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Neg Strat 

Holy shit, this case rocks!  Right about now you are wondering what to do because you think you are about to lose…  Don’t worry you won’t lose because this file will get you through it!  Believe it!

DA – Biz Con, trade wars, politics – congress opposes, 

**********Frontline**********

@ Solvency

1) No solvency – there is no way to know if the ships dump their ballast water in the approved areas.

2) Turn – This will cause invasive species spread in different areas and spread it to other areas not normally affected.
3) Solvency Defense - Ballast water is only one way to spread invasive species – they ignore the 304 million other ways to do it, too!

Watson USA TODAY July 23, 2002 [Traci, Tuesday, FINAL EDITION  Aquatic aliens spawn trouble  SECTION: NEWS; Pg. 3A  LENGTH: 710 words. MJS]

"On a monthly basis, we get reports of new invasive species we haven't known about before," says Dianna Padilla of the State University of New York-Stony Brook. "Not all species will cause huge damage, but we can't really predict ahead of time which ones will." Many of these invaders hitchhike into the USA in ballast water that ships take on in foreign ports for stabilization. Others escaped from American fish farms. Some, such as the snakehead in Maryland, were released or spread by routine, seemingly harmless activities. A population of swamp eels in Georgia probably began when somebody dumped the contents of a home aquarium into a stream. The lionfish is also a suspected escapee from a fish tank. State and federal officials are trying to erect defenses against these invaders. Earlier this year, for example, North Dakota banned bait imports, to cut the chance that an angler tossing leftover bait into a lake would introduce a monster fish. "It's startling. The public can so easily introduce an invasion," says James Carlton, director of the maritime studies program at Mystic Seaport in Connecticut. "A few of these things successfully reproduce and spread, and there's our nightmare."  
@ Modeling
**********Off Case important stuff**********

Spending Links
We have known port facilities are to expensive for years and it wouldn’t even do the job!
Lloyd's List – February 21, 2003  [Environment - IMO blasted for 'misguided' ballast water proposals  SECTION: Pg. 16  Cornelius de Keyzer, of the port of Rotterdam strategy and communication division. Lexis. MJS]
Citing Intercargo figures of 134 bulkers and 740 seafaring lives lost between 1991 and 2000, Captain de Keyzer said that the proposed practice of adopting exchange at sea as part of IMO rules amounted to formalising an extra risk. At the same time, the alternative of developing port facilities to receive ballast water should only be considered "over our dead bodies", he continued. "Can you imagine the quantities we would be talking about with a huge containership or an ordinary ULCC?" he said. "A 300,000 dwt ship would discharge 100,000 tonnes of ballast water. Can you imagine what kind of facilities would be necessary to handle and treat the amount of ballast water we would be talking about, and how costly it would be? "As usual, that cost would be passed on to the shipowners and the charterers." Nor would in-port treatment touch sediment left in purged tanks. Sediment in wing tanks provided the ideal environment for the survival of alien species. 

Biz Con links
Regulation decreases business investment and investor confidence and kills competitiveness

Susan Lee writing for Consumers’ Research Magazine, Aug. 1996, “How Government Menaces Our Economic Health”, vol. 79 no. 8, pp. 16-17

Who Pays for All This? In general, the cost of regulating is initially expressed as a cost of doing business. Okay, but who pays this tariff? We all do, in one way or another. Consider a standard situation in which a law requires certain practices to be followed in hiring or procedures to be used to assure product quality. The former will raise costs by forcing employers to expand their job search and fill out forms to prove comp1ianc the latter will raise costs by requiring changes in the production process. Sometimes, firms can pass these costs to consumers, making them pay more; sometimes, firms can’t pass them along at all, so they will have lower profits, which means that owners or shareholders foot the bill. But, often, employers pass these costs down the line with lower wages and salaries. Other times, when costs cannot be directly passed off to employees, employers will respond by either hiring fewer people or laying off those already employed. Either way, higher business costs from regulation will result in lower wages and/or higher unemployment. Excessive regulation also discourages investment in domestic business: Why plop a factory down on regulated soil when unregulated opportunities beckon abroad? Moreover, the threat of regulatory changes creates uncertainty, which scares investors, who then demand higher returns, and tends to make planning horizons more short term. Further, regulation stymies innovation. This has been especially true in the drug ind medical- device industry. Long approval periods shorten the effective patent time for the results of expensive research and development and thus diminish returns on discoveries without lowering risk. A larger gap between risk and return renders many research and development projects too unprofitable to undertake. And last, all of the above make it harder for domestic firms to compete in international markets in which many foreign-based firms do not have to contend with the effects of excessive regulation.

Emergency Dumping
Link - The plan doesn’t allow for emergency ballast dumps to occur.
Steinke ’02 [Testimony of Richard Steinke Executive Director, Port of Long Beach Chairman, American Association of Port Authorities Before a Joint Hearing of the House Transportation and Infrastructure Subcommittees on Coast Guard and Maritime Transportation and Water Resources and the Environment MAY 15, 2002. MJS]
AAPA believes the Coast Guard should promulgate regulations as soon as possible to make the current voluntary program mandatory. AAPA supports continued application of a safety exemption for vessels that are unable to perform ballast water exchange when the master of a vessel, acting in good faith, determines that the exchange of ballast water will threaten the safety or stability of the vessel, its crew, or its passengers. AAPA recognizes that ballast water exchange is only an interim measure to reduce the risk of introduction of nuisance species. Ballast exchange is: (1) known to be of limited effectiveness for certain types of organisms; (2) limited to vessels on fairly long voyages that travel more than 200 miles offshore; (3) expensive due to increased fuel consumption, pump wear, and labor costs; and, (4) potentially dangerous to the operation of some ships. Thus, there is a great need to develop more effective and efficient approaches to ballast water management on ships. However, due consideration must be given to the availability of technologies, the environmental consequences of treatment, and cost effectiveness of alternatives to ballast water exchange. In addition, before any decision is made to phase out ballast water exchange, consideration must be given to investments made in existing vessels, particularly in recently built vessels that have incorporated specially designed systems for ballast water exchange.
* AAPA – American Association of Port Authorities

