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Strat Sheet:

Attached are the six best cards to read against the NC, 2 analytic arguments that are crucial, as well as the counterplan with the solvency card attached.  To read through all that took me 2:30.  

NOTE:  You will need to fill in the blanks for the counterplan.  I left the non-topicality/theory/competition stories unmentioned because I wanted to leave that to you to articulate.  Whatever other arguments you decide to add, make sure you add that to the 2:30.

Also attached is the text of the bill - if they want to see what the specifics of the bill are, you can just hand them those two pages.  They say exactly what the Peters evidence indicates.

One of the arguments that they might try to go for is this argument that Repsol is currently planning to drill next year.  The key thing to keep in mind is that this is AN EXPLORATORY WELL, i.e., one single well that doesn't guarantee future drilling.  I've attached the argument that says even if they discover oil, that does't mean they will drill.  You can also leverage all of the other solvency arguments against this specific bill.  You also have a card in this file to respond to that.

The most important argument for you to win is that these deals don't mean shit.  There's a claver-carone extension that you might want to read in the 1NC if you feel like it.

Solvency Block 1/3

1. There will be no drilling without access to US technology or refining capacity.

Mauricio Claver-Carone, director of the US-Cuba Democracy PAC, argues in the International Herald Tribuine in 2008.  Mauricio Claver-Carone  formerly served as an attorney with the U.S. Treasury.  “How the Cuban embargo protects the environment.”  International Herald Tribune, 7/25/2008.  http://www.iht.com/articles/2008/07/25/opinion/edcarone.php  accessed 11-15-08.  //WC

Clearly, foreign oil companies anticipate political changes in Cuba and are trying to position themselves accordingly. It is equally clear they are encountering legal and logistical obstacles preventing oil and gas exploration and development. Among the impediments are well-founded reservations as to how any new discovery can be turned into product. Cuba has very limited refining capacity, and the U.S. embargo prevents sending Cuban crude oil to American refineries. Neither is it financially or logistically viable for partners of the current Cuban regime to undertake deep-water exploration without access to U.S. technology, which the embargo prohibits transferring to Cuba. The prohibitions exist for good reason. Fidel Castro expropriated U.S. oil company assets after taking control of Cuba and has never provided compensation.

2. Cuba can't drill without US technology, because only US corporations can drill deep enough.

Weissert, journalist for the Associated Press, reports on March 24, 2009.  "Oil riches so close yet so far away."  Will Weissert, Washington Times, 3/24/09.  http://www.washingtontimes.com/news/2009/mar/24/oil-riches-so-close-yet-so-far-away/print/  accessed 4/4/09.  //WC

Cuba is still waiting for its offshore oil rush. It has been four years since U.S. experts said the island may sit atop nearly 10 billion barrels of deep-sea oil, revealing for Cuba an enormous economic Catch-22.  Cuba needs the technical expertise of major Western oil companies to get to any of the unexploited crude. Yet on Feb. 7 the U.S. marked the 47th year of a trade embargo that has blocked producers with the technical ability to drill that deep, denying Cuba what could be a massive windfall.   

Solvency Block 2/3

3. Only Americans have the proximity and technology to drill.

Padgett reports for TIME magaine on October 23, 2008.  "How Cuba's Oil Find Could Change the US Embargo."  Tim Padgett, 10/23/2008.  http://www.time.com/time/world/article/0,8599,1853252,00.html  accessed 4/4/09.  //WC

Still, the concessions so far represent less than a quarter of the 59 drilling blocks that Cuba hopes to exploit in the 43,000-sq.-mi. (112,000 sq km) EEZ. Analysts say one reason is the daunting infrastructural difficulties facing any company that drills in Cuba: firms have to bring much more of their own capital, equipment, technology and on-the-ground know-how than usual. This year's severe hurricane damage in Cuba has made the situation worse. Canada's Sherritt, in fact, recently dropped out of its four-block contract. "Who else is going to be willing to actually come in and take the risk in Cuba?" says Benjamin-Alvarado. "In terms of proximity and technology, the only people really able to do it to the extent the Cubans need are the Americans."

4. Just because blocks have been leased doesn't mean drilling will happen.

Luxner, editor and publisher of CubaNews, reports in November 2008.  "Cuba may have 20 billion barrels of oil but cash crunch threatens investment."  Larry Luxner, CubaNews, Vol. 16, Num. 10, November 2008.  //WC

Yet success in tapping Cuba's oil potential depends on a variety of factors outside the country's control.  "A lot of those blocks are leased, but that doesn't mean any of those companies is ready or able to bring in a rig and start drilling," said Peters.  "In addition, deepwater rigs are scarcer right now, so that's another factor slowing things down."  

5. US Corporations can't sell their equipment to foreign companies - and if foreign companies use US equipment in Cuba, they would lose their rights in the Gulf of Mexico.

Weissert, journalist for the Associated Press, reports on March 24, 2009.  "Oil riches so close yet so far away."  Will Weissert, Washington Times, 3/24/09.  http://www.washingtontimes.com/news/2009/mar/24/oil-riches-so-close-yet-so-far-away/print/  accessed 4/4/09.  //WC

Further taxing Cuba's oil industry is the fact that the U.S. embargo not only prohibits American oil companies from investing, but bans the sale of the latest drilling equipment, forcing Cupet to use less efficient technology, said Jonathan Benjamin-Alvarado, a Cuban oil expert at the University of Nebraska at Omaha.  U.S. law also forbids international companies from investing in expropriated American property in Cuba and could penalize offenders by revoking travel visas or restricting access to drilling contracts in the U.S. portion of the Gulf of Mexico. 

Solvency Block 3/3

6. There is no such thing as 100% safe drilling - no matter how many precautions you put in place, there is always the possibility of a spill.

7. TURN: By lifting the embargo, plan allows for Cuba to gain access to the technology and refining necessary to do any drilling at all, which means that the only risk of a spill is with the affirmative.

8. TURN:  Even if there is no oil spill, the routine maintenance of drilling rigs destroys coral.

Burke and Maidens, associaties in the People and Ecosystems Program of the World Resources Institute, argue in August 2005.  Lauretta Burke and Jonathan Maidens.   “Reefs at Risk in the Caribbean.” World Resources Institute, August 2005.  http://earthtrends.wri.org/features/view_feature.php?theme=1&fid=55  accessed 11-15-08.  //WC

Marine-based sources of pollution, including oil discharge and spills, sewage, ballast and bilge discharge, and the dumping of other human garbage and waste from ship, are a cause for great concern in the Caribbean region. Much of this threat is related to the high amount of marine transportation in the Caribbean. For example, ship anchors can extensively damage the seafloor; discharge from ships releases a toxic mix of oil, nutrients, invasive species, and other pollutants. The routine maintenance and washing of oil tanks, drilling rigs, and pipelines releases a significant amount of oil into the environment. Oil damages coral reproductive tissues, harms zooxanthellae (algae that lives symbiotically inside corals), inhibits juvenile coral recruitment, and reduces the resilience of reefs to other stresses (Dubinsky and Stambler, 1996).

Nelson Bill Counterplan

Counterplan:

A. Text:  The United States Federal Government will introduce and pass legislation identical to S.2503, introduced by Bill Nelson in the 110th session of Congress.

B. Solvency:  This legislation would prompt foreign companies to abandon their oil deals with Cuba.

Philip Peters, vice-president of the Lexington Institute, argues on his weblog on January 28, 2008.  "No boundaries."  Entry on the Cuban Triangle weblog.  http://cubantriangle.blogspot.com/2008/01/no-boundaries.html accessed 4/19/09.  //WC

Florida Senator Bill Nelson has a way to stop exploration for oil in Cuba’s Gulf waters: declare that the maritime boundary between the United States and Cuba is void, threaten U.S. sanctions against executives of foreign companies involved in exploration in Cuban waters, and apply those sanctions against the executives’ families too.  And the horse they rode in on.  This part of the Senator’s “ongoing effort to protect Florida’s coast from the ravages of oil drilling,” as a press release from his office put it, is found in S. 2503, a bill introduced last January (and in the previous Congress too) with no cosponsors.  The U.S.-Cuba maritime boundary is the result of a 1977 agreement (described here, pdf) that was never ratified by the Senate. Every two years since, including during the current Administration, the United States and Cuba have exchanged diplomatic notes that renew their commitment to the agreement, and to the boundary.  The Senator’s bill would nullify this agreement. Maybe there’s a lawyer out there who knows whether Congress can do this. One certainly wonders why the Senator doesn’t get the Senate to bring up the agreement for ratification, and vote it down.  Regardless, outside the legislative arena, the Senator is now asking President Bush not to make a new two-year commitment to the maritime boundary agreement. His staff was told that the note to that effect was sent but not yet received, according to an oil industry publication, and he asked the President to recall the note in a January 23 letter.  The Senator has good reason for concern. He notes that, “as the Gulf Stream flows, an oil spill or other drilling accident would desecrate [!] part of Florida’s unique environment and devastate its $50 billion tourism-driven economy.” And he is probably right to calculate that if his recommendations were followed, there would be enough uncertainty and fear of sanctions that foreign oil companies might abandon Cuban projects.

Text of Nelson Bill 1/2

The Text of S.2503 as found on govtrack.us, introduced on December 18, 2007.  http://www.govtrack.us/congress/billtext.xpd?bill=s110-2503 accessed 4/19/09.  //WC

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of America in Congress assembled,

SECTION 1. NULLIFICATION OF MARITIME BOUNDARY AGREEMENT.

Notwithstanding any other provision of law, the Maritime Boundary Agreement Between the United States of America and the Republic of Cuba signed at Washington DC, December 16, 1977, shall have no force and effect after the date of the enactment of this Act.

SEC. 2. EXCLUSION OF CERTAIN ALIENS.

(a) In General- The Cuban Liberty and Democratic Solidarity (LIBERTAD) Act of 1996 (22 U.S.C. 6021 note) is amended by inserting after section 401 the following:

SEC. 402. EXCLUSION FROM THE UNITED STATES OF ALIENS WHO DIRECTLY AND SIGNIFICANTLY CONTRIBUTE TO THE ABILITY OF CUBA TO DEVELOP PETROLEUM RESOURCES OFF OF CUBA'S NORTH COAST.

(a) In General- The Secretary of State shall deny a visa to, and the Attorney General and the Secretary of Homeland Security shall exclude from the United States, any alien who the Secretary of State determines is a person who--

(1) is an officer or principal of an entity, or a shareholder who owns a controlling interest in an entity, that, after the date of the enactment of this section, makes an investment of $1,000,000 or more (or any combination of investments that in the aggregate equals or exceeds $1,000,000 in any 12-month period), that directly and significantly contributes to the enhancement of Cuba's ability to develop petroleum resources off of Cuba's north coast; or

(2) is a spouse, minor child, or agent of a person described in paragraph (1).

(b) Exemption- Subsection (a) shall not apply if the Secretary of State finds, on a case-by-case basis, that the entry into the United States of the person who would otherwise be excluded under this section is necessary for medical reasons or for purposes of litigation of an action under title III.

(c) Definitions- In this section:

(1) DEVELOP- The term `develop', with respect to petroleum resources, means the exploration for, or the extraction, refining, or transportation by pipeline of, petroleum resources.

(2) INVESTMENT-

Text of Nelson Bill 2/2

(A) IN GENERAL- The term `investment' means any of the following activities if such activity is undertaken pursuant to an agreement, or pursuant to the exercise of rights under such an agreement, that is 

entered into with the Government of Cuba or a nongovernmental entity in Cuba, on or after the date of the enactment of this section:

(i) The entry into a contract that includes responsibility for the development of petroleum resources located in Cuba, or the entry into a contract providing for the general supervision and guarantee of another person's performance of such a contract.

(ii) The purchase of a share of ownership, including an equity interest, in that development.

(iii) The entry into a contract providing for the participation in royalties, earnings, or profits in that development, without regard to the form of the participation.

(B) EXCEPTION- The term `investment' does not include the entry into, performance, or financing of a contract to sell or purchase goods, services, or technology.

(3) PETROLEUM RESOURCES- The term `petroleum resources' includes petroleum and natural gas resources.'.

(b) Effective Date- The amendment made by this section applies to aliens seeking to enter the United States on or after the date of the enactment of this Act.

A2: Repsol

Even if the Repsol consortium hits oil, there's no guarantee they will actually drill.

Weissert, journalist for the Associated Press, reports on March 24, 2009.  "Oil riches so close yet so far away."  Will Weissert, Washington Times, 3/24/09.  http://www.washingtontimes.com/news/2009/mar/24/oil-riches-so-close-yet-so-far-away/print/  accessed 4/4/09.  //WC

Even with a big find, it could take five years and $3 billion to develop the 59 deep-sea blocks, located an average 6,550 feet below sea level, said Mr. Pinon. They would need to yield about 10,000 barrels a day at more than $60 a barrel to be profitable, he added.  "That's pretty pricey if you're not sure of your financing or the longevity of the current government," said Eric Smith, of the Entergy-Tulane Energy Institute at Tulane University in New Orleans.

Deals don't mean anything

Deals to drill don't mean a thing.  Cuba has been signing deals to drill for 10 years - and nothing ever happens.

Mauricio Claver-Carone, director of the US-Cuba Democracy PAC, argues in the International Herald Tribuine in 2008.  Mauricio Claver-Carone  formerly served as an attorney with the U.S. Treasury.  “How the Cuban embargo protects the environment.”  International Herald Tribune, 7/25/2008.  http://www.iht.com/articles/2008/07/25/opinion/edcarone.php  accessed 11-15-08.  //WC

For almost a decade now, the Castro regime has been lauding offshore lease agreements. It has tried Norway's StatoilHydro, India's state-run Oil & Natural Gas Corporation, Malaysia's Petronas and Canada's Sherritt International. Yet, there is no current drilling activity off Cuba's coasts. The Cuban government has announced plans to drill, then followed with postponements in 2006, 2007 and this year.
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