growing Negro menace suggested that the problem be treated like any other epidemic or virus threatening the health and security of the community. To assess the results of emancipation was to raise the specter of blacks “inoculated with the virus of equality.” To talk about black political participation was to talk about “the cancer on the body-politic which, if not cured, will make of it a carcass.” To consider the social danger posed by blacks was to contemplate the need to avoid and reduce contamination, to dilute the black poison in the body of the South (as Atlanta’s chief health officer expressed it) to the point where it lost its toxicity. . . . If black people had become a source of social danger and contamination, the need to control, contain, and quarantine them in every conceivable fashion could no longer be questioned.28

Various solutions were considered for dealing with this threat to the white body politic. In the immediate post-Emancipation period, hopes had been entertained that blacks would solve the problem themselves by simply dying off: “The notion that black Southerners, no longer confined to the paternalistic custody of slavery and doomed to compete with whites, were destined for racial extinction enjoyed immense popularity in the late nineteenth century.”29 But unfortunately, the 1880 census showed their numbers to be increasing, so these Darwinian hopes had to be abandoned. An exterminist program to assist uncooperative nature had support in some quarters but was deemed somewhat on the extremist side. Colonization, simply purging blacks from the body politic, was a more respectable approach and had been considered at different times by Thomas Jefferson and Abraham Lincoln. But there were practical difficulties of organization, cost, suitable destination, and possible black unwillingness to go. In the end, Litwack points out, “most white Southerners settled on containment—not education or even gradual uplift but submission and permanent subordination, what one white frankly described as ‘back into slavery, without the name.’ “30 Sharecropping, convict labor, debt peonage, and above all the formal introduction of Jim Crow, legal segregation, can be seen as different ways of carrying out this program.

Segregation by law is the clearest manifestation of the physical control of the space of an inferior group, a group excluded from full membership in the polity, a group that must be morally, politically, and physically contained. And such “containment” would become the policy in the North also. In their account of what they call “American apartheid,” Douglas Massey and Nancy Denton argue that before 1900, “blacks and whites were relatively integrated in both northern and southern cities.” But all this would change with Jim Crow and mass black migration from the South. Through “a series of self-conscious actions and purposeful institutional arrangements that continue today,.. . actions and practices that had the passive acceptance, if not the active support, of 

most whites in the United States,” blacks were deliberately denied entry to white neighborhoods. By contrast, new European immigrants formed at worst “ethnic enclaves” rather than ghettoes. These enclaves were never homogeneous, were not particularly isolated, and unlike “permanent” black ghettoes, were “a fleeting, transitory stage in the process of immigrant assimilation.” Thus they were all eventually “spatially assimilated.” For blacks, on the other hand, the racial contract would inscribe—through neighborhood associations, real-estate dealers, redlining, restrictive covenants, and mob violence when necessary—a geography of aversion that would ultimately make blacks “the most spatially isolated population in U.S. history.”31Race, then, is the basic organizing spatial principle of the extended body of the polity. Fanon points out that “Consciousness of the body . . . is a third-person consciousness.”32 Similarly, Gail Weiss has devised the concept of “intercorporeality” to signify the multiple, reflexive interrelations between our bodies, our perceptions of our bodies, and the reciprocal shaping of those perceptions by seeing ourselves through the perceptions of others: “To describe embodiment as intercorporeality is to emphasize that the experience of being embodied is never a private affair, but is always already mediated by our continual interactions with other human and nonhuman bodies.” Our “body images” are thus “constructed through a series of corporeal exchanges that take place both within and outside of specific bodies.”33 Applying this concept to political theory, one could say that the white members of the body politic continually exchange their whiteness with each other, recognizing each others’ bodies in the light of their full membership in the polity, and so reciprocally creating that polity. As white, as a full citizen, one’s body mirrors the larger body. One walks with confidence in the knowledge that one’s citizenship will be recognized, since it is written on one’s body—it is one’s body. And the image of the white body politic is then extended through relations of equal intercorporeal recognition throughout a whitened space. There is a macro-body, the collective white body, sustained by intersubjective, artificial, “contractual” agreement between the full humans, whose space is the locus of the body politic proper. And it is recognized as appropriate, through relations of unequal corporeal exchange, that the black body—in a sense the “nonhuman body”—be excluded from the macro-body.
Mainstream environmentalism is thus the environmentalism appropriate to this body—the normative body, the white body. Since white space has been historically privileged, white environmentalists can place their emphases on preservation and conservation, slogans appropriate for those whose spaces have benefited from full incorporation into the white macrobody. If the role of the sovereign, as “soul” (Hobbes) of the body politic, is to maintain the body’s health, then the role of the white sovereign is to ensure the health of the white body. For a state founded on the racial contract, this will mean the differential allocation of resources to the creation and protection of white spaces. And historically, the state has in fact made both space and race, through demarcating by law the populations coded as races, through enforcing segregation, and through divergent treatment of the respective divided spaces. Desmond King, an English political scientist, points out the disingenuousness of a mainstream U.S. political theory that “little acknowledges” the obvious fact that the federal government “constituted a powerful institution upholding arrangements privileging Whites and discriminating against Blacks.”34 The racial state acts on behalf of the white citizenry, pouring resources into the privileged white spaces—schools, infrastructure, job creation, highways, mortgage assistance, police protection—since they are our spaces, the spaces that we, the full citizens of the polity, inhabit. So there is no common space, as in the mythical raceless social contract. Rather, there are our spaces and their spaces.
But even their spaces are in a sense ours—they are the spaces we concede to them, insofar as (short of outright expulsion) they have to occupy some space. Originally, it is explicit, then, that blacks do not have free range over the topography of the body politic. Rather, they are restricted to second-class spaces, as befitting their second-class, subperson status:
Niggertown, Darktown, Bronzeville, the black belt, the ghetto, the inner city, in housing arrangements; and, when they are allowed to enter the public white space, the back of the bus, the seats in the balcony, the crowded car at the end of the train. These spaces become identified as black spaces, and are derogated as such, signaling their nomncorporation in the respectable flesh of the white body politic. King describes how:

Prior to the end of segregation, the United States was subnationally a divided polity. Two political systems, mirroring two societies, the one democratic and the other oligarchic, existed side by side. . . . Segregation was an arrangement whereby Black Americans, as a minority, were systematically treated in a separate, but constitutionally sanctioned way. As the NAACP observed, they were treated “almost as lepers.”35

And this leprous flesh, the boundary of political, moral, and spatial exclusion from the body politic proper, marks the limits of the sovereign’s full responsibilities. As derogated space, inhabited by beings of lesser worth, it is a necessary functionalist space 

analogous to the body parts below the belt, the ones we keep hidden. Since the normative body is the white body, the black body, or the unavoidable black parts of the white body—its waste products, its excreta—need to be kept out of white sight. White space needs to be maintained in its character as white and preserved from contamination by the ever- threatening dark space—evil, shitty, savage, subproletananized. On the collective white macro-body, these spaces are literally blots on the landscape that we have to tolerate but that must not be allowed to trespass beyond their borders. The politics of racial space then requires that the line be drawn, the boundaries not crossed. These spaces must stay in their place. The racial contract is in part an agreement to maintain certain spatial relations, a certain spatial regime, the incarnation of the white body politic, the physical manifestation of the white Leviathan.

In this revised conceptual framework, then, it becomes unsurprising that the United Church of Christ’s Commission for Racial Justice found in the first national study on the topic (1987):
  Race is “the single most important factor (i.e., more important than income, home ownership rate, and property values) in the location of abandoned toxic waste sites.”36
  Some black residents of these areas feel “We don’t have the complexion for protection.”37
  A national investigation (1992) by the National Law Journal of Enviromnental Protection Agency cleanup efforts concluded “that the average fine imposed on polluters in white areas was 506 percent higher than the average fine imposed in minority communities” and that “cleanup took longer in minority communities, even though the efforts were often less intensive than those performed in white neighborhoods.”38

  Mainstream white environmentalists are perceived as caring more about parks and owls than people of color.39

  “Institutional resistance to providing information [on environmental issues] is likely to be greater for groups such as racial minorities.”

  In general, “Public officials and private industry have, in many cases, responded to the NIMBY [Not in My Black Yard] phenomenon using the ‘PIBBY’ principle, ‘Place in Blacks’ Back Yards.’ “41
In effect, then, these spaces can be written off because these people can be written off. The devalued space interacts with its devalued inhabitants. They are “outside” the boundaries of empathy, not like us, not an equally valued body in the intercorporeal community that is the collective white body. As Bill Lawson points out in chapter 3, “Living for the City: Urban United States and Environmental Justice” (p. 41): “[R]acial and spatial difference marks important differences that must be given weight in our moral deliberation.. . . Environmentalists have a natural conception of pollution as a negative norm. If a place is thought to be already polluted by racial identifiers, we need to contain the pollution by keeping it in that area.” Since these are already waste spaces, it is only appropriate that the waste products of industrialization should be directed toward them. Like seeks like—throwaways on a throwaway population, dumping on the white body’s dumpsite.
So the “environment” is not the same for these distinct and spatially segregated communities. Black relations to nature have always been mediated by white power, the sinews and tendons running through the white body. The combination of environmental with social justice concerns—so strange and radical from the point of view of traditional white environmentalism—then is simply a recognition of this fact. Conservation cannot have the same resonance for the racially disadvantaged, since they are at the ass end of the body politic and want their space upgraded. For blacks, the “environment” is the (in part) white-created environment, where the waste products of white space are dumped and the costs of white industry externalized. Insofar as the mainstream environmentalist framing of issues rests on the raceless body of the colorless social contract, it will continue to mystify and obfuscate these racial realities. “Environmentalism” for blacks has to mean not merely challenging the patterns of waste disposal, but also, in effect, their own status as the racialized refuse, the black trash, of the white body politic

Solvency Extensions

Tax incentives have empirically resulted in investment in brownfield sites, but more money is needed.

Rodenberger 2005 [Farah, “Brownfields Programs and Tax Incentives are Stimulating the Redvelopment of Brownfields Properties in North Carolina and South Carolina,” Southeastern Environmental Law Journal, 

Southeastern Environmental Law Journal, Vol. 13, p. 119, Spring, l/n]

The federal government estimated that federal tax incentives for site cleanups would decrease federal tax revenues by approximately $ 300 million annually, n84 but the tax incentive may simultaneously leverage as much as $ 3.4 billion in private investment and return approximately 8,000 brownfields sites to productive use. n85 In May 2005, the EPA reported that the overall program has leveraged more than $ 7 billion in public and private investment, has helped to create more than 31,000 jobs, and has resulted in the assessment of more than 5,100 properties. n86 The EPA expects that the demand for brownfields grants will increase in the future. n87
Despite these successes, between 2000 and 2003, funding for the Brownfields Program decreased by 60%. n88 In response, Congress passed a bill in 2004 that included a provision to promote brownfields redevelopments and explore innovative funding strategies. n89 In one of the bill provisions, Congress authorized $ 5 million for each fiscal year from 2004 to 2008 n90 to provide for "brightfields," which are brownfields implementing solar energy technologies. n91 The future success of the Brownfields Program will likely depend on further legislative and financial support.

Tax incentives key to brownfield redevelopment
Bartsch 1 (Charles, Senior Policy analyst Northeast-Midwest Institute, “Financing Brownfield Cleanup and Redevelopment,” online: http://www.nemw.org/brownfin.htm )

By attracting investment and providing a cash-flow cushion for companies, federal tax incentives could help promote brownfield redevelopment. Like historic rehabilitation tax credits, incentives focused on environmental cleanup and site reuse would help level the economic playing field between old brownfield sites and new greenfield locations. To limit their costs, tax incentives could be targeted in various ways—to economically distressed areas with demonstrated potential for productive reuse, to orphan sites, or to publicly-owned sites. Lawmakers are developing draft legislation for two tax-incentive approaches. Environmental remediation tax credits could offset a variety of costs, such as site characterization and cleanup. After the Northeast-Midwest Congressional Coalition's December 1994 forum in Pittsburgh, Rep. William Coyne (D-PA) developed a draft proposal to authorize an environmental remediation credit equal to 75 percent of the costs for carrying out a cleanup plan that has been approved either by the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) or another designated body (i.e., a state agency administering a voluntary cleanup program. Rep. Coyne, who intends to introduce legislation soon, would target this credit to sites with "a strong likelihood of redevelopment" and that would likely remain dormant without the financing assistance. Site remediation activities could become eligible for some form of tax-exempt industrial development bond (IDB) financing. Such a tax incentive has the effective result of lowering the cost of capital needed to carry out a project. Environmental remediation activities—site characterization, cleanup, and preparation activities—form an integral part of many manufacturing projects, which are acceptable small-issue IDB activities. Rep. Coyne also is circulating a draft proposal to clarify the use of so-called "qualified redevelopment bonds" (one type of IDB issuance) to specifically permit their use for environmental remediation, including "the clearing and preparation for development of land" acquired by a unit of government. Once federal statutes recognize site remediation activities as eligible uses, states could make brownfield projects a priority within their own IDB volume allocation procedures
A2: Gentrification (1/2)
revitalization does not hurt neighborhood residents any worse than decay.

Jacob L Vigdor, Faculty Rsch Fellow, Nat’l Bureau of Economic Research, 2006 [“Does Urban Decay Harm the Poor?” http://trinity.aas.duke.edu/~jvigdor/DUDHTP.pdf] 
Households could be harmed by revitalization if associated price increases exceed their willingness-to-pay. Further evidence exploiting the longitudinal nature of the AHS reveals that such price increases are not the norm. On average, price escalation in revitalizing neighborhoods is roughly equivalent to the rate of appreciation observed in declining neighborhoods. This suggests that factors other than neighborhood quality trends play a dominant role in determining rent increases faced by households in low-quality neighborhoods. To be sure, evidence suggests that rent increases exceed household willingness-to-pay in some revitalizing areas, but this type of rent increase is no more likely to occur in revitalizing areas than in stable or declining ones. The term “gentrification” has negative, even alarming, connotations in some urban areas. The evidence provided here suggests that those who fear neighborhood revitalization have made a basic error of attribution, by associating it with price increases that appear more strongly linked to other, albeit not fully identified, market forces. 

revitalization trades off with other expenses and doesn’t force residents out.
Jacob L Vigdor, Faculty Rsch Fellow, Nat’l Bureau of Economic Research, 2006 [“Does Urban Decay Harm the Poor?” http://trinity.aas.duke.edu/~jvigdor/DUDHTP.pdf]
Allowing demand and supply to vary. When housing demand and supply vary, changes in neighborhood quality may also bring about changes in neighborhood capacity. Increases in

quality, by raising prices, lead households to consume less housing and producers to supply more. Conversely, reductions in quality, which lower prices, will lead towards increases in per-household consumption of housing and lower supply. Changes in neighborhood quality should thus covary positively with population growth.
No correlation between change in neighborhood quality and price increases, revitalization can only be better than decay.
Jacob L Vigdor, Faculty Rsch Fellow, Nat’l Bureau of Economic Research, 2006 [“Does Urban Decay Harm the Poor?” http://trinity.aas.duke.edu/~jvigdor/DUDHTP.pdf]
Conventional wisdom suggests that urban revitalization can harm the poor, primarily by raising rents. It has also been argued that urban decline harms the poor by reducing job opportunities, the quality of local public services, and other neighborhood amenities. This seeming contradiction can be explained in a model incorporating moving costs and neighborhood quality change sufficiently large to change the rank-ordering of neighborhoods. Data from the American Housing Survey are used to estimate a discrete choice model identifying households’ willingness-to-pay for neighborhood quality, using very basic proxies for quality. These willingness-to-pay estimates are then compared to the actual price changes that accompany observed changes in neighborhood quality. The results suggest that the correlation between neighborhood quality change and price changes is actually quite low, consistent with the theoretical notion that equilibrium price differentials are determined by the household with the least valuation for quality. The results imply that, in general, neighborhood revitalization is more favorable than neighborhood decline

A2: Gentrification (2/2)

environmental justice movements include the community in the decision making process, which solves gentrification. 

Banzhaf, McCormick 2007 (Spencer and Eleanor, Associate Professor of Economics, Georgia State U and Rsch assistant, Jan 8, “Hazardous Waste; Renewable Resources and Conservation: Land Use; Distributional Effects”, http://yosemite.epa.gov/EE/epa/eed.nsf/WPNumberNew/2007-02?OpenDocument)
The literature suggests several factors that might minimize the probability of any gentrification occurring or mitigate its effects. First, given the importance of aesthetic amenities, reuse projects that fit the existing character of the community are less likely to trigger gentrification. Consistent with this point, the NEJAC (2006) report on unintended consequences stresses the importance of community involvement in planning reuse projects.

Even if gentrification occurs, it has an extremely small effect compared to environmental hazard zones.

Banzhaf, McCormick 2007 (Spencer and Eleanor, Associate Professor of Economics, Georgia State U and Rsch assistant, Jan 8, “Hazardous Waste; Renewable Resources and Conservation: Land Use; Distributional Effects”, http://yosemite.epa.gov/EE/epa/eed.nsf/WPNumberNew/2007-02?OpenDocument)
If gentrification occurs, its geographic extent is likely to be very local. Glass (1964) and Zukin (1987) stress that gentrified neighborhoods can exist side-by-side with deteriorating ones. Most hedonic price studies of Superfund sites have focused on very local areas, with effects extending to 2 miles or so at most. Studies with the most flexible functional forms (using rings around a LULU or splines, for example) find the strongest effects within about a mile (e.g. Ihlanfeldt and Taylor 2004, McCluskey and Rausser 2003). With respect to demographics, Banzhaf and Walsh find that income responses to TRI sites are still present one-half mile away, but weaker than one-quarter mile. The cleanup and reuse of smaller LULUs, such as brownfields, are likely to have even more local effects.
A2: Disads

Creating equitable solutions to environmental harm requires making the commitment to equality our first priority – only by placing the risks that disadvantaged communities are exposed to at the center of our impact calculus can we address the disempowering nature of modern society.
Laituri and Kirby 1994 (Melina and Andrew, Professor of Social Sciences, Arizona State U, and Associate Dean for Academic Affairs, Auckland, “Finding Fairness in America's Cities? The Search for Environmental Equity in Everyday Life”, Journal of Social Issues, Vol. 50, No. 3, 1994, pp. 121-139 JSTOR)

We have argued that any consideration of green justice cannot be limited solely to wildemess areas; it must include too the issue of natural resources as they are manifested within our urban areas. Indeed, a growing voice within American cities sees the inequitable distribution of these resources as yet another dimension of inequality within society. Class and ethnicity already determine a great deal of our opportunities; there is mounting empirical evidence that poverty and color are frequently associated with a poor quality of life and poor access to a healthy environment.  While many of us have observed these inequities, such observations have been slow to infiltrate the planning process and the political realm. This is because we have depended upon models of rationality, in both the analysis of risk and the determination of environmental impacts, that are incapable of incorporating issues of equity. It is for this reason that we argued for the creation of new approaches, ones that are congruent with the needs and views of the residents themselves. We have shown, in the discussion of the Environmental Equity Assessment, that it is possible to generate formal methodologies that allow us to incorporate a broader spectrum of issues, ranging from community views on risk through to a broad range of economic impacts and possible types of compensation. Our necessarily briefcase study of Tucson provides a sketch of how such an EEA can be developed.  For psychologists, this analysis offers one basic insight, namely the importance of understanding the collective discourse of risk in a community and the need to place this discourse within the contexts both of equity and the environmental quality of life. While individual constructions of the natural world and hazards are not without interest, these are always part of larger currents of opinion, dictated by corporations, govemments and the residents themselves. In the past these collective values have received less attention than those of the individual—and in disciplines like experimental economics, the construction of the individual's risk calculus remains paramount. Here, we have emphasized that the determination of equity with regard to the natural world must pay attention to the ways in which the collective consciousness is forged, if past experiences of pollution and a poor quality of life are to be rectified and avoided in the future.

A2: Disads

A commitment to environmental justice means not relying on old decision making models like utilitarianism and economic cost-benefit analysis – these models are themselves responsible for the condition of the city and inevitably deisregard those who are most affected by environmental degradation. 

Wenz 2001 (Peter S., Professor of Philosophy and Legal Studies at Sangamon State University and adjunct Professor of Medical Humanities at Southern Illinois University School of Medicine, , Faces of Environmental Racism: Confronting Issues of Global Justice (2nd ed.,), p. 63-67)

Utilitarians consider the interests of all individuals equally, and advocate pursuing courses of action that promise to produce results containing the greatest (net) sum of good. However, irrespective of how “good” is defined, problems with utilitarian accounts of justice are many and notorious.
Utilitarianism suffers in part because its direct interest is exclusively in the sum total of good, and in the future. Since the sum of good is all that counts in utilitarianism, there is no guarantee that the good of some will not be sacrificed for the greater good of others. Famous people could receive (justifiably according to utilitarians) particularly harsh sentences for criminal activity to effect general deterrence. Even when fame results from honest pursuits, a famous felon’s sentence is likely to attract more attention than sentences in other cases of similar criminal activity. Because potential criminals are more likely to respond to sentences in such cases, harsh punishment is justified for utilitarian reasons on grounds that are unrelated to the crime.
Utilitarianism suffers in cases like this not only from its exclusive attention to the sum total of good, but also from its exclusive preoccupation with future consequences, which makes the relevance of past conduct indirect. This affects not only retribution, but also reciprocity and gratitude, which utilitarians endorse only to produce the greatest sum of future benefits. The direct relevance of past agreements and benefits, which common sense assumes, disappears in utilitarianism. So does direct application of the principle of Commensurate Burdens and Benefits.

The merits of the utilitarian rejection of common sense morality need not be assessed, however, because utilitarianism seems impossible to put into practice. Utilitarian support for any particular conclusion is undermined by the inability of anyone actually to perform the kinds of calculations that utilitarians profess to use. Whether the good is identified with happiness or preference-satisfaction, the two leading contenders at the moment, utilitarians announce the conclusions of their calculations without ever being able to show the calculation itself.
When I was in school, math teachers suspected that students who could never show their work were copying answers from other students. I suspect similarly that utilitarians, whose “calculations” often support conclusions that others reach by recourse to principles of gratitude, retributive justice, commensuration between burdens and benefits, and so forth, reach conclusions on grounds of intuitions influenced predominantly by these very principles.

Utilitarians may claim that, contrary to superficial appearances, these principles are themselves supported by utilitarian calculations. But, again, no one has produced a relevant calculation. Some principles seem prima facie opposed to utilitarianism, such as the one prescribing special solicitude of parents for their own children. It would seem that in cold climates more good would be produced if people bought winter coats for needy children, instead of special dress coats and ski attire for their own children. But utilitarians defend the principle of special parental concern. They declare this principle consistent with utilitarianism by appeal to entirely untested, unsubstantiated assumptions about counterfactuals. It is a kind of “Just So” story that explains how good is maximized by adherence to current standards. There is no calculation at all.
Another indication that utilitarians cannot perform the calculations they profess to rely upon concerns principles whose worth is in genuine dispute. Utilitarians offer no calculations that help to settle the matter. For example, many people wonder today whether or not patriotism is a worthy moral principle. Detailed utilitarian calculations play no part in the discussion.
These are some of the reasons why utilitarianism provides no help to those deciding whether or not disproportionate exposure of poor people to toxic wastes is just.
Free Market Approach
Toxic wastes, a burden, could be placed where residents accept them in return for monetary payment, a benefit. Since market transactions often satisfactorily commensurate burdens and benefits, this approach may seem to honor the principle of commensuration between burdens and benefits.
Unlike many market transactions, however, whole communities, acting as corporate bodies, would have to contract with those seeking to bury wastes. Otherwise, any single individual in the community could veto the transaction, resulting in the impasse attending libertarian approaches.7 Communities could receive money to improve such public facilities as schools, parks, and hospitals, in addition to obtaining tax revenues and jobs that result ordinarily from business expansion.
The major problem with this free market approach is that it fails to accord equal consideration to everyone’s interests. Where basic or vital goods and services are at issue, we usually think equal consideration of interests requires ameliorating inequalities of distribution that markets tend to produce. For example, one reason, although not the only reason, for public education is to provide every child with the basic intellectual tools necessary for success in our society. A purely free market approach, by contrast, would result in excellent education for children of wealthy parents and little or no education for children of the nation’s poorest residents. Opportunities for children of poor parents would be so inferior that we would say the children’s interests had not been given equal consideration. 
The reasoning is similar where vital goods are concerned. The United States has the Medicaid program for poor people to supplement market transactions in health care precisely because equal consideration of interests requires that everyone be given access to health care. The 1994 health care debate in the United States was, ostensibly, about how to achieve universal coverage, not about whether or not justice required such coverage. With the exception of South Africa, every other industrialized country already has universal coverage for health care. Where vital needs are concerned, markets are supplemented or avoided in order to give equal consideration to everyone’s interests. 
Another example concerns military service in time of war. The United States has employed conscription during the Civil War, both world wars, the Korean War, and the war in Vietnam. When the national interest requires placing many people in mortal danger, it is considered just that exposure be largely unrelated to income and market transactions. 
The United States does not currently provide genuine equality in education or health care, nor did universal conscription (of males) put all men at equal risk in time of war. In all three areas, advantage accrues to those with greater income and wealth. (During the Civil War, paying for a substitute was legal in many cases.) Imperfection in practice, however, should not obscure general agreement in theory that justice requires equal consideration of interests, and that such equal consideration requires rejecting purely free market approaches where basic or vital needs are concerned. 
Toxic substances affect basic and vital interests. Lead, arsenic, and cadmium in the vicinity of children’s homes can result in mental retardation of the children. Navaho teens exposed to radiation from uranium mine tailings have seventeen times the national average of reproductive organ cancer. Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) officials estimate that toxic air pollution in areas of South Chicago increase cancer risks one hundred to one thousand times. Pollution from Otis Air Force base in Massachusetts is associated with alarming increases in cancer rates. Non-Hodgkin’s Lymphoma is related to living near stone, clay, and glass industry facilities, and leukemia  is related to living near chemical and petroleum plants.12 In general, cancer rates are higher in the United States near industries that use toxic substances and discard them nearby.13
In sum, the placement of toxic wastes affects basic and vital interests just as do education, health care, and wartime military service. Exemption from market decisions is required to avoid unjust impositions on the poor, and to respect people’s interests equally. A child dying of cancer receives little benefit from the community’s new swimming pool.
Cost-Benefit Analysis (CBA)
CBA is an economist’s version of utilitarianism, where the sum to be maximized is society’s wealth, as measured in monetary units, instead of happiness or preference satisfaction. Society’s wealth is computed by noting (and estimating where necessary) what people are willing to pay for goods and services. The more people are willing to pay for what exists in society, the better off society is, according to CBA.
CBA will characteristically require placement of toxic wastes near poor people. Such placement usually lowers land values (what people are willing to pay for property). Land that is already cheap, where poor people live, will not lose as much value as land that is currently expensive, where wealthier people live, so a smaller loss of social wealth attends placement of toxic wastes near poor people. This is just the opposite of what the Principle of Commensurate Burdens and Benefits requires.
The use of CBA also violates equal consideration of interests, operating much like free market approaches. Where a vital concern is at issue, equal consideration of interests requires that people be considered irrespective of income. The placement of toxic wastes affects vital interests. Yet CBA would have poor people exposed disproportionately to such wastes.’4
In sum, libertarianism, utilitarianism, free market distribution, and cost-benefit analysis are inadequate principles and methodologies to guide the just distribution of toxic wastes.
A2: Russia DA (1/3)

1. Non-Unique. High Oil Prices Overheat Russia’s Economy and Will Cause Collapse in the Status Quo

Kaluga and Nizhny, staff writers for The Economist, ’08 [“Smoke and Mirrors”, February 28, accessed 5/26/08, http://www.economist.com/world/europe/displaystory.cfm?story_id=10765120]

The share of oil and gas in Russia's GDP has increased, according to the Institute of Economic Analysis, from 12.7% in 1999 to 31.6% in 2007. Natural resources account for 80% of exports. Like a powerful drug, oil money has masked the pain caused to the Russian economy by the Kremlin. But the disease remains. 

To appreciate the impact oil prices have on the economy, compare real GDP growth of about 7% with growth measured in international prices. In dollar terms, says Rory MacFarquhar of Goldman Sachs, Russia's economy has grown on average by 27% a year, the fastest of any big economy since 2000. The flow of petrodollars is fanning a massive consumption boom, making Russia the sixth-biggest market in Europe. Disposable incomes (and retail trade) have been growing twice as fast as GDP. 
The problem, says Peter Aven, the head of Alfa Bank, is that Russia has failed to convert the oil stimulus into domestic production. Imports are growing much faster than manufacturing. The rapid real appreciation of the rouble is hurting Russia's producers, and many goods are of poor quality. This is why Algeria says it wants to return 15 military jets it purchased from Russia. 

Productivity remains far below that of most developed countries. In the first years after the 1998 crisis, labour and capital efficiency went up by 5.8% a year. But that growth was driven by using spare capacity left from Soviet times. Sustaining it will require more investment. 
Meanwhile the economy, unable to digest the money generated by the oil-and-gas boom, is clearly overheating. Inflation moved into double digits in late 2007, pushed up by, among other things, a huge inflow of capital attracted by swelling reserves and the strong rouble. Unlike oil revenues, which can be partially channelled into the stabilisation fund, this money cannot easily be absorbed.

2. No Link. China, India, and the Middle East Have Replaced the US as the Main Drivers of Oil Prices

Shenk ’08 [Mark, “Emerging Market Oil Use Exceeds US as Prices Rise”, April 21, http://www.bloomberg.com/apps/news?pid=20601109&sid=acpwND3.n05g&refer=home, accessed 6/25/08]

Traffic jams in Beijing and humming air conditioners in Dubai are replacing U.S. highways and suburbs as the driver of global oil prices. 

China, India, Russia and the Middle East for the first time will consume more crude oil than the U.S., burning 20.67 million barrels a day this year, an increase of 4.4 percent, according to the International Energy Agency in Paris. U.S. demand will contract 2 percent to 20.38 million barrels daily, the IEA says. 
Economic growth of more than 8 percent in China and India, coupled with increasing car ownership among the countries' combined populations of 2.45 billion people, will more than compensate for falling U.S. demand. Oil use worldwide will increase 2 percent this year because of growth in emerging markets, the Paris-based IEA says. 

``Does the U.S. matter anymore?'' said Mike Wittner, head of oil research at Societe Generale SA in London. ``Has the U.S. mattered for the last few years? It is debatable. As far as the oil market is concerned, demand growth is going to be continued to be driven by China and the Middle East.''

A2: Russia DA (2/3)

3. Turn. High Oil Prices Lead to Corruption and Inflation That Ultimately Harm Russia’s Economy

Matthews ’08 [Owen, “Economy of Clay”, May 17, http://www.newsweek.com/id/145877, accessed 6/25/08]

But in truth, the Russian economy as a whole is an edifice with feet of clay. The bling and glitter of the capital obscures a harsh reality: the architecture of Russia's economy is no more solid than that of an inflatable children's castle at fairground, with energy and commodity prices the wind that keeps it inflated. Yes, the Russian economy has been growing fast. But little of that growth has spilled over into the real Russian economy. Rather, the boom has, in many ways, held back Russia's non-commodities economy from growing: rampant inflation, spiraling real-estate prices and higher labor costs, bureaucratic corruption, expensive credit and bad governance have combined to stifle the competitiveness of many Russian businesses.
"Russia's macroeconomic performance has been stellar," says economic analyst Anders Aslund. "But Russia's oil surplus is so huge that it hides flaws in economic policy; the longer oil prices remain high, the worse economic policy will become. Booms breed complacency and corruption."

4. Turn. High Oil Prices Prevent Reform and Are Worse for Russia’s Economy

Antonov ’01 [Mikhail, “Money Tests”, December 28, http://www.cdi.org/russia/johnson/5618-8.cfm, accessed 6/26/08]

These are mostly just emotions. From the strategical point of view, it is high prices that are dangerous for Russia. Like cheap foreign loans, they relax the government. There appears a temptation: not to change anything, just distributing dollars and everyone is happy. The most important economic reforms of the past years took place in Russia in such periods, when oil prices were low - 1985, 1991, 1998.

A2: Russia DA (3/3)

5. Aggression Turn 

a. High Oil Prices Lead to Aggressive Russian Foreign Policy

Szrom and Brugato, American Enterprise Institute, ’08 [Charlie and Thomas, “Liquid Courage”, February 22, accessed 5/21/08, http://www.american.com/archive/2008/february-02-08/liquid-courage]

Of course, oil prices are not the sole determinant of Russian foreign policy: Moscow might have acted less aggressively if a more Western-friendly leader had been in charge. But an increase in oil prices has freed Putin from various international constraints and enhanced his leverage abroad in several ways.

Oil revenue has let Russia erase its debt to international lending organizations. By 2006, it had entirely paid off its International Monetary Fund obligations, which totaled $16.8 billion in 1999. Russia no longer needs Western cash—and therefore Western friendship—to keep its economy afloat.

New oil funds have also made Russia less dependent on neighboring trading partners, which has allowed Moscow to use trade cutoffs as a political tool. In November 2005, Russia banned imports of Polish meat; in January 2006, it cut off purchases of Ukrainian meat and dairy products; and later that year it blockaded Georgia’s economy almost entirely. All three of these countries—through their pro-Western foreign policy orientations—had offended Moscow.
With its vast oil wealth, Russia can now purchase the military tools needed to buttress an aggressive foreign policy. Between 2001 and 2007, its defense spending grew from $7.3 billion to $31 billion, an increase of more than 400 percent. Russian pilots barely flew 20 hours a month in 1999; that number increased to as many as 70 hours a month by 2003. In October 2003, Russia opened its first new base in Central Asia since the end of the Cold War. In 2005-2006, Russia received over a dozen ICBMs, two strategic bombers, 15 fighters, 15 satellites, 48 T-90 tanks, over 250 APCs, and 7,500 vehicles.

Russia is planning for an ambitious military buildup through 2015: 60 Iskander missiles, over 1,000 new and modernized aircraft, five nuclear-powered submarines, 69 SS-27 strategic nuclear missiles—the list goes on. Three new satellites launched in January give Russia’s Glonass system, an alternative to the U.S. Global Positioning System, coverage of 83 percent of the globe.
Putin described the scope of these plans in October 2007: “Our plans aren’t just big, they are grandiose, and they are perfectly doable.” Oil wealth has simply given Russia’s elites a more confident outlook, emboldening them to act more assertively abroad. Russian foreign minister Sergei Lavrov has stated that “it would be right to say that we view our role in global energy supply as a means for ensuring our foreign policy independence.”
b. Aggressive Russian Foreign Policy Sparks Conflict in Georgia That Escalates Into World War

The Week Daily ’08 [“Could Abkhazia Spark a World War?”, May 8, http://www.theweekdaily.com/news_opinion/world_news_opinion/40962/could_abkhazia_spark_a_world_war.html, accessed 5/21/08]

With or without formal NATO membership, said Anne Applebaum in Slate, “the West will have to come up with a major response” if Russia invades Georgia. Georgia is “an emerging democracy” with troops in Iraq, and it has “many implicit assurances of security” from the U.S. and NATO. This is worrisome. World War I had a similarly obscure start, and trouble in Abkhazia could “become the starting point of a larger war.”
It certainly could, said Alexander Golts in The Moscow Times, but not because Russia or Georgia actually wants “this conflict to escalate toward a military conflict.” Both sides have political and strategic reasons to provoke the other, but they are playing a dangerous game of brinksmanship. The two sides’ “aggressive” posturing could sharply escalate out of control, like at the start of World War I, and that could have “tragic consequences for the entire world.”
Neg Stuffs

Gentrification Turn (1/2)
The aff  leads to environmental gentrification.  cleanup and reviatlization lead to higher property values and force people out of their communities. 

H. Spencer  Banzhaf and P. Walsh Walsh Fellow, Resources for the Future; Department of Economics and Institute for Behavioral Studies University of Colorado, 2004 (“Testing for Environmental Gentrification: Migratory Responses to Changes in Environmental Quality, “2004 AERE Workshop)
There is also a second, more subtle, policy implication. In this environment, the bulk of the benefits of a policy that successfully cleans up dirtier neighborhoods where the poor live may actually be captured by richer households. As the neighborhood amenity improves, wealthier households move in, driving up rents. If the poor do not own their homes, landlords would capture the capital appreciation of the local housing, while the poor pay higher rents. This "environmental gentrification," as coined by Sieg et al. (2004), may actually more than offset the direct gain of the environmental improvement, so that the original residents are actually worse off. Such outcomes have been demonstrated in simulation models of air quality improvements in Los Angeles (Sieg et al. 2004) and increases in protection of open space in Raleigh, NC (Walsh 2003)
Community revitalization projects like the affirmative only gentrify the neighborhoods they ostensibly serve, further entrenching environmental injustice. 

Richard Moore Southwest Network for Environmental and Economic Justice of the EPA 2006 (http://www.scribd.com/doc/1611016/Environmental-Protection-Agency-redevrevitalrecomm92706)

The local impact of gentrification, displacement and equity loss is of critical concern to environmental justice communities and their advocates.  NEJAC also is concerned about the implications of local decisions that have a predictable, negative effect on environmental justice communities nationwide.  Market forces appear to be the primary drivers of this phenomenon.  Spurred by local government attempts to reclaim underutilized and derelict properties for productive uses, residents and businesses who once abandoned the urban core to the poor and underemployed now seek to return from the suburbs.  By taking advantage of federal policies and programs, municipalities, urban planners and developers are accomplishing much of this largely beneficial “revitalization.”  However, from the perspective of gentrified and otherwise displaced residents and small businesses, it appears that the revitalization of their cities is being built on the back of the very citizens who suffered, in-place, through the times of abandonment and disinvestment.  While these citizens are anxious to see their neighborhoods revitalized, they want to be able to continue living in their neighborhoods and participate in that revitalization.  In addition to facing tremendous displacement pressure, African Americans and other people of color also face difficult challenges in obtaining new housing within the same community (or elsewhere) after displacement.  For example, when these populations are displaced they must often pay a disproportionately high percentage of income for housing.  Moreover, they suffer the loss of important community culture.
Gentrification Turn (2/2)

Gentrification promotes colonialism in the city.  New affluent populations disempower indigenous residents. 

Sykora 4 (L : Faculty of Science, Charles University in Prague, Prague: Brownfield Gentrificaion in Amsterdam, http://web.inter.nl.net/users/Paul.Treanor/gentrification.html)

The ethics of gentrification are primarily about displacement, but also about the type of community which is being created. Amsterdam's new suburb of IJburg was labelled a 'yup ghetto' before a single house was built. There is no displacement, except of fish, since it is all on new artificial islands. There are no directly adjoining areas, and only one bridge to the city centre. Although it is not a 'gated community', it will have similar social characteristics. The people who move to IJburg will be relatively young, with tertiary education, and it will be a 'white' enclave in Amsterdam, where about half the population is from immigrant minorities. There is evidence from electoral geography, that such enclaves vote for the right, as you would expect. Long-term movement of upper-income migrants into an area - as on the south French coastal resorts - creates right-wing strongholds. In the May 2002 general elections, similar effects appeared in Dutch electoral geography: the 'white-flight' suburbs around Amsterdam and Rotterdam were strongholds of the racist Lijst Pim Fortuyn. IJburg will almost certainly be such a right-wing suburb. The question is, should such places exist at all? And, to return to the displacement issue, is it not even worse to create them, by displacing other people? In other words, 'white-flight' suburbs are an indication of the end result of the gentrification process: right-wing upper-middle-class concentrations. In fact right-wing attitudes seem to be inherent in gentrification. The gentrifiers are usually aware of their own status, especially the pioneers of the first phase: they have conscious attitudes of 'urban colonisation'. They see themselves as better than the indigenous population - because they are better educated, more socially active, more culturally aware. There may be a conscious attempt to 'upgrade' the population, and that idea is finding its way into official policy. Pro-gentrification attitudes are usually combined with pro-workfare attitudes. The logic is to view the poor as an inferior group, who must give up their homes to the rich - and then work for them in menial jobs. This underlying mentality is in itself an ethical objection to gentrification.

Russia Disad (1/2)

A. Uniqueness. Oil Prices Are High and Rising in the Status Quo

Agence France Presse ’08 [“Oil Prices to Double by 2012”, April 24, acc 6/23/08, http://www.breitbart.com/article.php?id=080424190433.04dy6kj4&show_article=1]

The price of oil is likely to hit 150 dollars (Canadian, US) a barrel by 2010 and soar to 225 dollars a barrel by 2012 as supply becomes increasingly tight, a Canadian bank said Thursday. 

The CIBC report says the International Energy Agency's current oil production estimates overstate supply by about nine percent, since it wrongly counts natural gas liquids -- which are not viable for transportation fuel -- in its numbers. 

Analyst Jeff Rubin in his report noted accelerating depletion rates in many of the world's largest and most mature oil fields. He estimates oil production will hardly grow at all, with average daily production between now and 2012 rising by barely a million barrels per day. 

"Whether we have already seen the peak in world oil production remains to be seen, but it is increasingly clear that the outlook for oil supply signals a period of unprecedented scarcity," said Rubin. 
"Despite the recent record jump in oil prices, oil prices will continue to rise steadily over the next five years, almost doubling from current levels." 

B. Links. 

1. Alternative Energy Reduces Demand For Oil and Undermines the Economies of Oil-Producing Nations

Longmuir, petroleum engineer, and Alhajji, energy economist, ’07 [Gavin and AF, “Need for a Balancing Act”, February 26, accessed 5/12/08 http://www.mees.com/postedarticles/oped/v50n09-5OD01.htm]

Thus, Western posturing over reducing the demand for oil could cause major oil exporters to react in a variety of ways, most of which would exacerbate rather than help the global energy situation.  Even in a scenario where Western countries successfully replaced their demand for oil from alternative indigenous energy sources, they would still have to live on the same planet as former major oil-exporting countries whose fragile societies would then be faced with the additional economic strain of the loss of their main current source of revenue. Energy independence for current oil-importers may carry a high moral price. If a sharp decline in oil revenues leads to instability in the oil producing areas, the West will not be able to turn a blind eye to such conflicts. In the age of globalization, these countries are economic and political partners of the West. Political instability that results from declining oil revenues must be added as a potential cost of oil independence.  In addition, it is unclear what will happen to the world monetary system without the trade in oil and the associated recycling of petrodollars. A change to a world where most industrial countries depend on their own domestic energy resources would require a major change in the world’s financial and monetary system.  Such a change will bring its own challenges and difficulties to all, including the industrial countries.
Russia Disad (2/2)

2. A Sustained Reduction in Oil Prices Would Crash the Russian Economy
Mityayev, RIA Novosti economic commentator, ’08 [Oleg, “President Medvedev’s Economic Challenges”, May 7, http://en.rian.ru/analysis/20080507/106805663.html]

Under a pessimistic scenario, the stagnation of the U.S. economy would last two years and spread to Europe, bringing oil prices down. However, the Russian government's economic advisers point to long-term macroeconomic stability in Russia, referring mainly to "safety bags" created mostly with export revenues, notably the Central Bank's international reserves and the reserve and national welfare funds. 

But if oil prices plummet, although this is highly unlikely, these safety bags will suffice only for a year or two. After that, the ruble will start losing weight, along with people's real incomes. Worse still, Russia's manufacturing sector will lose contracts because investment programs will be curtailed due to a fall in export revenues. 

In this event, the Russian economy will first overheat and then its growth will almost come to a standstill.

C. Impact. Russian Economic Decline Causes Nuclear War

Thompson ’99 [Jim, “Threats to the Global Economy”, March/April, http://www.thetrumpet.com/index.php?page=article&id=952, accessed 5/14/08]

The article also says, “At no time since the civil war of 1918-20 has Russia been closer to bloody conflict than it is today,” and that “if internal war does strike Russia, economic deterioration will be a prime cause.” As an indicator of Russia’s present financial condition, the February 6 Economist states that “Western bankers say they would rather eat nuclear waste than lend to Russia in its current state.” 

Foreign Affairs concludes, “Most alarming is the real possibility that the violent disintegration of Russia could lead to loss of control over its nuclear arsenal. No nuclear state has ever fallen victim to civil war, but even without a clear precedent the grim consequences can be foreseen. Russia retains some 20,000 nuclear weapons and the raw material for tens of thousands more, in scores of sites scattered throughout the country…. 

“If war erupts, however, Moscow’s already weak grip on nuclear sites will slacken, making weapons and supplies available to a wide range of anti-American groups and states. Such dispersal of nuclear weapons represents the greatest physical threat America now faces. And it is hard to think of anything that would increase this threat more than the chaos that would follow a Russian civil war.”

Russia DA A2: non-unique

1. Affirmative Evidence is Not Relevant

The Kaluga and Nizhny evidence says nothing about inflation causing an economic collapse in the short- or long-term. It does not non-unique our impact.

2. Economic Growth and Political Stability Will Continue in Russia

Kvint, chair of the Department of Financial Strategy at the Moscow School of Economics ’08 [Vladimir, “Russia’s Surging Economy”, January 8, acc 5/24/08, http://www.russiablog.org/2008/01/forbes_russias_surging_economy.php]

With the firm belief that, especially in Russia, past is prologue, the first and most important economic trend of 2007 was that nation's continued political and economic stability. This has made possible, and will continue to enable, reliable forecasts of economic trends, and has attracted a great deal of foreign investment in Russia.
Such an ongoing process has also caused Russian entrepreneurs to maintain and increase their domestic investments, rather than invest abroad, as they did before. Moreover, it has resulted in job creation and stimulated economic growth, which is now approaching 8%.
Which indicators are proving the increasing stability and predictability of the Russian economy? First, there's the unprecedented rate of growth of foreign investment, which surged by a factor of 2.5 in 2007. None of the world's 15 leading national economies can compete with this achievement. Some $100 billion was invested in Russia from abroad over the last 12 months, an all-time record for any emerging market country and a milestone of great historical and psychological significance for Russian business

Russia DA A2: No link (Other countries)

1. The DA Still Links 

Our Carey ’03 evidence says that even small decreases in demand can cause a big drop in oil prices. The US is still the world’s largest consumer of oil, and if it were able to offset a large percentage of its oil use, that would drastically affect global prices.

2. Prefer Our Evidence 

Our Carey and our Longmuir and Alhajji evidence specifically discuss the consequences of the US substantially increasing its alternative energy sources. The Affirmative’s evidence only assumes a modest reduction in US demand due to recession, not the dramatic decrease that would occur if the US had a viable alternative to oil.

3. Other Countries, Including China, Will Model US Alternative Energy Technology
Podesta, Stern, and Batton, Center for American Progress, ’07 [“Capturing the Energy Opportunity”, November 27, accessed 6/25/08, http://www.americanprogress.org/issues/2007/11/energy_chapter.html]

American action will spur developing world action in two separate ways. First, the policy changes needed to cut carbon emissions in the United States are job-producing and growth-generating actions. Other countries will emulate them, just as China, Russia, Brazil, and other countries have adopted building energy codes and appliance efficiency standards based on U.S. models. 
Second, the technologies needed to promote low-carbon economies are increasingly produced and sold in a global market. When America buys compact fluorescent lamps, most of them are made in China, so China automatically develops the manufacturing technology to use them domestically. When America requires that computers and TVs become more efficient, it affects the market in India and Africa. And conversely, when America lags in efficiency or renewable energy technology, either the rest of the world also lags or else other developed countries grab the market and control the export sales to the developing world.

Russia DA A2: Inflation turn

1. No Impact 

The Affirmative has no evidence that corruption or inflation will lead to economic decline, which is a critical internal link to our scenario. This turn cannot access our nuclear war impact. 

2. Non-Unique 

Cross-apply our Sutela ’08 evidence that says inflation will not continue in the status quo. Even if the Affirmative wins that their plan stops Russian inflation, they gain no unique advantage from this because inflation is going to stop anyway.

3. No Link- US Monetary Policy, Not Oil Prices, Causes Russian Inflation

Gilman ‘08 [Martin, “The Fed Can Help Russia Lower Its Inflation”, May 14, http://www.themoscowtimes.com/article/1028/42/362727.htm, acc 6/25/08]

But it is clear that the problem with inflation is deeper and more widespread. From China to Saudi Arabia, the common cause seems to be the abundance of liquidity emanating primarily from Washington, as the Federal Reserve opens the spigot to cushion the economy-wide impact of the price collapse in the key U.S. housing market. With the dollar still fulfilling the role of the key reserve currency, it is hard for other countries to escape the fallout, and Russia is certainly no exception. In these circumstances, what can be done? The options are limited and none of them comes without serious side effects.

Russia DA A2: Reform turn

1. No Impact 

The Affirmative’s evidence only says that high oil prices are one barrier to reform. That doesn’t prove that reform will occur if oil prices decline or that those reforms will be beneficial.

2. The DA Impact Short-Circuits the Turn 

The Affirmative’s story is that an economic decline would force the Russian government to reform. But our Thompson ’99 evidence says economic decline would lead to political instability, civil war, and ultimately nuclear war. The Affirmative concedes this point, which means that the Russian government would disintegrate before it had a chance to reform as a result of economic decline.

3. Time Frame Favors the Negative- Economic Decline Must Precede Political Reform

Sigov, former Russian journalist, ’08 [Mike, “Medvedev’s Lack of Independence is No Joke”, March 9, http://www.toledoblade.com/apps/pbcs.dll/article?AID=/20080309/COLUMNIST25/803090339, accessed 5/26/08]

Optimists in the West are saying that the dependence of Russia's overheating economy on oil and natural gas exports could undermine it in the future if the world economy dips into a recession and energy prices fall.

That may be true. But that scenario is not going to happen tomorrow.

The situation in Russia will have to get much worse economically before it can get better politically.

Russia DA A2: Aggression turn

1. It’s Too Late- Russia is Already Acting Aggressively Towards Georgia

Civil Georgia ’08 [“Russia Takes ‘Provocative Steps’ With Georgia”, May 7, http://www.civil.ge/eng/article.php?id=17780, accessed 6/25/08]

"In recent days and weeks, the Russian government has taken what we would call provocative actions which have increased tensions with Georgia," White House spokeswoman Dana Perino told reporters. "These steps have significantly and unnecessarily heightened tensions in the region," she said. Georgia has tried to reassert control over Abkhazia and South Ossetia since they broke away in the early 1990s. Russia has said its troop increases were aimed at countering an attack planned by Georgia on Abkhazia and it denied the drone shootdown. Perino urged the Russian government to reiterate its commitment to Georgia's territorial borders and sovereignty, reverse the troop movements and "cease from further provocation. "In contacts with both the Russian and Georgian governments at the highest levels, the United States has firmly reiterated our support for Georgia's territorial integrity and strongly urged Russia to de-escalate and reverse its measures," she said. The United States and Western allies have suspected Russia of trying to punish Georgia -- a small Caucasus country on Russia's southern border -- for its attempt to join the NATO alliance which Washington supports.

2. The Affirmative’s Story is Self-Contradictory 

Their Szrom and Brugato evidence claims that Russia can be more aggressive when countries like the US depend on them for oil and can’t act against them, but the Week Daily evidence claims that the US would intervene in a conflict between Russia and Georgia. Either Russia won’t invade Georgia for fear of US retaliation or the US won’t get involved for fear of losing access to Russian oil- either way, there’s no world war impact.

3. Our Impacts Outweigh 

Even if the Affirmative wins this turn, the original nuclear war impact outweighs it. You are forced to choose between a world with high oil prices, where there is a risk of world war but no indication that this would go nuclear, or a world with low oil prices, where Russia disintegrates into civil war and nuclear war is inevitable. You must vote Negative to avert the risk of catastrophic nuclear war.
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