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1. School lunch changes are too small – must change the culture
Haskins, senior fellow at Brookings, 05 
(Ron Haskins, The School Lunch Lobby, 2005 / VOL. 5, NO. 3, http://educationnext.org/the-school-lunch-lobby/)

The school-lunch reauthorization bill enacted by Congress last year contained a host of measures to improve nutrition, such as encouraging the Department of Agriculture to make more fresh fruits and vegetables available to local schools, creating an initiative to encourage partnerships between schools and local produce farms, and increasing the availability of whole grains in school meals. Of course, Congress and school administrators must face the fact that students will not necessarily make the food choices that are best for their health. Children will choose a salad over a juicy cheeseburger about as often as they choose educational TV over MTV. It is hard to argue with any of these good food initiatives, but expectations about how much school food programs can contribute to increasing the consumption of nutritious foods and reducing the national problem with childhood obesity should be modest. There are after all, around 120,000 elementary and secondary schools in the United States, and more than 90 percent of them participate in the school-lunch program. Trying to move all these facilities in the same direction is a huge undertaking. What’s more, even if school food met every guideline for fat, saturated fat, and sugar, the impact on children’s weight would probably be modest because children’s consumption of food at home and in fast-food pens would continue unabated. By the time they reach middle and late childhood, students seem determined to maximize consumption of their two favorite food groups: fat and sugar. Children’s preference for foods that are bound to make them fatter is established outside the school system. Unless we are prepared to remove all unhealthy foods from the schools–to minimize consumption of sugars and fats–there are obvious limits to the strategy of giving kids food choices. Schools can and should fight to improve the consumption of nutritious foods, and even to change students’ eating habits, but unless the nation’s food culture, food advertising, and patterns of food consumption at home and in fast-food restaurants undergo massive change, the schools will be waging little more than a rear-guard action. Even so, given the level of federal spending on the school food programs, it is reasonable to expect both Congress and the Department of Agriculture to put pressure on schools to aggressively implement wellness policies that minimize the consumption of fat and sugar on school property. To do so, schools may well be forced to reduce some food choices that have minimal nutritional value. Expect school lunch to continue moving inexorably along its well-traveled path of slow change and modest improvement while relying on its friends inside and outside Congress to fight off big shocks and spending cuts. At this very moment, as in 1981 and 1995, Washington is gearing up to make serious cuts in social programs to balance the budget. Will school lunch, and that 20 cents per meal middle-class subsidy, be on the menu? Fat chance.

2. (___)
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3.  School lunch regulations aren’t followed – too expensive
Fox News 1 – 25 – 17 
(Republicans look to scrap Michelle Obama school lunch plan, http://www.foxnews.com/politics/2017/01/25/republicans-look-to-scrap-michelle-obama-school-lunch-plan.html)

Since 2012, the U.S. Department of Agriculture has implemented the requirement – tied to the 2010 law – that schools include either a fruit or vegetable for lunches subsidized by the federal government. However, a report published in August 2015 by researchers at the University of Vermont found even though students added more fruits and vegetables to their plates, “children consumed fewer [fruits and vegetables] and wasted more during the school year immediately following implementation of the USDA rule.” Titled “Impact of the National School Lunch Program on Fruit and Vegetable Selection,” the report noted that average waste increased from a quarter cup to more than one-third of a cup per tray. Observing students at two northeastern elementary schools during more than 20 visits to each, researchers took photos of students’ trays after they chose their items, as they were exiting the lunch line and again as they went by the garbage cans. The study's conclusions comport with widespread complaints from school officials and parents that the program encourages food waste. It also has drawn criticism for cost, implementation difficulties and unpopularity with students. Further, since the restrictions on calories, fat, sugar, sodium, whole grains, fruits and vegetables went into effect, it is estimated that over 1.2 million students have stopped eating school lunches, according to EAGnews.org. School systems also dropped out of the program because it led in some cases to compliance costs exceeding the amount of federal subsidies received.


4. (___)


5.  Childhood health practices don’t influence adult behavior – obesity rates prove
Basham & Luik, Professor at Johns Hopkins & Senior Fellow at the Democracy Institute, London,  08 
(Basham, Patrick, and John Luik. "Is the obesity epidemic exaggerated? Yes." BMJ: British Medical Journal 336.7638 (2008): 244)

There is considerable evidence that most fat adults were not fat children.14 Moreover, the thousand families cohort study found both little consistency between childhood overweight and adult obesity and no net increase in adult risk of disease for overweight children or teenagers. Nor did childhood thinness protect against either adult obesity or coronary vascular disease.14 15 Some in the public health community believe that deliberate exaggeration or, indeed, misrepresentation of the risks of diseases or certain behaviours or our capacity to prevent or treat them on a population-wide basis is justified, if not demanded, in the interests of health. Since many of the exaggerations come from people who understand the scientific uncertainties around overweight and obesity, it seems that these individuals have adopted such an approach to the obesity epidemic. The unwelcome implications of this for science policy and for evidence based medicine dwarf those of any obesity epidemic, real or imagined.
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(__)


(__)Federal school lunch programs backfire – burdensome and create opt out
Klein, reporter covering the first family, politics, and pop culture for CNN, 3 – 15 – 17 – 
(Betsy Klein, Michelle Obama's healthy school lunch program in jeopardy?, http://www.cnn.com/2017/03/14/politics/michelle-obama-healthy-hunger-free-kids-act/)
	
With a Republican administration in the White House (and a President who is known to enjoy fast food), the School Nutrition Administration hopes to earn the support to scale back the regulations. "Overly prescriptive regulations have resulted in unintended consequences, including reduced student lunch participation, higher costs and food waste. Federal nutrition standards should be modified to help school menu planners manage these challenges and prepare nutritious meals that appeal to diverse student tastes," the association said in its recommendations. Republican lawmakers are also likely eager to make the change, led by House Freedom Caucus Chairman Mark Meadows. The North Carolina congressman compiled a list of over 300 rules, regulations and executive orders the new administration should consider rolling back in its first 100 days, including the Healthy, Hunger-Free Kids Act. "The federal government involving itself in what is served in school lunches is the epitome of government overreach," Meadows told the Washington Examiner, calling the federal lunch program standards "overly burdensome." "Districts that have chosen to opt out have been able to provide more options to students and better-quality services ... It's the perfect example of how government interference generally makes a small problem far worse."
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1. Health care costs going down – limited deficit impact
Grunwald, senior national correspondent at Time magazine, 14 
(Michael Grunwald, Lower Health Care Costs Brighten America's Debt Outlook, Jul 16, 2014, http://time.com/2993605/health-care-debt-deficits-budget/)

For years, America’s health care costs grew at an unsustainable rate. That was the main reason America’s long-term fiscal position looked unsustainable as well; Medicare, Medicaid, and other health programs were spiraling out of control. But our health care cost inflation is no longer unsustainable. That’s huge news, because it means our long-term deficits should be manageable, too. Louise Sheiner and Brendan Mochoruck of the Brookings Institution compared the Congressional Budget Office’s latest fiscal outlook with its projections from five years ago, and the shift is striking. In 2009, the CBO expected Medicare spending to skyrocket from 3% to 6% of GDP by 2030; it now expects much more modest growth to less than 4% of GDP. Overall, former CBO director Peter Orszag, President Obama’s first budget director, calculated the projected savings in federal health spending since the 2009 report at $7.9 trillion. Those numbers, like all long-term budget estimates, could change radically. And while Obamacare’s cost controls contributed to the cost slowdown, it’s not clear how much they contributed. Policy wonks and political hacks will have plenty of time to argue about why the cost curve is bending. But the trend itself, as Orszag argues, is the most important trend in fiscal policy in decades. It’s the difference between a deficit crisis and a phantom deficit crisis. In 2009, graphs of projected federal health spending looked like ski slopes; graphs of all other spending looked like sidewalks. The long-term deficit problem was basically a medical problem. Now it’s not such a problem. The question is whether Washington will notice. Republicans have spent the last five-and-a-half years griping about the budget deficit, and most of their gripes have been absurd. They were wrong to accuse President Obama of creating a record trillion-dollar deficit, which he actually inherited from President Bush. They were wrong to criticize Obama for increasing the deficit with his 2009 stimulus bill, which was an amazingly effective Keynesian response to an economic crisis; the budget-balancing austerity approach the GOP was advocating led to much slower recoveries and double-dip recessions in Europe. And they were wrong to accuse Obama of turning the U.S. into Greece; the deficit has shrunk by more than half during his presidency, dropping from 10 percent of GDP to less than 4 percent as the recovery has progressed. We still have a big national debt, and the CBO expects it to grow from 74% of GDP today to 106% in 25 years. We’ll spend trillions of dollars servicing that debt, and we should remember how Bush squandered President Clinton’s surpluses with unpaid-for tax cuts and unpaid-for wars every time we cut the check. But we are not Greece. Our finances are looking better in every way.


2. (___)
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3. Obesity epidemic is exaggerated
Basham & Luik, Professor at Johns Hopkins & Senior Fellow at the Democracy Institute, London,  08 
(Basham, Patrick, and John Luik. "Is the obesity epidemic exaggerated? Yes." BMJ: British Medical Journal 336.7638 (2008): 244)


The claims, both in the media and in professional publications, about an epidemic, its causes, consequences, and cure often exceed the scientific evidence and mistakenly suggest an unjustified degree of certainty. The fact that cases are “clearly above normal expectancy” anchors the concept of an epidemic. In this respect, describing obesity as an epidemic is subject to two difficulties.
Definition of normal
Firstly, it is difficult to determine normal expectancy. Much of the data on overweight and obesity are limited, equivocal, and compromised in terms of extent and the reliability of the measurements and the populations sampled. In the US, for example, data about population weights date from only 1960. Several pieces of evidence, however, suggest that the contemporary situation may be close to, rather than in excess of, normal. The earliest national survey shows that in 1960 45% of the US population was overweight, accordingto sex specific weight for height tables (corresponding to a body mass index of 25 to <30).1 In the 1970s, 22% of US men aged 18-19 were overweight compared with 16.7% of boys aged 12-19 in 2002.2 Fogel’s ongoing work in various countries on the relation between health, mortality, nutrition, and technology suggests that as populations grow healthier, prosperous, and long lived they gain in height and weight.3 Moreover, current data are highly equivocal in their support for claims of an epidemic. For example, the average population weight gain in the US in the past 42 years is 10.9 kg or 0.26 kg a year.4 Yet, between 1999-2000 and 2001-2002, according to the National Health and Nutrition Examination Survey, there were no significant changes in the prevalence of overweight or obesity among US adults or in the prevalence of overweight among children.2
Association with mortality
Secondly, the determination of the categories of normal, overweight, and obese is entirely arbitrary and at odds with the underlying evidence about the association between body mass index and mortality, a fact that destroys the index’s scientific pretensions and diagnostic value. The bands for overweight and obesity in the US, for example, are the product of the 1997 National Institutes for Health task force report on the prevention and treatment of obesity that supposedly links these bands to increased risk of death. However, the study on which the report is based does not support these linkages.5 It found that the death risks for men with a body mass index of 19-21 were the same as those for men who were overweight and obese (29-31). The study’s findings are not unusual. Flegal and colleagues found the weight group with the lowest death rate was overweight,6 while Gronniger’s analysis found negligible differences in risk of death among people with body mass values from 20 to 25.7 Even where there are significant associations, the risks are so modest as to be highly suspect. For example, whereas the reported lung cancer risks for smokers are typically 10-15 times higher than for non-smokers, the death risks for overweight and obese people are in many instances closer to 0.5-1.75 above those for people with normal weight.8 Despite the supposedly abnormal levels of overweight and obesity, life expectancy continues to increase. According to the UK Office for National Statistics, the current life expectancy of 77.2 years for men and 81.5 for women will rise by 2031 to 82.7 and 86.2, respectively.9


4. ______________
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5.  No impact to economic decline --- countries respond with cooperation not conflict 
Clary, PhD in Political Science from MIT and a Postdoctoral Fellow at the Watson Institute for International and Public Affairs at Brown, 15
(Christopher, “Economic Stress and International Cooperation: Evidence from International Rivalries,” MIT Political Science Department, Research Paper No. 2015-8, p. 4)

Economic crises lead to conciliatory behavior through five primary channels. (1) Economic crises lead to austerity pressures, which in turn incent leaders to search for ways to cut defense expenditures. (2) Economic crises also encourage strategic reassessment, so that leaders can argue to their peers and their publics that defense spending can be arrested without endangering the state. This can lead to threat deflation, where elites attempt to downplay the seriousness of the threat posed by a former rival. (3) If a state faces multiple threats, economic crises provoke elites to consider threat prioritization, a process that is postponed during periods of economic normalcy. (4) Economic crises increase the political and economic benefit from international economic cooperation. Leaders seek foreign aid, enhanced trade, and increased investment from abroad during periods of economic trouble. This search is made easier if tensions are reduced with historic rivals. (5) Finally, during crises, elites are more prone to select leaders who are perceived as capable of resolving economic difficulties, permitting the emergence of leaders who hold heterodox foreign policy views. Collectively, these mechanisms make it much more likely that a leader will prefer conciliatory policies compared to during periods of economic normalcy. This section reviews this causal logic in greater detail, while also providing historical examples that these mechanisms recur in practice.

6. (___) 
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7.  US leadership is inevitable
Beckley, Fellow at Harvard’s Belfer Center for Science and International Affairs and a Fellow at the Miller Center at the University of Virginia, 11
(Michael, “The Unipolar Era: Why American Power Persists and China’s Rise Is Limited,” September, http://michaelbeckleydotcom.files.wordpress.com/2011/09/beckley_writing-sample6.pdf)

The second assumption is that U.S. hegemony is highly consolidated. In other words, American power is entrenched to the point that other countries accept it as a fact of life they must deal with rather than a condition they can hope to change. The U.S. enjoys this status because it is the world’s first extant hegemon – it did not overturn an existing international order, rather, the existing order collapsed around it, leaving the U.S. alone at the apex of a global system of alliances and international institutions.21 As a result, the U.S. has become the “greatest superpower ever” with a more complete and dominant portfolio of economic, military, and institutional capabilities than past hegemons ever had.22 
In terms of economic capabilities, the U.S. combines size with a high level of development and a low level of dependency, not only possessing the largest GDP in the world, but also the highest per-‐capita GDP and the lowest ratio of trade to GDP among the major powers.23 The military gap between the U.S. and others is even starker. U.S. military spending constitutes nearly 50 percent of global military spending and is eight times greater than that of the number-‐two power (China). Even before the invasions of Iraq and Afghanistan, the U.S. had over 200,000 soldiers, sailors, and airmen deployed in more than a hundred countries. As a result, the U.S. is the only country with global power projection capability. The U.S. also plays a leading role in all major international institutions. In the United Nations (UN), the U.S. is one of five permanent members of the Security Council and thus holds veto rights over all matters that come before the council. The U.S. can also ignore the Security Council, as it did in waging war in Kosovo in 1999 and Iraq in 2003, because it is capable of unilaterally deploying decisive military power. The U.S. is also the dominant power in the North Atlantic Treaty Organization (NATO). The NATO Supreme Allied Commander Europe is always an American officer, and NATO allies depend on the U.S. for security much more than the other way around. Moreover, American contributions to the International Monetary Fund (IMF) and World Bank are sufficient to give the U.S. veto power over any major policy change, and U.S. market power makes it the most influential member of the World Trade Organization (WTO). 
These dominant capabilities translate into influence. Most obviously, they provide the U.S. with an array of tools with which to reward and punish other states. The United States can provide, restrict, or deny access to the American market, technology, foreign aid, political support in international organizations, bribes, and White House visits. These tit-‐for-‐tat bargains with individual states, however, are not as consequential as America’s power over aspects of the international system. Hegemony is not just preponderant power, it is “structural power.”24 It is the power to set agendas, to shape the normative frameworks within which states relate to each other, and to change the range of choices open to others without putting pressure directly on them. It is, at once, less visible but more profound than brute force.25 


8. (__)
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9.  US leadership doesn’t solve wars
Monteiro, Assistant Professor of Political Science at Yale, 14
(Nuno, Theory of Unipolar Politics, p. 181-184)
	
At the same time, the first two-and-a-half decades of our unipolar system have been anything but peaceful in what concerns U.S, involvement in interstate conflict. U.S. forces have been employed in four interstate wars – Kuwait (1991), Kosovo (1999), Afghanistan (2001-), and Iraq (2oo3-2011) – in addition to many smaller interventions including Bosnia, Haiti, Somalia, and Sudan.5 As a result, the United States has been at war for fifteen of the twenty-five years since the end of the Cold War, In fact, the first two-and-a-half decades of unipolarity — representing around 1o percent of U.S. history account for more than 30 percent of the nation's total wartime.6 For critics of U.S. interventionism, "the central question [of contemporary international politics] is how to contain and moderate the use of military force by the United States."8 
Table 5 presents a list of great powers divided into three periods: from 1816 to 1945, multipolarity; from 1946 to 1989, bipolarity; and unipolarity since 1990.9 Table 6 then presents summary data about the incidence of war during each of these periods. Unipolarity is by far the most conflict prone of all systems according to two important criteria: the percentage of years that great powers spend at war and the incidence of war involving great powers. In multipolarity, 18 percent of great-power years were spent at war versus 16 percent in bipolarity. In unipolarity, in contrast, a remarkable 64 percent of great-power years have been until now spent at war – by far the highest percentage in all systems. Furthermore, during multipolarity and bipolarity the probability that war involving a great power would, break out in any given year was, respectively, 4.2 percent and 3.4 percent. Under unipolarity, it is 16.o percent – or around four times higher. 
It might be argued that the higher number of years that great powers spent at war under unipolarity are merely the result of the long, grinding, and unforeseen occupations of Afghanistan and Iraq by U.S. forces.11 But even if these two wars had gone according to U.S. plans – if the Afghanistan War had ended in the spring of 2002 and the Iraq War in the summer of 2003 – unipolarity would still be particularly prone to great-power involvement in war. Even if the United States had not occupied either Afghanistan or Iraq, it would still have spent 16.0 percent of the post-Cold War years at war, which is about the same as the respective percentages for bipolar and multipolar systems. In other words, even if the United States had refrained from any military occupations, the frequency of its use of military force in major operations would still give us no reason to believe that unipolarity is any more peaceful than any other past configuration of the international system. 
As things turned out in both Afghanistan and Iraq, the last two-and-a-half decades saw a sharp increase in both the incidence of conflict and the percentage of great-power years spent at war. This is a particularly puzzling finding given that the current unipole – the United States – is a democracy in a world populated by more democracies than at any time in the past. In light of arguments about how democracies are better able to solve disputes peacefully, choose to engage only in those wars they can win, and tend to fight shorter wars, the United States should have spent fewer years at war than previous nondemocratic great powers.12
As we can see, post-Cold War history can be used in support of both the widespread claim that the overall level of conflict has declined and of the claim that the United States has experienced an unprecedented level of involvement in interstate war. Reality seems to be chafing against the view that unipolarity produces no incentives for conflict; at least in what concerns the unipole's involvement in interstate wars, the past two-and-a-half decades seem to point in the opposite direction. 
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(__)

(__)No proven link to diabetes or other diseases
Basham & Luik, Professor at Johns Hopkins & Senior Fellow at the Democracy Institute, London,  08 
(Basham, Patrick, and John Luik. "Is the obesity epidemic exaggerated? Yes." BMJ: British Medical Journal 336.7638 (2008): 244)

Morbidity Moreover, the association of overweight and obesity with higher risks of disease is equally unclear, partly because of the multifactoral character of these diseases. Increases in overweight and obesity have been paralleled by falls in US total cardiovascular mortality and mortality from coronary heart disease and stroke, as well as in prevalence of hypertension and hypercholesterolemia.10,11,12 Several factors justify scepticism about the link between non-insulin dependent diabetes mellitus and overweight and obesity. They include the absence of compelling direct evidence that excess fat is the cause of insulin resistance, the fact that the link fails four of the Austin Bradford Hill criteria for causality, and that increased physical activity and dietary changes reduce diabetes risk in advance of, or in the absence of, weight loss.13
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(__)

(__)No study proves the obesity-health risk – other factors matter, and exercise is the key
Johnson 05 - biology instructor at Washtenaw Community College in southeast Michigan and a clinical exercise physiologist [Patrick Johnson, Obesity: Epidemic or Myth?, Skeptical Inquirer Volume 29.5, September / October 2005, http://www.csicop.org/si/show/obesity_epidemic_or_myth]

A few things become clearer after examining the data. First, it appears that our categories are mislabeled; being classified as overweight appears to give one an advantage (statistically, anyway) over those who are in the ideal weight range. [1] Moreover, it is inappropriate to consider overweight and obese as one group. Despite the current hype, the initial overestimation by Allison and his group was not as exaggerated as is being publicized; compared to that study, the new estimate is actually about half of the old number. Finally, it is apparent that many at the CDC were simply confirming their own biases when they accepted the estimate by Mokdad et al. The categories in that study—that was, intriguingly, co-authored by CDC director Julie Gerberding, which may provide some insight into why it was so readily accepted—were far too broad to provide useful information. The fact that this flaw was ignored shows how easy it is to accept evidence that supports our preconceived notions or our political agendas. There is another problem inherent in all of the above mortality estimates. They are based on epidemiological data that show correlation but leave us guessing as to causation. Various factors are interrelated with increased mortality—obesity, inactivity, poor nutrition, smoking, etc. Yet, without carefully controlled experiments, it is hard to determine which factors cause—and which are symptoms of—poor health. This is a difficult limitation to overcome, however, because we can’t recruit subjects and have them get fat to see if they get sick and/or die sooner. Most institutional review boards would not approve that sort of research, and furthermore I can’t imagine that there would be a large pool of subjects willing to participate. There are, however, observational data that were collected with fitness in mind, which help to clarify the picture somewhat. In 1970 researchers at the Cooper Institute for Aerobics Research in Dallas, Texas, began to gather data for a longitudinal study that was called, pragmatically enough, the Aerobics Center Longitudinal Study (ACLS). This study looked at a variety of different variables to estimate the health risks and benefits of certain behaviors and lifestyle choices. What set this study apart from other large-scale observational studies, however, was that instead of relying on self-reporting for variables like exercise habits, they tested fitness levels directly by way of a graded exercise test (GXT). A GXT requires a person to walk on a treadmill as long as he or she can with increases in speed and incline at regular intervals. This is the most reliable way we know of to assess a person’s physical fitness. With an accurate measure of the subjects’ fitness levels, researchers at the Cooper Institute have been able to include fitness as a covariate with obesity. Analysis of the data obtained in the ACLS shows that there is a risk associated with obesity, but when you control for physical activity, much of that risk disappears (Church et al. 2004; Katzmarzyk et al. 2004; Katzmarzyk et al. 2004; Lee et al. 1999). One study showed that obese men who performed regular exercise had a lower risk of developing cardiovascular disease than lean men who were out of shape (Lee et al. 1999). 
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(__)


(__)No impact to economic decline. 
Drezner, professor of international politics at the Fletcher School of Law and Diplomacy at Tufts University, 14 
(Daniel W. Drezner, “The System Worked: Global Economic Governance during the Great Recession,” World Politics, Vol. 66, No. 1 (January 2014), p. 123-164)

The final significant outcome addresses a dog that hasn't barked: the effect of the Great Recession on cross-border conflict and violence. During the initial stages of the crisis, multiple analysts asserted that the financial crisis would lead states to increase their use of force as a tool for staying in power.42 They voiced genuine concern that the global economic downturn would lead to an increase in conflict—whether through greater internal repression, diversionary wars, arms races, or a ratcheting up of great power conflict. Violence in the Middle East, border disputes in the South China Sea, and even the disruptions of the Occupy movement fueled impressions of a surge in global public disorder.
The aggregate data suggest otherwise, however. The Institute for Economics and Peace has concluded that "the average level of peacefulness in 2012 is approximately the same as it was in 2007."43 Interstate violence in particular has declined since the start of the financial crisis, as have military expenditures in most sampled countries. Other studies confirm that the Great Recession has not triggered any increase in violent conflict, as Lotta Themner and Peter Wallensteen conclude: "[T]he pattern is one of relative stability when we consider the trend for the past five years."44 The secular decline in violence that started with the end of the Cold War has not been reversed. Rogers Brubaker observes that "the crisis has not to date generated the surge in protectionist nationalism or ethnic exclusion that might have been expected."43
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(__)


(__)Leaders will pursue peace. 
Clary, PhD in Political Science from MIT and a Postdoctoral Fellow at the Watson Institute for International and Public Affairs at Brown, 15
(Christopher, “Economic Stress and International Cooperation: Evidence from International Rivalries,” MIT Political Science Department, Research Paper No. 2015-8, p. 6-8)

Defense Cutbacks Encourage Rapprochement
An interest in defense cutbacks can lead to conciliatory behavior through two paths. First, the cutbacks themselves serve as a concrete signal to adversaries that the military threat posed by the economically distressed state is declining. This permits the other state to halt that portion of defense spending dedicated to keeping up, breaking the back of ongoing arms races through reciprocated, but non-negotiated moves. Unilateral conventional force reductions were a major element of Gorbachev’s foreign policy in the late 1980s, alongside negotiated strategic arms control, and diplomatic efforts to achieve political understandings with the United States.9 Gorbachev similarly used force reductions in Afghanistan, Mongolia, and the Soviet Far East to signal to China in 1987 that he was serious about political negotiations.10 Elsewhere, non-negotiated, tit-for-tat military redeployments facilitated Argentina-Brazil rapprochement.11
Second, leaders may believe cutbacks are necessary, but would be dangerous in the absence of negotiated improvements with traditional foes. Economic downturns can serve as motivation to pursue arms control or political settlement. During periods of normalcy, such outcomes would be positives, but are viewed as “too hard” by political leaders that move from one urgent problem to the next. During periods of economic crisis, however, arms control or political improvements might allow for much needed cuts in defense spending, and are pursued with greater vigor. The Johnson administration attempted both unilateral and negotiated arms limitations because of budgetary concerns as President Johnson and Secretary McNamara struggled to pay for the “Great Society” domestic programs and the increasingly costly Vietnam War. They first attempted unilateral “caps” on costly nuclear forces and anti-ballistic missile defenses and when this failed to lead to a reciprocal Soviet response they engaged in formal arms control talks. Détente continued in the Nixon administration, accelerating in 1971 and 1972, simultaneous with rising budget deficits and inflation so serious that Nixon instituted price controls. Nixon’s decision to sharply limit anti-ballistic missile defenses to enable arms control talks was contrary to his strategic views, but necessitated by a difficult budgetary environment that made paying for more missile defense emplacements unrealistic.12 As Nixon told his national security advisor Kissinger in an April 1972 discussion of ballistic missile and anti-ballistic missile developments: “You know we've got a hell of a budget problem. We've got to cut it down, we've got to cut 5 billion dollars off next year's defense budget. So, I don't want to [inaudible: do it?] unless we've got some settlement with the Russians.”13
In practice, unilateral defense cuts and force reductions are frequently combined with negotiated political agreements in a sequential, iterative fashion, where a unilateral reduction will signal seriousness that opens the way for political agreement, which in turn permits even deeper reductions. Defense cuts and force reductions are not only a means to achieve rivalry termination, but also a goal in and of themselves that rivalry termination helps secure. Leaders are seeking resources from defense they can use elsewhere.
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Readiness doesn’t solve anything
Davis, retired U.S. Army colonel, 1-16-17
(Daniel L. Davis, “America Should Not Act as the World's Policeman,” The National Interest, January 16, 2017, http://nationalinterest.org/feature/americans-lose-when-america-runs-world-order-19064)

“Why It Pays to Be the World’s Policeman – Literally,” written by Thanassis Cambanis in Politico, serves as an excellent compilation of the best neoconservative justifications for the overuse of American military power abroad. It also serves as an excellent exposé illuminating the fatal flaws of their logic. Being the world’s policeman does not pay, and indeed, if left unchecked, could one day cost the nation dearly.
The first tactic used by those advocating the aggressive use of lethal military power abroad is to cast the matter in black-and-white, all-or-nothing terms. Cambanis tries to paint all who don’t support expansionist views with the emotionally negative tag of “isolationist.” The absence of a reckless policy of adventurism is hardly isolationist. Its antithesis is intelligent restraint.
There is much wisdom in increasing international engagement in diplomacy and trade while husbanding military strength. Such a philosophy increases global engagement, increases business opportunity for American goods, and ensures that the military instrument will be sharp and ready to defend the country if necessary. That is as far from “isolationist” as one can get. Unfortunately, the word that comes closest to accurately describing the worldview advocated by some neocons is “imperial.”
The definition of imperial is “characterizing the rule or authority of a sovereign state over its dependencies; domineering, imperious.” Cambanis doesn’t hesitate—or blush—in listing the benefits to maintaining an aggressive military-based foreign policy. He writes:
America runs a world order that might have some collateral benefits for other countries, but is largely built around U.S. interests: to enrich America and American business; to keep Americans safe while creating jobs and profits for America’s military-industrial complex; and to make sure that America retains, as long as possible, its position as the richest, dominant global superpower. . . . America’s steering role in numerous regions -- NATO, Latin America, and the Arabian peninsula -- gives it leverage to call the shots on matters of great important to American security and the bottom line. . . . America’s “global cop” role means that shipping lanes, free trade agreements, oil exploration deals, ad hoc military coalitions, and so on are maintained to the benefit of the U.S. government or U.S. corporations.
To say the United States “runs” the world order, to boast that massive defense spending is a good “jobs program” and that a key function of the U.S. Navy is not the defense of the nation but to give “U.S. corporations” financial security, is the very definition of an imperial power. I find such ideas obscene. More importantly, however, these views are dangerously flawed and overlook some critical facts.
First, those who support expansionist views fail to recognize that such imperial behaviors engender the hatred of many in the world—just as it engendered hatred of the British crown by our forefathers two centuries ago. This is not a minor problem. Anti-Americanism fuels the ambitions of those who would wish our country harm and increases the chances they’ll act against our interests. From Al Qaeda to ISIS to Russia and the leaders of other groups and governments, favorability ratings for the United States are dangerously low in key areas of the world.
Second, the implication that the use of the military in scores of countries around the world has helped the United States is flatly and demonstrably wrong. Over the past decade, the United States has fought or is currently fighting in Iraq, Afghanistan, Syria, Libya, Somalia, Africa and covertly in many other locations. The security environment in none of these locations has been improved as a result. To the contrary, the threat to American interests is higher in every single location than it was prior to the deployment of military power. That is clearly not the way to buttress American national security and economic prosperity.
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1. Food justice movements are strong and solving now – they are combatting race and economic injustices in food distribution
Smith, Truthout News Analyst, 16 
(Rory Smith, The Future of the Food Justice Movement, May 07, 2016, http://www.truth-out.org/news/item/35915-the-future-of-the-food-justice-movement)

The food justice movement -- a loose but expansive conglomeration of organizations working to create a more just food system in the United States -- has accomplished a great deal over the last 30 years. But can it manage to converge in its diversity and create a countermovement potent enough to transform the current food regime? Or is it too shallow and too spread, destined to disappear in its disjointedness. Things may seem a little out of sorts when one in six Americans -- residents of the most affluent country on the planet -- don't have enough to eat, and when the percentage of hungry people in the United States has gone up 57 percent since the late 1990s. Sprinkle in that little detail about how Black and Latino neighborhoods are often left practically devoid of fresh produce but flooded with fast food restaurants (something that contributes to high rates of obesity, diabetes and thyroid disease), and you might start to question one or two things. Toss in the fact that many of the 2 million farm laborers who produce US consumers' fruits and vegetables are not only subjected to brutal labor conditions but also can't afford to consume the very same food they pick, and you might really start to wonder. And when you top off this gallimaufry with one more slight detail -- that there are 1 billion people around the world suffering from malnourishment, a number that hasn't changed significantly since the 1970s -- the inequity of the current food regime becomes pretty clear. It was the food justice movement that first recognized this reality, and it has spent the last 30 years challenging and redressing these inequalities. The Black Panthers' Free Breakfast for School Children Program, Cesar Chavez and the United Farm Workers, and the family farming caucuses that swept the United States during the 1980s were early proponents of food justice. And while these original players have been all but subsumed by the passage of time, they have been replaced by hundreds of thousands of farmworkers, urban and rural farmers, activists, consumers and academics who are all working to institute a fairer and more just food system. This effort is what Eric Holt-Giménez, the executive director of Food First, calls "converging in our diversity," and it is the linchpin of creating a just food system: a system that stresses the right of communities everywhere to produce, distribute and have equal access to healthy food, irrespective of class, gender or ethnicity. Just when that Rust Cohle-like pessimism seems to have obtruded on our collective consciousness -- foregrounded by our failure to engineer any overhaul of the US financial system and scientists' incredulous predictions on global warming -- the food justice movement could be that slow-cooked countermovement that we have all been waiting for. Everyone has some kind of a relationship with food. It is the cornerstone of culture and life, as well as of the capitalist system. If any revolution is going to be successful, this seems like a good place for it to start.


2. (___)
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3. poverty and racism exist for lots of reasons – school lunches isn’t enough – need major changes
Layton, Covers national education for the Washington Post, 15 
(Lyndsey Layton, Majority of U.S. public school students are in poverty, January 16, 2015, https://www.washingtonpost.com/local/education/majority-of-us-public-school-students-are-in-poverty/2015/01/15/df7171d0-9ce9-11e4-a7ee-526210d665b4_story.html?utm_term=.9964a392f895)

For the first time in at least 50 years, a majority of U.S. public school students come from low-income families, according to a new analysis of 2013 federal data, a statistic that has profound implications for the nation. The Southern Education Foundation reports that 51 percent of students in pre-kindergarten through 12th grade in the 2012-2013 school year were eligible for the federal program that provides free and reduced-price lunches. The lunch program is a rough proxy for poverty, but the explosion in the number of needy children in the nation’s public classrooms is a recent phenomenon that has been gaining attention among educators, public officials and researchers. “We’ve all known this was the trend, that we would get to a majority, but it’s here sooner rather than later,” said Michael A. Rebell of the Campaign for Educational Equity at Teachers College at Columbia University, noting that the poverty rate has been increasing even as the economy has improved. “A lot of people at the top are doing much better, but the people at the bottom are not doing better at all. Those are the people who have the most children and send their children to public school.” The shift to a majority-poor student population means that in public schools, a growing number of children start kindergarten already trailing their more privileged peers and rarely, if ever, catch up. They are less likely to have support at home, are less frequently exposed to enriching activities outside of school, and are more likely to drop out and never attend college. It also means that education policy, funding decisions and classroom instruction must adapt to the needy children who arrive at school each day. “When they first come in my door in the morning, the first thing I do is an inventory of immediate needs: Did you eat? Are you clean? A big part of my job is making them feel safe,” said Sonya Romero-Smith, a veteran teacher at Lew Wallace Elementary School in Albuquerque. Fourteen of her 18 kindergartners are eligible for free lunches. She helps them clean up with bathroom wipes and toothbrushes, and she stocks a drawer with clean socks, underwear, pants and shoes. Romero-Smith, 40, who has been a teacher for 19 years, became a foster mother in November to two girls, sisters who attend her school. They had been homeless, their father living on the streets and their mother in jail, she said. When she brought the girls home, she was shocked by the disarray of their young lives. “Getting rid of bedbugs, that took us a while. Night terrors, that took a little while. Hoarding food, flushing a toilet and washing hands, it took us a little while,” she said. “You spend some time with little ones like this and it’s gut wrenching. . . . These kids aren’t thinking, ‘Am I going to take a test today?’ They’re thinking, ‘Am I going to be okay?’ ” The job of teacher has expanded to “counselor, therapist, doctor, parent, attorney,” she said. Schools, already under intense pressure to deliver better test results and meet more rigorous standards, face the doubly difficult task of trying to raise the achievement of poor children so that they approach the same level as their more affluent peers. “This is a watershed moment when you look at that map,” said Kent McGuire, president of the Southern Education Foundation, the nation’s oldest education philanthropy, referring to a large swath of the country filled with high-poverty schools. “The fact is, we’ve had growing inequality in the country for many years,” he said. “It didn’t happen overnight, but it’s steadily been happening. Government used to be a source of leadership and innovation around issues of economic prosperity and upward 
Evidence continues
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Evidence continues
mobility. Now we’re a country disinclined to invest in our young people.” The data show poor students spread across the country, but the highest rates are concentrated in Southern and Western states. In 21 states, at least half the public school children were eligible for free and reduced-price lunches — ranging from Mississippi, where more than 70 percent of students were from low-income families, to Illinois, where one of every two students was low-income. Carey Wright, Mississippi’s state superintendent of education, said quality preschool is the key to helping poor children. “That’s huge,” she said. “These children can learn at the highest levels, but you have to provide for them. You can’t assume they have books at home, or they visit the library or go on vacations. You have to think about what you’re doing across the state and ensuring they’re getting what other children get.” Darren Walker, president of the Ford Foundation, was born in a charity hospital in 1959 to a single mother. Federal programs helped shrink the obstacles he faced, first by providing him with Head Start, the early-childhood education program, and later, Pell grants to help pay tuition at the University of Texas, he said. The country needs to make that same commitment today to help poor children, he said. “Even at 8 or 9 years old, I knew that America wanted me to succeed,” he said. “What we know is that the mobility escalator has simply stopped for some Americans. I was able to ride that mobility escalator in part because there were so many people, and parts of our society, cheering me on.” “We need to fix the escalator,” he said. “We fix it by recommitting ourselves to the idea of public education. We have the capacity. The question is, do we have the will?” The new report raises questions among educators and officials about whether states and the federal government are devoting enough money — and using it effectively — to meet the complex needs of poor children. The Obama administration wants Congress to add $1 billion to the $14.4 billion it spends annually to help states educate poor children. It also wants Congress to fund preschool for those from low-income families. Collectively, the states and the federal government spend about $500 billion annually on primary and secondary schools, about $79 billion of it from Washington. The amount spent on each student can vary wildly from state to state. States with high student-poverty rates tend to spend less per student: Of the 27 states with the highest percentages of student poverty, all but five spent less than the national average of $10,938 per student. Republicans in Congress have been wary of new spending programs, arguing that more money is not necessarily the answer and that federal dollars could be more effective if redundant programs were streamlined and more power was given to states. Many Republicans also think that the government ought to give tax dollars to low-income families to use as vouchers for private-school tuition, believing that is a better alternative to public schools. GOP leaders in Congress have rebuffed President Obama’s calls to fund preschool for low-income families, although a number of Republican and Democratic governors have initiated state programs in the past several years. The report comes as Congress begins debate about rewriting the country’s main federal education law, first passed as part of President Lyndon B. Johnson’s “War on Poverty” and designed to help states educate poor children. The most recent version of the law, known as No Child Left Behind, has emphasized accountability and outcomes, measuring whether schools met benchmarks and sanctioning them when they fell short. That federal focus on results, as opposed to need, is wrong­headed, Rebell said. “We have to think about how to give these kids a meaningful education,” he said. “We have to give them quality teachers, small class sizes, up-to-date equipment. But in addition, if we’re serious, we have to do things that overcome the damages­ of poverty. We have to meet their health needs, their mental health needs, after-school programs, summer programs, parent engagement, early-childhood services. These are the so-called wraparound services. Some people think of them as add-ons. They’re not. They’re imperative.”
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5. Consequences outweigh moral decision making – it’s the only effective way to make good policy decisions
Isaac, Professor of political science at Indiana-Bloomington, Director of the Center for the Study of Democracy and Public Life, PhD from Yale, 02 
(Jeffery C., Dissent Magazine, Vol. 49, Iss. 2, “Ends, Means, and Politics,” p. Proquest)

As a result, the most important political questions are simply not asked. It is assumed that U.S. military intervention is an act of "aggression," but no consideration is given to the aggression to which intervention is a response. The status quo ante in Afghanistan is not, as peace activists would have it, peace, but rather terrorist violence abetted by a regime--the Taliban--that rose to power through brutality and repression. This requires us to ask a question that most "peace" activists would prefer not to ask: What should be done to respond to the violence of a Saddam Hussein, or a Milosevic, or a Taliban regime? What means are likely to stop violence and bring criminals to justice? Calls for diplomacy and international law are well intended and important; they implicate a decent and civilized ethic of global order. But they are also vague and empty, because they are not accompanied by any account of how diplomacy or international law can work effectively to address the problem at hand. The campus left offers no such account. To do so would require it to contemplate tragic choices in which moral goodness is of limited utility. Here what matters is not purity of intention but the intelligent exercise of power. Power is not a dirty word or an unfortunate feature of the world. It is the core of politics. Power is the ability to effect outcomes in the world. Politics, in large part, involves contests over the distribution and use of power. To accomplish anything in the political world, one must attend to the means that are necessary to bring it about. And to develop such means is to develop, and to exercise, power. To say this is not to say that power is beyond morality. It is to say that power is not reducible to morality. As writers such as Niccolo Machiavelli, Max Weber, Reinhold Niebuhr, and Hannah Arendt have taught, an unyielding concern with moral goodness undercuts political responsibility. The concern may be morally laudable, reflecting a kind of personal integrity, but it suffers from three fatal flaws: (1) It fails to see that the purity of one's intention does not ensure the achievement of what one intends. Abjuring violence or refusing to make common cause with morally compromised parties may seem like the right thing; but if such tactics entail impotence, then it is hard to view them as serving any moral good beyond the clean conscience of their supporters; (2) it fails to see that in a world of real violence and injustice, moral purity is not simply a form of powerlessness; it is often a form of complicity in injustice. This is why, from the standpoint of politics--as opposed to religion--pacifism is always a potentially immoral stand. In categorically repudiating violence, it refuses in principle to oppose certain violent injustices with any effect; and (3) it fails to see that politics is as much about unintended consequences as it is about intentions; it is the effects of action, rather than the motives of action, that is most significant. Just as the alignment with "good" may engender impotence, it is often the pursuit of "good" that generates evil. This is the lesson of communism in the twentieth century: it is not enough that one's goals be sincere or idealistic; it is equally important, always, to ask about the effects of pursuing these goals and to judge these effects in pragmatic and historically contextualized ways. Moral absolutism inhibits this judgment. It alienates those who are not true believers. It promotes arrogance. And it undermines political effectiveness.
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(__)

(__)Strong food justice movements now – gathering around issues of race & injustice
Smith, Truthout News Analyst, 16 
(Rory Smith, The Future of the Food Justice Movement, May 07, 2016, http://www.truth-out.org/news/item/35915-the-future-of-the-food-justice-movement)

The Coalition of Immokalee Workers and the establishment of a Fair Foods label are revolutionary first steps in transforming labor practices in US agriculture. But both within US cities -- especially within Black and Latino neighborhoods -- as well as outside cities (most Native American reservations are deemed food deserts, having very little access to healthy food), issues of food insecurity and racial injustice remain severely problematic. It was with these structural inequalities in mind that Will Allen, later a recipient of a MacArthur "genius grant," founded Growing Power in 1993. Established with the idea that sustainable and community-based food systems could be utilized to dismantle racism and food insecurity on the North Side of Milwaukee, the organization has proliferated over the last 20 years, spreading not only through Milwaukee but also into Madison and Chicago. The organization -- employing locals to administer and coordinate each program -- utilizes a series of overlapping and multidisciplinary strategies, including the establishment of urban gardens, farmers' markets, youth training, leadership building and food policy councils to support local residents in becoming food secure and also offer trainings on the relevant business and farming skills to empower them economically. "It's about improving the economic conditions of people so they can do what they want with their resources," said Erika Allen, the Chicago and national projects director of Growing Power. "If you're able to grow food, sell it and supplement your income, you then have the ability to enjoy other enrichment experiences with your family. This was what the civil rights movement was about: It was about equal rights and access on a constitutional level to what our counterparts had access to."
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(__)

(__)Can’t fix poverty – and economic mobility is still possible.
Tanner, Senior Fellow and director of research on social programs at Cato, 16
(Michael D., “Five Myths about Economic Inequality in America,” Cato Institute, September 7, https://www.cato.org/publications/policy-analysis/five-myths-about-economic-inequality-america)

Traditionally, we have tried to reduce inequality by taxing the rich and redistributing that money to the poor. And, as noted above, we have achieved some success. But we may well have reached a point of diminishing returns from such policies. Despite the United States spending roughly a trillion dollars each year on anti-poverty programs at all levels of government, by the official poverty measure we have done little to reduce poverty.85 Even by using more accurate alternative poverty measures, gains leveled out during the 1970s, apart from the latter part of the 1990s when the booming economy and the reform of the welfare system produced significant reductions in poverty. Additional increases in spending have yielded few gains. Thus, while redistribution may have reduced overall inequality, it has done far less to help lift people out of poverty.
And even in terms of attacking inequality, redistribution may have reached the limits of its ability to make a difference. A new study from the Brookings Institution, for example, suggests that further increasing taxes on the wealthy, accompanied by increased transfers to the poor, would have relatively little effect on inequality. This study by William Gale, Melissa Kearney, and Peter Orszag looked at what outcome could be expected if the top tax rate was raised to 50 percent from its current 39.6 percent, and all additional revenue raised was redistributed to households in the lowest quintile of current incomes. To bias the study in favor of redistribution, the authors assume no change in behavior from the wealthy in an effort to reduce their exposure to the higher tax rate. The tax hike, therefore, would raise $96 billion in additional revenue, which would allow additional redistribution of $2,650 to each household in the bottom quintile—an amount that would not significantly reduce inequality. The authors conclude, “That such a sizable increase in the top personal income tax rate leads to a strikingly limited reduction in income inequality speaks to the limitations of this particular approach to addressing the broader challenge.”86
Indeed, many advocates of increased taxes for the wealthy seem to concede that their efforts would do little to reduce poverty. Rather, they would reduce inequality from the top down. Piketty, for example, argues for a globally imposed wealth tax and a U.S. income tax rate of 80 percent on incomes over $500,000 per year.87 He acknowledges this tax “would not bring the government much in the way of revenue,” but that it would “distribute the fruits of growth more widely while imposing reasonable limits on economically useless (or even harmful) behavior.”88
Other critics of inequality seem equally concerned with punishing the rich. Hillary Clinton, for instance, argues that fighting inequality requires a “toppling” of the one percent.89 But the ultimate losers of such policies are likely to be the poor. Piketty’s plan might indeed lead to a society that would be more equal, but it would also likely be a society where everyone is far poorer.
Economic growth, after all, depends on people who are ambitious, skilled risk-takers. We need such people to be ever-striving for more in order to fuel economic growth. That means they must be rewarded for their efforts, their skills, their ambitions, and their risks. Such rewards inevitably lead to greater inequality. But as Nobel Economics Prize-winning economist Gary Becker pointed out, “It would be hard to motivate the vast majority of individuals to exert much effort, including creative effort, if everyone had the same earnings, status, prestige, and other types of rewards.”90
To be sure, since the 1970s the relationship between economic growth and poverty reduction has been uneven at best. But we are unlikely to see significant reductions in poverty without strong economic growth. Punishing the segment of society that most contributes to such growth therefore seems a poor policy for serious poverty reduction.
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(__)

(__) Global Economic decline causes massive poverty – impacts prices, access, and safety nets
Laborde & Martin, Senior Research Fellows, Markets, Trade and Institution Division, 16 
(Laborde, David and Martin, Will J., Implications of Slowing Growth in Emerging Market Economies for Hunger and Poverty in Rural Areas of Developing Countries (August 2016). IFPRI Discussion Paper 1554. Available at SSRN: https://ssrn.com/abstract=2837004)

5 Conclusions
The recent sharp downward revisions in the prospects for global economic growth, and for growth in many developing countries, add up to a substantial long-term deterioration of the outlook for many developing countries. Even countries that are not directly affected by productivity changes are likely to be affected by the changes in commodity prices and in current account balances associated with this productivity slowdown.
To assess the likely consequences of this growth slowdown for the achievement of SDG 1 by 2030, we compare the most recent IMF forecasts for economic growth to 2017 with those from an earlier and more benign environment—in 2012—and assume that the changes in projected growth rates over that period are continued to 2030. The resulting changes in the level of GDP are very substantial. They point to sharply reduced growth prospects for many developing countries, particularly relative to the period of more rapid economic growth in developing countries and of income convergence between poor and rich countries experienced since the 1990s.
In this paper, we assess the implications of these changes for the poor—and particularly the rural poor, who tend to be the poorest of the poor—of this sharp slowdown in economic prospects. We do this by first projecting the implications of the global growth slowdown at a national level— including reductions in productivity growth rates and the consequential shifts in economic balances and changes in relative prices. Then, we use household models for over 300,000 households to assess the implications of these changes for the poor. These models let us assess the impacts of productivity changes within households’ farm firms, and the real income changes associated with changes in real wage rates for labor sold by households and changes in the prices received and paid for food.
We find that the changes in poverty rates associated with this growth slowdown are particularly sharp in the poorest countries. In these countries, there are also very substantial gross changes in poverty, with over 5 percent of the population falling into poverty, while another 2 percent are able to rise out of poverty. When we focus on the households headed by farmers, the most striking change is a substantial increase in poverty in middle income countries, with over 1.5 percent of the farm population at serious risk of falling into absolute poverty as a consequence of this growth slowdown.
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(__)

(__) Food injustice inevitable under capitalism
Smith, Truthout News Analyst, 16 
(Rory Smith, The Future of the Food Justice Movement, May 07, 2016, http://www.truth-out.org/news/item/35915-the-future-of-the-food-justice-movement)

The work of Coalition of Immokalee Workers, Fair Food Standards Council and Growing Power have not only provided concrete results but also blueprints and models that are being emulated across the United States and internationally, both within and outside of the food movement. Japan is looking to implement Coalition of Immokalee Workers' model in order to provide a "sweat-free Olympics" in 2020 (i.e. an Olympics whose paraphernalia and other amenities aren't produced using exploitative or unlawful labor arrangements). And construction workers in Texas are already utilizing the same worker-based enforcement model. Growing Power is pushing the limits of the possible in urban agriculture and racial justice. These are all promising examples of the reach and potential of food justice. However, changing the food system ultimately requires transforming the capitalist system. The free market has proven time and time again that it is incapable of creating a just food system that can equitably feed the world's population. And while the food justice movement has been able to right various wrongs, can this movement -- which often utilizes the same market-based methods and negotiates with the same corporate entities that caused these same injustices -- be successful in catalyzing wide-scale national and international change? Or are these merely temporary Band-Aids while something more revolutionary could take place? The "Unknown Unknown" The food sovereignty movement -- a movement of peasants, landless people, women farmers and rural youth primarily from the global South and united under the banner of Via Campesina -- might have an answer. Food sovereignty proponents advocate for the rights of each country's people to decide their food system, ensuring that the land and production processes stay in the hands of the people and out of the hands of the corporate sector. The movement has begun to collaborate with the food justice movement and both of these movements have begun to mutually inform each other's strategies. "This is part of the larger convergence that you would expect within the countermovement," Holt-Giménez said. If there is one thing that the food justice movement can and should learn from food sovereignty, it is the importance of including American farmers in the debate; their role as change-makers is indispensable to the success of the food movement. They are the ones who have suffered the most at the hands of agribusiness and liberal economic policy, and they are the ones whose connection to and knowledge of the land can guide us toward a more equitable and sustainable food system. "We don't know what this is going to look like. It hasn't been done before in this way, but we are going to have to learn how to do it," Holt-Giménez said. "Like the Panthers said: 'survival pending revolution.' I think survival pending transformation is what food justice is doing."


[bookmark: _Toc485894813]Small Farms Advantage


[bookmark: _Toc485894814]1nc Small farms

1. Organic farms growing already.
Feedstuffs, 4/20/2017. 
(“Number of certified organic farms up 13%,” http://www.feedstuffs.com/news/number-certified-organic-farms-13)

The U.S. Department of Agriculture announced new data indicating that the organic industry continues to expand domestically and globally, with 24,650 certified organic operations in the U.S. and 37,032 around the world.
The 2016 count of U.S. certified organic farms and businesses reflects a 13% increase between the end of 2015 and 2016, continuing the trend of double-digit growth in the organic sector. The number of certified operations has increased since the count began in 2002, and this is the highest growth rate since 2008.
Organic certification is an “opt-in” voluntary standard that is managed through a public/private partnership. USDA accredits and oversees approximately 80 businesses and state governments that directly certify organic farms and businesses. USDA provides a number of educational resources to help organic producers access this growing market. These include interactive videos that help candidate farmers understand how to get and maintain organic certification and fact sheets that explain the value proposition of organic certification and outline the standards in a clear manner.
The complete list of certified organic farms and business is available through the Organic Integrity Database of certified operations maintained by USDA-accredited certifying agents. Launched in 2015, the database discourages fraud by providing more accurate and timely information about operations certified to use the USDA organic seal. The database also supports supply chain connections between buyers and sellers of organic goods.
Laura Batcha, chief executive officer and executive director of the Organic Trade Assn., said the group "is thrilled and not surprised to see the strong growth in the number of certified organic operations in the United States and worldwide." Organic certifiers reported record numbers of new applicants in 2016, the association added.


2. (____)

3.  Farm subsidies make large farms inevitable.
Brucker, senior policy associate with the Center for Rural Affairs in Nebraska, 16
(Traci Bruckner, May 2016. “Agricultural Subsidies and Farm Consolidation,” The American Journal of Economics and Sociology, 75.3, 623–648)

Although agricultural subsidies were begun during the New Deal to provide enough income to enable farmers to continue operating, their net effect has been to raise the price of farmland and to squeeze many owner-operated farms out of existence, leaving mostly large-scale operations that are often tied to agribusiness. Numerous efforts have been made, with limited success, to mitigate this problem by limiting the subsidy to small or mid-size farm operations. The 2014 farm bill, adopted by the U.S. Congress, made the situation worse. Rather than imposing stricter limits on subsidies to the largest farms, the legislation removed existing limits, ended direct payments, and increased subsidies for insurance against crop losses and income risk. The new law not only provides a windfall to owners of very large farms, it also encourages plowing of fragile soils, since the risks of crop failure are now borne primarily by taxpayers. The article concludes by offering recommendations about how to correct these problems.
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4. (___)

5. Monocultures not a threat --- wild variations prove.
Trewavas, PhD in Biochemistry from the University College of London, Professor of plant physiology and molecular biology at the Institute of Cell and Molecular Biology, University of Edinburgh, 01
(Anthony Trewavas, 3/22/2001, “Urban Myths Of Organic Farming: Organic Agriculture Began As An Ideology, But Can It Meet Today's Needs?” Institute of Cell and Molecular Biology, http://www.monsanto.co.uk/news/ukshowlib.phtml?uid=4822)

Application of any ecological approach to agriculture is fraught with uncertainty. Ecosystems are thought to maintain stability as a result of diverse species composition. Modern agriculture, with its single-crop monoculture system, is claimed by organic proponents to be inherently unstable and unsustainable. It is true that crops rapidly disappear from fallow fields as they cannot compete with weeds, but wild, stable monocultures of species such as phragmites, wild wheat, (genetically uniform) spartina and mangroves indicate that ecological stability is not understood (11). Furthermore, although mixed cropping (supposedly mimicking ecological diversity) can reduce disease, other crop combinations accelerate disease spread (12, 13). Farms are land-management systems maintained to produce food, in which farmer activity replaces normal ecosystem feedback controls.

6. (___)

7. Industrial ag is key to maintain high yields --- this prevents billions of deaths, massive species extinctions, and massive methane warming from organic cows.
Avery, Director of the Hudson Institute's Center for Global Food Issues, 08
(Dennis T. Avery, 6/16/2008.. “Will the Greens Sacrifice Their Own “Sacred Cows”?” Canada Free Press, http://www.hudson.org/index.cfm?fuseaction=publication_details&id=5643)

Organics are not the answer: Wired notes that organic farms yield less food per acre. Actually, the organic yields are only about half as high as conventional because the world has an urgent shortage of manure. So all-organic farming would give up half the current world food output, threatening hunger for billions and extinction for species whose wild forests get cleared to plant more low-yield crops. Additionally, organic steers are on pasture much longer, burping up twice as much methane per pound as a feedlot steer, according to the UN’s FAO—and needing three times as much of the world’s scarce land.
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8. (__)

9. Adaptation and intervening actors check the tail-end risks of warming cause extinction.
Farquhar et al., Project Manager at FHI responsible for external relations, M.A in Physics and Philosophy from the University of Oxford, 17
(Sebastian FARQUHAR, “Existential Risk: Diplomacy and Governance,” Future of Humanity Institute, University of Oxford, Global Priorities Project 2017, https://www.fhi.ox.ac.uk/wp-content/uploads/Existential-Risks-2017-01-23.pdf)

The most likely levels of global warming are very unlikely to cause human extinction.15 The existential risks of climate change instead stem from tail risk climate change – the low probability of extreme levels of warming – and interaction with other sources of risk. It is impossible to say with confidence at what point global warming would become severe enough to pose an existential threat. Research has suggested that warming of 11-12°C would render most of the planet uninhabitable,16 and would completely devastate agriculture.17 This would pose an extreme threat to human civilisation as we know it.18 Warming of around 7°C or more could potentially produce conflict and instability on such a scale that the indirect effects could be an existential risk, although it is extremely uncertain how likely such scenarios are.19 Moreover, the timescales over which such changes might happen could mean that humanity is able to adapt enough to avoid extinction in even very extreme scenarios.
The probability of these levels of warming depends on eventual greenhouse gas concentrations. According to some experts, unless strong action is taken soon by major emitters, it is likely that we will pursue a medium-high emissions pathway.20 If we do, the chance of extreme warming is highly uncertain but appears non-negligible. Current concentrations of greenhouse gases are higher than they have been for hundreds of thousands of years,21 which means that there are significant unknown unknowns about how the climate system will respond. Particularly concerning is the risk of positive feedback loops, such as the release of vast amounts of methane from melting of the arctic permafrost, which would cause rapid and disastrous warming.22 The economists Gernot Wagner and Martin Weitzman have used IPCC figures (which do not include modelling of feedback loops such as those from melting permafrost) to estimate that if we continue to pursue a medium-high emissions pathway, the probability of eventual warming of 6°C is around 10%,23 and of 10°C is around 3%.24 These estimates are of course highly uncertain.
It is likely that the world will take action against climate change once it begins to impose large costs on human society, long before there is warming of 10°C. Unfortunately, there is significant inertia in the climate system: there is a 25 to 50 year lag between CO2 emissions and eventual warming,25 and it is expected that 40% of the peak concentration of CO2 will remain in the atmosphere 1,000 years after the peak is reached.26 Consequently, it is impossible to reduce temperatures quickly by reducing CO2 emissions. If the world does start to face costly warming, the international community will therefore face strong incentives to find other ways to reduce global temperatures.
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(__)

(__) Consumer demand is strong and growing.
Vegetable Growers News, 10/21/2016. 
(“New York’s organic farms see growth,” http://vegetablegrowersnews.com/news/new-yorks-organic-farms-see-growth/)

Consumer interest in organic products has grown in recent years, as reflected by rising sales nationwide – with a 56 percent increase in New York from 2008 through 2014. The number and total acreage of organic farms in New York also rose over that period, despite nationwide declines.
According to the USDA, organic production involves food or other agricultural goods that are produced through approved methods including cultural, biological, and mechanical practices that promote ecological balance and conserve biodiversity. Organic production includes farms and ranches as well as food production and handling facilities.
USDA promotes organic farming as a means to reduce erosion and pollution and improve soil health. As of July 1, 2016, there were nearly 22,500 certified organic operations, including farms and other facilities, nationwide. Of these, over 1,400 were located in New York, ranking the State third in the nation.
Organic farming
In 2014, the United States as a whole had nearly 14,100 organic farms, covering approximately 3.7 million acres of land nationwide. Both numbers were down modestly from 2008. This decline was primarily due to a smaller number of farms that are exempt from certification (farms that comply with USDA organic standards and have less than $5,000 in gross annual organic sales). While the number of exempt farms fell, certified organic farms increased by over 1,700 during the period.
Despite the drop in the number of organic farms nationwide, sales of organic products increased significantly, from $3.2 billion in 2008 to $5.5 billion in 2014. Sales of organics rose again, by an estimated 12 percent, in 2015, according to USDA.
While organic sales remain a relatively small segment of total agricultural sales, the Department reports that it expects continued growth, with indicators including the fact that “top food retailers … have expanded their organic food offerings in recent years, and have announced initiatives which could further boost demand.”
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(__)

(__) Gene banks solve --- efforts were redoubled after 1970s crop failure
Eigenbrode, Chemical Ecology Program, Department of Plant, Soil and Entomological Science at University of Idaho, 96
(Sanford D. Eigenbrode, 2/18/1996. “Host Plant Resistance and Conservation of Genetic Diversity,” http://ipmworld.umn.edu/chapters/eigenbr.htm)

In the early 1970s, international concern escalated to alarm over the continuing erosion of crop genetic resources despite efforts to forestall it. The devastating epidemic of southern corn leaf blight (Helminthosporium maydis) in the USA in 1970 occurred because 70% of the corn in grown the USA had been developed using a single source of cytoplasm that was susceptible to the pathogen. This and other evidence that genetic uniformity was dangerous triggered a more concerted effort to conserve crop genetic diversity. The The National Plant Germplasm System of the USDA (NPGS) was restructured, and the International Agricultural Research Centers (IARCs) were united under the direction of the Consultative Group on International Agricultural Research (CGIAR) and the International Board of Plant Genetic Resources (IBPGR). Today germplasm in these collections and those of other private and public institutions around the world contain over 3,600,000 accessions (genetically distinct germplasm samples) representing at least 100 crop species and their wild relatives. Among the over 200 national collections, the largest is the NPGS with over 500,000 accessions. Another 500,000 accessions are held in collections of the IARCs. These collections consist of propagative tissues, usually seeds, maintained in cold storage and periodically propagated to preserve their viability and genetic identity. This technique is known as ex situ conservation. The collections are curated to provide plant breeders and other scientists ready and free access to facilitate crop improvement. The ex situ collections are essentially the only genetic resource used for crop improvement.
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(__)

(__)We’ll adapt---checks the impact of thresholds. 
Brown, Senior Research Fellow at the Stockholm Environment Institute (York University) and a Senior Research Scientist at the James Hutton Institute, 15
(Iain Brown, “Comparative Risk Assessment to Inform Adaptation Priorities for the Natural Environment: Observations from the First UK Climate Change Risk Assessment,” Climate, Vol. 3, No. 4, p. 937-963, Emory Libraries)

The CCRA process particularly highlighted the added benefits of integrated responses to climate change through “ecosystem-based adaptation” that can also enhance natural resilience to buffer undesirable and uncertain change. This included fundamental recognition of ecological adaptation as a natural process that often provides an under-recognised complement for human adaptation processes, but also that in socio-ecological systems people have a key role in facilitating ecological adaptation. Actions to counter current sensitivities by enhancing natural adaptive capacity and resilience therefore provide “no-regrets” measures that will reduce risks regardless of uncertainties in the rate of climate change and level of exposure [109]. The key response that will enhance this capacity is to reduce existing pressures, thereby significantly reducing the likelihood of crossing key thresholds that would lead to irreversible and severely damaging consequences [110].
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(__)


(__)Conventional ag is sustainable—160 year long study proves.
Trewavas, PhD in Biochemistry from the University College of London, Professor of plant physiology and molecular biology at the Institute of Cell and Molecular Biology, University of Edinburgh, 04
(Anthony Trewavas, 2004.. “A critical assessment of organic farming-and-food assertions with particular respect to the UK and the potential environmental benefits of no-till agriculture,” Crop Protection Vol 23, p757-781, PDF at: http://www.biology.ed.ac.uk/research/institutes/plant/pages/staff_pages/T_Trewavas_staffpage.htm)

The Broadbalk experiment has now lasted 160 years being started in 1843 by Lawes and Gilbert (Broadbalk, 2002; Rasmussen et al., 1998). In two sections of this experiment, winter wheat has been grown continuously on land either given only manure (35 tonnes/ha) or only mineral fertilisers. This far-sighted experiment, still of direct relevance to sustainable agriculture concerns, has shown that the yields from the two treatments have remained identical for 160 years. Yields have changed in parallel in the two sections with the introduction of new winter wheat varieties, herbicides, fungicides and all the constantly improving agronomies that are now part of farming. It is quite clear from these data that, within the conﬁnes of the experiment, conventional agriculture using minerals is sustainable; 160 years is long enough. The soil carbon content has increased in the manure-only treatment by more than two-fold but this has not enabled a higher yield to be obtained (Johnston, 1991). The soil carbon content has increased in the minerals- only treatment by about 20%, the result of leaving root material in the soil. Whether such equivalence in yields over 160 years would be obtained with other crops is not known but the experiment makes the critical point; that soluble mineral-only treatments do not damage the soil from the point of view of the crop plant. However no current farmer in the UK would use a system without rotation and therefore this aspect of the Broadbalk experiment does not now accurately mimic either conventional or organic farming. Pests are better dealt with by rotating crop use. Furthermore identical yields between the manure-only and mineral-only section were obtained by using very large amounts of manure (35 tonnes/ha). But the consequence was that nitrate run-off from the manured section was much higher than the mineral-only section. The question of sustainability was also examined with other long-term 50-year experiments at Woburn and Saxmundham which commenced in the 19th century and is described in detail by Johnston (1991) and by Russell and Voelcker (1936). These experimental set-ups used either single continuous winter wheat or the Norfolk four course rotation. But similar results were obtained; use of mineral salts-only compared to manure-only did not diminish yield in relative terms. 
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(__)

(__) No resource conflict---stabilizing forces outweigh competition. 	
Kinney & Burrows, professor of environmental health sciences at Columbia & PhD student in climate change & health at Yale and a MPH in climate and health from Columbia, 16
(Patrick L. Kinney & Kate Burrows, “Exploring the Climate Change, Migration and Conflict Nexus,” International Journal of Environmental Research and Public Health, Vol. 13, No. 4, p. 8-10, Emory Libraries)

Thus, despite the added cultural and socioeconomic stress of migration, conflict is not inevitable or even likely in well-established political states. Democracies, in particular, have been shown to be protective against conflict because these states are accountable to their populations and, due to this responsibility, may take steps to conserve water and land in the event of resource depletion [17]. Thus, even with the added stress on resources, a state can perform stabilizing functions to help maintain peace. This directly challenges the neo-Malthusian model, which fails to account for stabilizing forces, such as political and economic stability, that may outweigh competition for resources and thus limit conflict [61]. This echoes the findings that democratic states and institutions have the capacity to regulate environmental degradation and preserve peace [17, 67]. Additionally, it has been suggested that human ingenuity and technology have the potential to outweigh the potential dangers of environmental degradation [1]. 
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(__)

(__) Qualified studies prove industrial ag doesn’t hurt soil health.
Trewavas, PhD in Biochemistry from the University College of London, Professor of plant physiology and molecular biology at the Institute of Cell and Molecular Biology, University of Edinburgh, 04
(Anthony Trewavas, 2004.. “A critical assessment of organic farming-and-food assertions with particular respect to the UK and the potential environmental benefits of no-till agriculture,” Crop Protection Vol 23, p757-781, PDF at: http://www.biology.ed.ac.uk/research/institutes/plant/pages/staff_pages/T_Trewavas_staffpage.htm)

3.3. Is soil fertility better on organic farms? One of the claims of organic agriculture has been the supposed beneﬁts of organic regulations to soil fertility and soil structure. A series of reviews on organic soils constructed by organic and conventional researchers and published in Soil Use and Management 2002 (Vol. 18 supplement) clariﬁes the situation. The con- cluding and summarising chapter (Stockdale et al., 2002) states that ‘‘Soil fertility is deﬁned as an ability of a soil to provide the conditions required for plant growth’’, a view echoed by Russell and Voelcker (1936) much earlier. Given the complexity of soil attributes which modify plant growth and yield and with each crop having different optimal soil requirements, it is doubtful if a more precise deﬁnition can be constructed. Critically, crop plants interrogate the soil in which they live and then respond accordingly. In the wild, many types of soil are occupied by individual species, and plants have developed necessary control systems to mitigate some of the variations they come across. If conventional soils were poor from a plant point of view, this would result in poor yields and clearly they are not. After a detailed consideration of soil organic matter, minerals and nutrients in labile mineral pools in soils, Stockdale et al. (2002) also conclude that ‘‘Although nutrient management in organically managed soils is fundamentally different to soils managed convention- ally, the underlying processes supporting soil fertility are not’’. But ploughing in of legume rotations in organic farming provides substantial amounts of soluble miner- als to the soil since the vacuole of each cell of a mature plant contains mM concentrations of soluble calcium, magnesium, phosphate and 2–300 mM potassium chlor- ide. Therefore the nutrient management processes are no
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(__)

(__) Soil erosion declining now
SFP, Southeast Farm Press, 10 
(“USDA releases new soil erosion data.” http://southeastfarmpress.com/management/usda-releases-new-soil-erosion-data)

Agriculture Deputy Secretary Kathleen Merrigan has announced that soil erosion on cropland declined by more than 40 percent during the past 25 years, while more than one-third of all development of U.S. land occurred during the same period.
The information was contained in the latest National Resource Inventory (NRI) for Non-Federal Lands, which was released at an event marking the 75th Anniversary of USDA's Natural Resources Conservation Service (NRCS), the agency charged with ensuring private lands are conserved, restored, and more resilient to environmental challenges.
"The NRI results are significant because they provide a scientifically-based snapshot of the nation's natural resources and the ability to track trends in natural resource use and condition," Merrigan said. "The NRI provides a wealth of information that can be used by agricultural and environmental policymakers to make informed decisions about the nation's natural resources."
Key findings from the 2007 NRI include:	
• Total cropland erosion (sheet, rill and wind) declined by about 43 percent, from more than 3.06 billion tons per year in 1982 to about 1.72 billion tons per year in 2007. The reduction reflects NRCS's emphasis on working with producers and landowners to reduce erosion. Most of the soil erosion reductions occurred between 1987 and 1997.
• Cropland acreage declined from 420 million acres in 1982 to 357 million acres in 2007, a 15 percent decrease. About half of this reduction is reflected in enrollments of environmental sensitive cropland in USDA's Conservation Reserve Program.
• About 40 million acres of land were newly developed between 1982 and 2007, bringing the national total to about 111 million acres. More development occurred in the Southeast than in any other region. For the NRI, developed land includes rural transportation corridors such as roads and railroads as well as urban and built-up areas which include residential, industrial, commercial and other land uses. The findings on development are important because development isolates tracts of former farmland, which degrades wildlife habitat and makes agricultural production inefficient.
• There were 325 million acres of prime farmland in 2007, compared to 339 million acres in 1982. The acreage of prime farmland converted to other uses such as development during the 25-year period is greater than the combined area of Vermont and New Hampshire and almost as large as West Virginia.
• The total area of developed land in all states, except Alaska and Hawaii, is approximately equal to the combined surface area of Illinois, Iowa and Michigan. Land that was newly developed between 1982 and 2007 covered an area slightly larger than Iowa. The largest increase in development was 10.7 million acres between 1992 and 1997.
NRI provides scientifically-based, statistically accurate estimates of natural resource status, conditions and trends on non-federal U.S. land-private, tribal and trust lands as well as land controlled by state and local governments. The data are suitable for national, regional and statewide analyses and are comparable across the time period 1982 - 2007. NRCS conducts the inventory in cooperation with Iowa State University's Center for Survey Statistics and Methodology, a respected scientific partner.
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(__)

(__) Healthy standards raise costs significantly
Newman, Economist at the Economic Research Service, U.S. Department of Agriculture, 12 
(Constance Newman, The Food Costs of Healthier School Lunches, Agricultural and Resource Economics Review 41/1 (April 2012) 12–28)

Conclusions
This study examines the food costs of school lunch menus in 2005 and how they differed if they met nutrient standards that are slated to become the new set of USDA recommendations. Many schools met the proposed standards on an individual basis, such as the provision of a half cup of dark green vegetables per week or the provision of less than one cup of starchy vegetables in a week. However, only a small share of schools met multiple standards, and no school met all of them. The main conclusion is that school lunches that contained more and more varied vegetables had statistically significantly higher average food costs. Bivariate analysis of the cost differences suggests that most of the individual standards will lead to higher menu food costs with the exception of standards that call for lower amounts of starchy vegetables and calories. Menus meeting those standards suggest they will lead to lower food costs. Menus that met the individual standards for dark green vegetables, legume vegetables, “other” (i.e., different) vegetables, and total vegetables were all higher in cost than menus that did not meet the respective standard. Menus meeting the other vegetable and total vegetable standards were each 11 cents higher in cost, while menus meeting the dark green and legume standards were 5 and 6 cents higher, respectively. The bivariate results also show that school menus that met two different combinations of standards had significantly higher food costs. School menus that met three vegetable standards (dark green, orange, and other vegetables) had food costs of 14 cents higher. School menus that met those same three vegetable standards plus the standards for fruit and lowfat milk were 12 cents higher. Regression analysis was used to control for characteristics that varied across schools, such as region, urbanicity, school food service operation characteristics, purchasing policies, nutrition requirements, etc. These factors are thought to potentially affect the types of foods chosen, which is what varies across schools in the way menu costs are calculated here. Controlling for these other factors, and conducting the regression analysis with two different specifications and sample sizes, the analysis finds that meeting the “other” vegetables standard, the total vegetables standard, and the two small combinations of standards all led to significantly higher food costs. A common argument for why healthier foods would be more expensive is that fresh fruits and vegetables are more costly. The evidence here is supportive of that argument with respect to vegetables, but not so with respect to fruit. However, other costs potentially associated with providing more fruit, such as labor and capital, are not measured here because of data limitations. The results on vegetables suggest that it is the extra kinds and the higher total quantities of vegetables that will raise food costs most. 
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(__) Link—School lunches key to overall federalism
Corbin, Professor of Politics and Matthew Parks an Assistant Professor of Politics at The King’s College, New York City, 14
(David Corbin is a, “Who Killed Federalism?”, http://www.newrevolutionnow.org/nrn-blog/category/federalism)

Nothing testifies to the death of federalism better than the rash of stories last week about federal requirements for public school lunches. Consider just a few:
The representatives of the once-free people of Connecticut voted unanimously in both the state House and Senate to ban chocolate milk, lest its troublesomely high levels of sodium endanger a portion of their federal school lunch subsidies.
In Washington, lawmakers debated how to respond to complaints that schools are having to divert money from teaching budgets “to cover the costs of mounds of wasted fruits and vegetables.” Experts suggest that enlisting “technical assistance” in organizing lunch lines and presenting food might help local schools cut their losses–especially since the US Department of Agriculture (USDA) gives extra subsidies to those who serve these not-so-enticing meals.
The USDA closed out the week by offering a “whole grain-rich pasta products” waiver to those schools that have found quality pasta difficult to come by–as long as said hardship is properly certified by their respective state board of education.
We’ll pause a moment to let your nausea pass—hopefully not inspired by the thought of school children having to eat non-whole grain-rich pasta, at least while the two-year waiver period lasts.
The dynamic at work in this case illustrates the contemporary relationship between states and the federal government. It begins with the promise of federal funding—assuming certain conditions are met. Revenue-strapped states scramble for the money like children diving for candy after a piñata bursts. This “extra” money is soon not extra at all—but rather a vital (even if relatively small) part of a barely balanced budget. Meanwhile, the federal bureaucracy realizes that the original conditions attached to the money are inadequate to reach its ever-elusive goals. New rules follow with threats of withheld funds for non-compliance.
For most states (see CT above), the decision is easy: comply. But what happens when the new regulations are impossibly onerous? Finally, out come the champions of federalism, whose alternative simply shovels a little less dirt on its grave.
Hear the Republican lion in the un-eaten fruit and veggie war: “‘I want to do all I can to fight childhood obesity,’ Rep. Rodney Davis (R-Ill.), who has been sharply critical of the standards, said in an interview. ‘But I’ve heard from school districts, superintendents, and they are asking for flexibility. This top-down approach from Washington isn’t working. The plate waste is piling up.’”
What’s the alternative to a “top-down approach from Washington”? Waivers from Washington. The USDA seems to get what Republicans miss: the name of the game is power. Grant a “whole grain-rich pasta products” waiver and you’re still running the game by your rules. The USDA giveth, and the USDA taketh away.
Real federalism—and, more importantly, real self-government—looks quite a bit different. In Federalist 45, James Madison addresses concerns that the sum total of power granted to the national government in the Constitution will endanger the powers, in the language of the 10th Amendment, “reserved to the States.” He begins to build his case to the contrary by reminding his audience, as we do well to be reminded of today, that federalism is a means, not an end:
Was, then, the American Revolution effected, was the American Confederacy formed, was the precious blood of thousands spilt, and the hard-earned substance of millions lavished, not that the people of America should enjoy peace, liberty, and safety, but that the government of the individual States, that particular municipal establishments, might enjoy a certain extent of power, and be arrayed with certain dignities and attributes of sovereignty?
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(__)

(__) Education is a state right – federal involvement remains small and insignificant
Robinson, Resident Fellow at the American Enterprise Institute for Public Policy Research and former Secretary of Education for the Commonwealth of Virginia. Ed.M., Harvard, 16 
(Gerard Robinson, SCHOOL INEQUALITY: CHALLENGES AND SOLUTIONS: Allen Chair Issue 2016: FEDERAL ROLE IN THE GOVERNANCE OF PUBLIC SCHOOLS: A FEDERAL ROLE IN EDUCATION: ENCOURAGEMENT AS A GUIDING PHILOSOPHY FOR THE ADVANCEMENT OF LEARNING IN AMERICA, March, 2016, University of Richmond Law Review, 50 U. Rich. L. Rev. 919)

Education in the United States is governed by principles of federalism that guide the constitutional relationships between our national government's three branches and state governments. American federalism was an ideological break from the "old ideas of sovereignty" under the English governance model that took root in the Constitutional Convention in Philadelphia, which occurred from May 25 to September 17, 1787. n2 On July 13, 1787, while delegates met in Philadelphia to strengthen the Articles of Confederation (later agreeing to abandon it for a Constitution), n3 members of the Congress of the Confederation convened in New York City and enacted the Northwest Ordinance of 1787. n4 It, along with a then prevailing ideology of encouragement, shaped  [*920]  the early foundation of the federal government's role in state education. Education, one of the most important investments of state governments, is an example of a power "reserved to the States respectively, or to the people" through the Tenth Amendment of the United States Constitution. n5 By contrast, Article 1, section 8, of the Constitution outlines enumerated powers allocated to Congress but not to the states, which includes collecting taxes and supporting the "common Defence and general Welfare" of the nation. n6 Given the importance of education to the general welfare of both the nation and the states, this article calls for a reimagining of the role of the federal government in education by adopting an encouragement philosophy rooted in the ideals of the Northwest Ordinance of 1787.
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(__)

(__) Federal involvement should just be encouragement – not descriptive
Robinson, Resident Fellow at the American Enterprise Institute for Public Policy Research and former Secretary of Education for the Commonwealth of Virginia. Ed.M., Harvard, 16 
(Gerard Robinson, SCHOOL INEQUALITY: CHALLENGES AND SOLUTIONS: Allen Chair Issue 2016: FEDERAL ROLE IN THE GOVERNANCE OF PUBLIC SCHOOLS: A FEDERAL ROLE IN EDUCATION: ENCOURAGEMENT AS A GUIDING PHILOSOPHY FOR THE ADVANCEMENT OF LEARNING IN AMERICA, March, 2016, University of Richmond Law Review, 50 U. Rich. L. Rev. 919)

Conclusion
The federal government must remain a stakeholder in education given its importance to the economic, scientific, social, and national security demands of our nation. This does not mean that the federal government should behave as a national school board. Rather, the federal government should use its constitutional authority to implement a guiding philosophy based upon the spirit of Article III of the Northwest Ordinance of 1787 - "schools [public and private, nonprofit and for-profit, secular and religious] and the means of education [traditional, homeschool, online, dual enrollment] shall forever be encouraged." n153 An encouragement philosophy guiding the federal role in education would provide five benefits. First, it could guide federal involvement through the DOE, but also the HHS, the USDA, and the Department of Labor. Second, it would focus federal involvement in education on supporting states' goals for education. Third, it would enable states to approach the federal government for guidance with more excitement and less fear of indictment. Fourth, it would push the federal government to most often serve as an educational partner rather than an educational parent. Finally, it would invite greater innovation from states and local school boards with the knowledge that they can rely on federal support to invent new educational futures for our children. At its core, an encouragement philosophy is not about more money, which the Left demands, or shrinking government, which the Right demands. It is bigger than school choice and bolder than a school turnaround. Ultimately, an encouragement philosophy recommends a return to our early thinking about the role government should play in education and the happiness of mankind.
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(__) No warrants for federal control—states can adapt standards to meet local needs
Bakst, research fellow at The Heritage Foundation, 14 
(Daren Bakst, “Parents, not bureaucrats, should decide what kids eat.” http://www.heritage.org/education/commentary/parents-not-bureaucrats-should-decide-what-kids-eat)

The assumption underlying these new standards is that the federal government must control nutritional policy in the schools because parents can’t be trusted to teach their children how to make dietary choices that meet their unique needs.
Proponents claim that parents need help because they can’t ensure their kids are eating properly at school. Of course, parents can’t know every single thing that their children eat at school, but this doesn’t mean parents haven’t provided their children with the necessary knowledge to make informed choices. Even assuming that schools need to limit food choices, this doesn’t justify federal control.
Parents concerned about the food provided to their children at school are much better off going to local officials to address these issues. They will generally get the chance to meet with the officials and have their voices heard.
Parents aren’t going to get very far trying to convince D.C. bureaucrats about their specific concerns. Local officials who would like to help have their hands tied with these new standards because they don’t have the necessary flexibility to address many concerns.
If the new standards provided greater flexibility to states and local authorities, it would help officials better meet the needs of their students and empower parents by giving them a greater say in the food provided through meal programs.
The federal standards have encountered a lot of criticism from nutrition officials as well as students. The independent Government Accountability Office surveyed state nutrition officials and found that local school food authorities had a slew of real-world concerns about the lunch standards, ranging from “increased plate waste” — bureaucrat speak for uneaten food — to the costs of meeting the new federal dietary code.
The School Nutrition Association has echoed these concerns. The National School Board Association cautioned, “School boards cannot ignore the higher costs and operational issues created by the rigid mandates of the Healthy, Hunger-Free Kids Act.” The mandates are so excessive that some schools have reportedly raided their teaching budgets to cover the extra costs.
Worse, students are disgusted by the food provided to them. According to the GAO report, students in one district held a three-week boycott against school lunches. Students are posting their anger over the program using Twitter at “#ThanksMichelle.”
The first lady and other proponents of the standards have turned a deaf ear to the complaints. They’ve even opposed giving some financially struggling schools a one-year reprieve from complying with the standards. Nothing, it seems, not even the mounting evidence of the program’s failure, will be allowed to slow its implementation.
And that’s a shame. Washington always hungers for power, but these federal meal standards aren’t fit for public consumption. They need to be scrapped.
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Federal reform structurally fails
Mirel, David L. Angus Collegiate Professor of Education and Professor of History at the University of Michigan, 09 
(Jeffrey E., with Maris A. Vinovskis. “Perennial Problems with Federal Education Reform in the United States.” https://www.cairn.info/revue-politique-americaine-2009-3-page-11.htm)

At the same time, it is also worth noting that any federal initiatives will not substantially improve American education quickly. There are no simple or easy solutions for the complex and daunting challenges facing U.S. education. The exaggerated promises of Goals 2000 and No Child Left Behind were unrealistic and unattainable in 10-12 years. In light of the severe budgetary constraints on new federal aid to public schools, most of the education funding probably will have to be provided by states and local communities, both of which now are facing reduced revenues and other rising costs. The difficulties encountered by many U.S. students also stem in large part from the economic and social disadvantages that many of their families continue to experience. Nevertheless, we can facilitate the gradual improvement of U.S. education by investing more wisely in long-term, rigorous research as well as developing more challenging, uniform education standards.
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Given that President Obama has been in office for less than a year, whether he will make major changes in federal education policy still remains to be seen. What we can be certain about, however, is that whatever he attempts to do in regards to federal education policy will be mitigated by the two factors that we have used to structure this essay – the lack of a strong body of research about what can work to enhance the quality of education for poor and minority students and the ungainly “system” of educational power and authority in the U.S. that was designed to make the implementation of federally mandated education reforms an exceedingly difficult endeavor. How Obama will address these challenges will be one of the most intriguing political questions to be answered in the next three years.
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Farm-to-school programs induce citizenship through consumption, reinforcing neoliberal ideology
Guthman, Associate Professor in the Department of Community Studies at the University of California, Santa Cruz, 08 
(Julie Guthman, “Neoliberalism and the making of food politics in California,” Geoforum, Vol. 39, No. 3, May 2008, p. 1171-1183, Accessed Online through Emory Libraries)

A third theme of contemporary food activism is entrepreneurialism and specifically the use of market mechanisms to solve problems. Although this idea, too, is more broadly indicative of neoliberal mentalities, the agro-food movement in some sense found its own path to it. This is most easily explained by the fact that organics, the flagship movement, was in fact always entrepreneurial – a green business. Still, even the community food security movement, which seeks to combat the causes of hunger, rather than the symptoms (Fisher and Gottlieb, 1995), looks to entrepreneurialism as a way out. Besides trying to improve “access” to supermarkets, many of its programs are about linking up consumers and producers, through community-based institutions such as urban gardens, cooperative buying groups, farmers’ markets, CSAs, and other food delivery services. In this case, the turn to entrepreneurial approaches was in part a concession to the decreasing political support for entitlement programs, in part a way to make the food insecure independent of the charity of others (Allen, 1999). In effect, its strategic alliance with the sustainable agriculture movement has put food security on par with farmer income. Not only is this particular “win–win” situation a falsifiable conceit (Guthman et al., 2006), it depoliticizes “hunger” itself, very much in keeping with responsibilization.
Probably the most striking turn food politics has taken is in the promotion of food and farming as means to self-improvement. Of course, providing nutritional information as a form of social improvement has a long history, from health food movements to Americanization campaigns (Levenstein, 1993), and farming has always been valorized in the American psyche. Nevertheless, the extent to which organic, local food has come to be intensely proselytized suggests something deeper going on about contemporary subject-making. Farm-to-school programs are sold with the idea of giving children the ability to make right choices, to improve standardized test scores, and to conform to normative body sizes (Allen and Guthman, 2006). Increasingly garden-oriented projects (in prisons, schools, and among “at-risk” populations) are viewed as mechanisms to produce “empowered”, self-sufficient subjects and encourage “citizenship” more broadly, irrespective of the actual production of food (see Pudup, this issue).
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