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Significance
The discussion of nuclear power has become almost taboo in the wake of the Japanese reactor meltdown. Despite implemented safeguards, the citizens living in Japan witnessed catastrophic effects from the damage to their reactors. This has changed the current climate regarding nuclear power. Should it still be a primary method of green technology despite the risks? Some policy makers continually state that it is not, but with a depleting world supply of fossil fuels, it is still up for discussion. In an age where international tensions are high, it is necessary for many nations to become self-sustaining, especially in the area of energy policy, as it concerns emissions, international treaties, and economic feasibility. The discussion of nuclear power, in addition to these concerns and factions, also includes a discussion of possible proliferation as some nuclear elements can be used for weaponization. Thorium, on the other hand, possesses many of the benefits of nuclear power with less of the risks. It possesses more safety benefits than that of uranium, making it a more suitable source of nuclear reactor fuel. The concern of military proliferation is not a risk with thorium as it is vastly more difficult to weaponize. Of the 70,000 or so nuclear weapons in the world, none are thorium based. Because it cannot sustain a nuclear chain reaction without priming, fission stops by default, making it safer than uranium. 
Waste is also handled in a more effective manner when using thorium in nuclear plans. A LFTR that uses thorium burns almost all of the produced waste, making it a very efficient use of nuclear power. According to the IAEA , thorium produces 10-10000 times less long-lived radioactive waste. Its sustainability is unmatched as well. It has the ability to fuel the United States for 1000 years without exhausting this resource. It is essentially up to the international community: is the risk of meltdown worse than running out of fossil fuels and being left in the dark? 

Government’s Proposal
Because the discussion of nuclear power produces tenuous results, it is dire to present the issue in a light that proves it is a necessary alternative to the status quo on multiple levels. All of the previously discussed benefits to thorium power must be significantly outlined. Though the Japan meltdown has disrupted the continuance of nuclear power generation in many countries, it should be outlined that it would be quite beneficial for the United States in many regards. Not only does the United States already have quite an abundance of thorium underground, it also has the capacity for creating nuclear reactors in areas that would not prove dangerous for most of the populous as the meltdown in Japan. There are two main components to this strategy. The first is through outlining the benefits of alternative energy for US primacy. United States hegemony is on the wane, especially with tenuous international relations. Decreasing dependence on foreign fossil fuels, as well as domestic fossil fuels, not only decreases emissions, it also shows the international community that the United States is self-sustaining. This is important not only for promoting stability in other regions of the globe; it also promotes the use of cleaner energy sources elsewhere. Areas of the globe like Southeast Asia and India are finding difficulty in promoting these types of energy. Through the United States’ ability to become a global leader in this market, it helps promote research and development in these areas to help combat the use of fossil fuels. This then leads into the second portion of the strategy: pinpointing the necessity to combat global warming. The debate as to whether or not global warming is real is over. Scientists agree: it needs to be curtailed, and it is up to global powers to facilitate this. The government’s proposal ensures this to happen. It allows for loan incentives from the government to allow investors to build more plants, utilizing nuclear energy instead of fossil fuel. This decreases emissions and also reduces waste, as the primary fuel will be derived from thorium. These loans, though potentially costly, will save money in the long run as it decreases health costs, decreases fines from over-production of CO2, as well as spurs investment across the globe as the United States will lead the development of thorium nuclear power. 

Opposition’s Proposal
As with any loan program, one way to pinpoint its flaws is through its cost. Any new initiative will cost the government money, especially if it is nuclear power. Nuclear power plants are extremely costly to manufacture, particularly if it is on the government’s dime. It’s difficult to argue against the global warming contention as it is accepted among scientists that warming is real and effecting our ecosystems. It is then up to the opposition to find a better way to solve for the impact. This is where the counterplan comes into play. By offering production tax credits instead of through loans, the government is able to subsidize the cost and force the investors to pay the initial fees. Though it may mean tax increases for citizens, it will be more cost-beneficial than allowing the risk of the government shutting down from partisan politics. Some Republican leaders say they will allow no more government spending, ensuring the daunting costs of plan will stop the ability for the debt ceiling to be raised. Additionally, the opposition has science on their side. Many scientists feel that PTC’s would be the best way to spur not only investment in the economy but also to ensure the proper amount of research and development to increase thorium levels in the United States for nuclear power. Additionally, the opposition has the ability to argue that hegemony cannot be sustained without a functioning economy. Without a stable economy and without the debt ceiling being raised, the government team cannot solve for their hegemony advantage. 

Strategy 

Member of Government’s Strategy 
To help defend the plan, the government must remember that the costs will essentially cancel themselves out. Despite the government giving out loans, the costs in the long run will be minuscule as the plan will spur research and development not only in the United States, but also across the international community, giving more opportunities for outsourcing and the like. Additionally, there is evidence laid out for the member of government to help hedge against the economy arguments. The debt ceiling will always be re-raised. If it isn’t the government would essentially shut down. Despite partisan politics attempting a stalemate, no government employee would desire to see the government completely shut down. It may take many sets of negotiations, but every time the ceiling was to be raised, it has been raised, keeping empirics on the side of the government team in this debate. Additionally, there have been proposals in Congress similar to plan. Their only downfall was bipartisan support. This ensures there is at least some backing for maintaining plan without devastating the economy. When more research and development occurs, the economy has the ability to prosper, giving the plan the ability to solve for both of the disadvantages.  

Member of Opposition’s Strategy
The way the opposition will win the debate is through recognition that the debt ceiling will not be raised in the event plan passes. The economy and what happens post-plan to the economy is the linchpin of this debate. Whatever team produces the best economic prosperity will gain victory. This is what a majority of the strategy must be based upon. Both teams are claiming to solve for global warming, so it comes down to the best possible method for solvency. It becomes a game of risk calculus. Evidence is on the side of the opposition here as to whether or not republican leaders will force a government shutdown from new spending. This means that when looking at risk calculus, probability is on the side of the opposition. When considering impact calculus, it is better to have a higher probability as both teams are attempting to solve the same impacts: global warming and hegemony. 


Prime Minister’s Constructive 
Note–this example needs case responses.
Note–this example is TOO LONG; you should not exceed 7 pages total.
[bookmark: _GoBack]Note–this example is too wordy. Keep analysis/commentary in the gov and opp outlines to 3 lines maximum and then move on to the next claim.

Observation 1: Inherency 
A. Although policymakers believe that nuclear power is now a viable investment, private investors have been hesitant. The construction of coal-fired power plants will begin to meet the electricity needs of the United States if nuclear power plants are not built
The United States is the world's largest supplier of commercial nuclear power. In 2005, there were 104 U.S. commercial nuclear generating units that were fully licensed to operate, and they provided about 20% of the Nation's electricity. But no new nuclear plants have been built in the United States for over twenty years. Some policy makers and designers of such plants believe that they can now build plants that avoid the mistakes of the past and produce power that is both safe and economical.  Although Wall Street remains doubtful about the economics of such plants, the idea seems to be gaining momentum. If nuclear power plants are not built, the gap will be filled by more coal-fired power plants; the impact of coal-fired power plants on ecological processes and systems is likely to be increasingly disastrous; and  nuclear power's ecological impacts are likely to be neutral or even positive. (Bosselman)
B. Thorium is a common element in the United States, but with such a low demand in the SQ, there has been little developed supply. 
Thorium is a silvery-white metal that was discovered in 1828 in the mineral monazite, a rare earth-thorium phosphate. It is one of the heaviest elements at number 90 on the periodic table, two spots below uranium. Thorium is a relatively common element at 15 ppm in the Earth’s crust, which is three times the abundance of uranium. It consists almost entirely of one isotope, Th232, with an extremely long half-life of 14 billion years, about the age of the universe.Thorium was first used in mantles for gas lighting because it is refractory and creates a bright white light. Today’s uses also include magnesium-thorium alloy, tungsten-thorium arc welding, carbon arc lamps and spotlights, heat resistant ceramics, and petroleum catalysts. However, the amounts that are used are miniscule, largely because of modern-day concerns about low-level radioactivity and waste disposal. The total value of thorium used in the United States in 2009 was only about $150,000.  Simply put: There is no supply because there is no demand. Because there is no demand, there is no exploration, development, or mining of thorium. Thorium occurs mainly in the mineral monazite, a relatively common rock-forming mineral in alkalic igneous rocks. It also occurs with uranium in a silicate mineral called thorite. (Fulp)

Plan: The United States federal government should substantially increase alternative energy incentives in the United States by offering loan guarantees for building thorium-based nuclear power plants


Observation 2: Global Warming 
Significance 
A. The SQ is inadequate to save the world from mad chaos- we must act now. 
Even a relatively small climatic shift can trigger or exacerbate food shortages, water scarcity, destructive weather events, the spread of disease, human migration, and natural resource competition. These crises are all the more dangerous because they are interwoven and self-perpetuating: water shortages can lead to food shortages, which can lead to conflict over remaining resources, which can drive human migration, which can create new food shortages in new regions. Once underway, this chain reaction becomes increasingly difficult to stop. It is therefore critical that policymakers do all they can to prevent the domino of the first major climate change consequence, whether it be food scarcity or the outbreak of disease, from toppling. (Podesta)
B. Global warming leads to terrorism, poverty, environmental degradation and more. 
Global warming could destabilize "struggling and poor" countries around the world, prompting mass migrations and creating breeding grounds for terrorists, the chairman of the National Intelligence Council told Congress on Wednesday. Climate change could increase flooding in coastal areas, like the flooding that hit the Philippines. Climate change "will aggravate existing problems such as poverty, social tensions, environmental degradation, ineffectual leadership and weak political institutions," Thomas Fingar said. "All of this threatens the domestic stability of a number of African, Asian, Central American and Central Asian countries.” People are likely to flee destabilized countries, and some may turn to terrorism, he said. "The conditions exacerbated by the effects of climate change could increase the pool of potential recruits into terrorist activity," he said. "Economic refugees will perceive additional reasons to flee their homes because of harsher climates," Fingar predicted. That will put pressure on countries receiving refugees, many of which "will have neither the resources nor interest to host these climate migrants," (CNN)

Solvency
A. Loan Guarantees are essential to new nuclear projects. 
In May, NEI President Frank Bowman noted that "U.S. electric power companies do not have the size, financing capability or financial strength to finance new nuclear power projects," as doing so "could place the entire company at risk." Rather, he argued, "These first projects require credit support -- either loan guarantees from the federal government or assurance of investment recovery from state governments, or both." (Schlissel)
B. Thorium provides means of disposing weapons grade material and doesn’t produce any; we decrease the risk of proliferation 
Based on the positive response to the weapons-plutonium disposal technology, Thorium Power is also developing two variant technologies. The first is a thorium-based method for disposing of reactor-grade plutonium. This form of plutonium is not quite as pure as “weapons-grade” plutonium but still poses a significant proliferation threat. Thorium Power’s technique is expected to provide the cheapest and most effective way to dispose of this dangerous fissile material, over 270 metric tons of which are stockpiled around the world. The second variant is a thorium/uranium fuel  that—when implemented—will prevent existing nuclear power plants from producing weapons-usable plutonium, as well as provide additional safety and environmental benefits. (USIC)
C. Nuclear power is the only effective and risk free response to global warming 
Today's chief concern is related to CO[2] emissions, which, along with other so-called "greenhouse gases," such as methane from gas fields and gas pipelines, are believed to contribute to the increase in the temperature of the world's atmosphere -- global warming. There is no viable technique available to remove or neutralize the CO[2] formed in the burning of all fossil fuels. There is a great difference in the CO[2] emissions resulting from nuclear and fossil-fueled plants. Thus it is clear that a greatly expanded use of nuclear power could help the world satisfy its increasing needs for energy while restraining CO[2] emissions. Nuclear power accounted for the greater part of the lowering of carbon intensity of the energy economies of the OECD countries over the last 25 years." Why not let nuclear power continue this mission? If the fear of global warming after all were to be unfounded, nothing would have been lost by a greater use of nuclear power, as the cost of nuclear power is roughly competitive with fossil fuel alternatives. Nuclear power, is therefore truly the "no regrets" response that has been proposed to potential global warming. (Blix)
D. Thorium is versatile 
There are several types of thorium reactors and they share these common characteristics compared to conventional uranium reactors: They can operate at relatively low temperatures, the infrastructure footprint can be small, and they are very power dense making them amenable to size scaling. Types currently being researched include: Liquid-Fluoride; Light Water and Heavy Water; Pebble Bed; and Sodium Fast Reactors. Countries that have experimented with thorium-fueled reactors in the past include the United States, China, Canada, France, Germany, Great Britain, Japan, Russia, Norway and Sweden. Those with current research, demonstration, or development plans for nuclear power plants include Brazil, Canada, China, France, India, Russia and the United States. (Fulp)

Observation 3: United States Hegemony  
Significance 
A. US action in climate change is key for spillover in other parts of the globe. 
In reality, a U.S. commitment to future climate change regimes will be essential to the regimes' success. As the world's greatest producer of greenhouse gases and the world's largest consumer of energy, any solution to this challenge must include the United States. Without it, any hope of bringing China and India on board is futile. (Smith)
B. US Hegemony is key to Middle Eastern Security 
In order to win its high-stakes wager in Afghanistan, the Obama administration must ensure security trends can hold, peace talks gain traction and governance improves -- all with fewer troops and less time. If it cannot, the United States and its partners may join other world powers who tried, and failed, to tame that restless nation in the past."It is all too clear that they are also in a race -- a race against time, against resources, and the enemy -- that they simply may not win," wrote Anthony Cordesman, a security expert at the Center for Strategic and International Studies. (Ryan).

Solvency
A. Thorium Power is better than uranium power: cheaper, far less nuclear waste, less proliferation risk, and can easily be inserted into the current nuclear system. 
The use of thorium to power nuclear reactors holds out the prospect of a huge reduction in nuclear wastes, a nuclear fuel cycle that is much more proliferation resistant, lower costs, and a fuel that is many times more plentiful than uranium.. In recent years two new technologies have been developed to do just this. One company that has already begun developing thorium-fuelled nuclear power The primary benefit of Thorium Power's system is that it can be used in existing nuclear plants with slight modification. The potential to use existing reactors to burn thorium lowers the barrier to use of thorium. Success in existing reactors could catalyze the construction of new reactors designed to use thorium from their start. AN ALTERNATIVE DESIGN does away with the requirements for uranium or plutonium altogether, and relies on thorium as its primary fuel source.  Governments should accelerate research into new nuclear reactor designs that promise to lower wastes and reduce costs.   (Parker)
B. US government action is key to decrease foreign reliance on oil and bolster US supremacy in the field of green technology. 
The nuclear industry is pushing ahead with plans to build 33 reactors in the United States, starting in 2010. She said once construction is started, it will take seven years to complete each power plant.  "We have a new licensing procedure in this country and we are moving forward," she said.  The nuclear industry is now trying to build a grudging acceptance of nuclear power by claiming it could help to reduce reliance on foreign oil and reduce greenhouse gas emissions. The Greenpeace report supports the reaction of financial investment firms to the prospects of nuclear power.  "Wall Street isn't willing to fund nuclear reactors. Without private funding sources, the federal government has had to step up to the plate to help subsidize nuclear power.  Without past subsidies, said Anthes, "we wouldn't have had nuclear power (Audette). 
C. US R&D in Green technology is key to promoting US hegemony 
"To be competitive, the US must not just maintain its edge in R&D investment, but focus even more on encouraging the growth of manufacturing and deployment at home, as are other countries around the world," said Neil Auerbach, managing partner of Hudson Clean Energy Partners, before lawmakers. "America is not predestined to remain home to the most vibrant economy in the world forever. We need to rise to the challenge." The trick and the tradeoff is to maintain investment in economic growth during a period in which the political spotlight is on national budget deficits and debt. My thesis that public-private partnerships are a means to economic growth echoes the Obama Administration's policies and many in the technology investment arena. But many say otherwise. As the budget deficit and national debt are addressed, lawmakers must be careful not to root out the public-private partnerships that produce future technologies that in turn encourage the efficient and clean use of energy, all of which could add to an economic recovery. (Silverstein)

Leader of Opposition’s Constructive 
Observation 1: Counter plan 
Text: The United States federal government should substantially increase alternative energy incentives in the United States by offering production tax credits for building thorium-based nuclear power plants

A. Scientists support a PTC plan over loan guarantees, especially as it is more viable to spur economic growth. 
“Clearly boosting the security of the nuclear fuel cycle is warranted.  However, these costs do not exist with other types of energy supply, and it is important that the costs of increased security be recovered from the recipient sectors.  Only in this way will energy markets seek out newer, less security-intensive methods to meet our energy needs.” “Subsidizing the liability cost of commercial nuclear power plants provides nuclear electricity with a price subsidy of approximately 2.5 cents for each kWh of electricity generated according to economist Anthony Heyes, one of the people who has looked at this issue in most detail.  This subsidy is larger than the federal supports given to renewable energy sources, but comprises but one of the many ways the federal government subsidizes the costs and risks of nuclear power.” (Spector). 
B.  It will be effective – the current tax law of the Internal Revenue Code (45J) has stipulations in place that will make building new power plans an effective means of green technology. 
Under current tax law (section 45J of the Internal Revenue Code), certain nuclear power plants are eligible for a production tax credit (“PTC”) similar to the section 45 PTC for wind and other renewable energy projects. The section 45J credit is not convertible into an investment tax credit or a Treasury grant. A new 10 percent investment tax credit for certain expenditures for nuclear power facility construction (new section 48E of the Code).  The credit amount would be 10 percent of the qualified nuclear power facility expenditures (“qualified expenditures”) of a “qualified nuclear power facility.”  A qualified nuclear power facility is an advanced nuclear power facility that is placed in service before January 1, 2025, and that will use nuclear power to produce electricity. Qualified expenditures are amounts paid, accrued or properly capitalized with respect to a qualified nuclear power facility before the facility is placed in service, for which tax depreciation deductions are allowable once the facility is placed in service. (Spector). 
C. The CP solves Heg better than the aff
"What we've realized is sometimes it takes a national investment and a national vision to spark private sector investment," said Vice President Joe Biden, during a May visit to the National Energy Renewable Laboratory (NREL) in Golden, Colo. "The government never does it. But the government can spark it on occasion. And over and over it again it has been that American model of innovation that has allowed us to lead the world in technological advances over the last 150 years. It's part of our nation's DNA. It's embedded in our nation's history." (Silverstein). 



Observation 2: Disadvantage – Spending  
A. CBO warns of Debt Explosion 
The national debt will exceed the size of the entire U.S. economy by 2021 — and balloon to nearly 200 percent of GDP within 25 years — without dramatic cuts to federal health and retirement programs or steep tax increases, congressional budget analysts said Wednesday. The dire outlook from the nonpartisan Congressional Budget Office comes as the White House and congressional leaders are locked in negotiations aimed at cutting spending and stabilizing future borrowing. The CBO report highlights the enormity of that task and the immense difficulty of paying off the debt, given an aging population and soaring health care costs (Montgomery, 6/22). (Kaiser)
B. Republican leaders will disallow any future spending, especially if the debt ceiling is to be raised. 
Biden and top Democratic and Republican lawmakers aim to reduce the country's stubborn budget deficits by $4 trillion over the next 10 years in order to give lawmakers the political cover to raise the $14.3 trillion U.S. debt ceiling to prevent a default. The agreed-upon cuts will serve as bargaining chips in the coming weeks as the two sides tackle a stark divide over taxes and health benefits, participants said. (Sullivan). 
C. Spending caps will overwhelming hurt the elderly and the poor. 
Overall caps on federal spending would drive million of seniors into poverty and raise health care costs dramatically, according to new data from The Lewin Group. Health care interest groups used the report to urge lawmakers not to include spending caps in a package of spending cuts accompanying an increase in the debt ceiling. AARP, the American Hospital Association and the American Medical Association (AMA) highlighted the group's findings in a letter to members of Congress (Baker, 6/22).  (Kaiser)

 
Observation 3: Disadvantage – Debt Ceiling/ Politics 
A. The debt ceiling is becoming a major problem. If a deal cannot be reached, the government will be forced to default. 
Unlike most countries America requires two legal steps to run a deficit: one to pass budget bills, the other to borrow the money. Congress sets a ceiling on how much the country may borrow. In the past it has always raised the ceiling before the Treasury ran out of cash, doing so on 16 occasions since 1993 alone. But it often attaches conditions, and this year Republicans who control the House of Representatives are insisting on particularly onerous terms. With the debt and the deficit at their highest in 60 years, they want to see at least $2 trillion in spending cuts over ten years and no tax increases. If a deal cannot be reached before August 2nd the Treasury says it will be forced to default. It has not specified on what: it could choose to stop paying pensioners and soldiers before it stopped paying interest on its debt. But outright default cannot be entirely ruled out. What happens if the world’s most trustworthy borrower reneges on its debt? (The Economist)
B. Any new spending will fracture the base, disallowing a deal to be reached. 
House Majority Leader Eric Cantor cited an impasse over tax increases in refusing, along with Republican Sen. Jon Kyl of Arizona, to attend yesterday's planned negotiating session. They called for Obama to take the lead. The move caught Democrats by surprise and raised the prospect that the Biden-led talks could collapse over taxes. Republicans insist on major spending cuts - and no tax increases - before they will agree to raise the nation's $14.3 trillion debt ceiling. The Treasury Department says the limit must be raised by Aug. 2 or the United States will risk defaulting on its obligations. "It has always been the case that these talks would proceed to a point where the remaining areas of disagreement would be addressed by leaders and the president," White House press secretary Jay Carney said aboard Air Force One. He said the Biden talks "may or may not resume." (Litvan). 
C. US economic decline causes nuclear war
Times of economic crisis produce international tension and politicians tend to go to war rather than face the economic music. The classic example is the worldwide depression of the 1930s leading to World War II. Conditions in the coming years could be as bad as they were then. We could have a really big war if the U.S. decides once and for all to haul off and let China, or whomever, have it in the chops. If they don’t want our dollars or our debt any more, how about a few nukes? (Cook). 

 

Member of Government’s Constructive 
A. Grants for Qualified Nuclear Power Facility Expenditures are more effective in Lieu of Tax Credits. APA introduction to Congress proves 
Grants would equal 10 percent of the QNPFEs.  Payment of the grant would be made during the 60-day period following the later of the date of the grant application or the date the qualified nuclear power facility is placed in service.  In addition to the above nuclear-related provisions, the APA would allocate an additional $5 billion to the section 48C qualifying advanced energy project credit.  It would also require the U.S. Government Accountability Office to report to Congress by 2011 on the use of energy-related tax incentives. Since the APA was introduced, a number of parties have commented for and against various portions of it.  Senate Majority Leader Harry Reid (D-NV) has stated that the bill will need “significant bipartisan cooperation” and “broad support” in order to pass this year. (McDermott)
B. The United States must bolster its hegemony now if it is to sustain stability in the Middle East. The key to do so is to decrease foreign reliance on oil and bolster its supremacy. 
Yet the obstacles the Obama administration faces off the battlefield make its military challenges look straightforward. A decade and billions of dollars in Western aid efforts have made little headway in creating a stable Afghan state. U.S. ties with Afghan President Hamid Karzai are at best testy and at worst openly hostile. Corruption has reached epidemic levels; the economy remains in shambles; the booming opium trade continues to fund insurgents. (Ryan). 
C. Thorium is Effective. 
The raw material, thorium, is much more abundant than uranium and emits only low-level alpha particles. It has one isotope and therefore, does not require an enrichment cycle to be used as fuel. It is many times more energy efficient than uranium. A thorium reactor produces no plutonium that can be made into atomic weapons and less longer-lived radionuclides than a uranium-based reactor. Because there is no chain reaction, there is no chance of a meltdown. Nuclear waste from past operations that contain fissile uranium and plutonium can be used as start-up fuel.
There are only a couple of disadvantages: Fuel fabrication is more difficult than in a uranium reactor and the U233 fuel that is bred can be used to make atomic weapons, albeit with difficulty. (Fulp).
D. Debt ceiling debate is old news; It won’t crash the economy if plan passes 
Analysts say there is nothing new about partisanship in debt ceiling votes. Marc Goldwein is policy director of the Washington-based Committee for a Responsible Federal Budget. “There has always been politics behind the debt ceiling," said Goldwein. "And it is always the party in power that gets stuck with the vote, and the party not in power that blames the party in power for creating deficits that got us here in the first place. That said, that is not a reason to not use the debt ceiling to focus on our debt issues. We have to raise the debt ceiling, but we also need to start thinking seriously about our long term debt situation.” (Bowman). 




Member of Opposition’s Constructive 
A. Plan’s passage means the debt ceiling won’t be raised; this means devastating effects for our economy. 
The White House has said the borrowing limit must be raised by Aug. 2 or the government will run out of cash to pay its bills, possibly triggering another financial crisis and recession. But many lawmakers say they will only vote to raise the debt ceiling in return for a sizeable agreement to reduce the federal budget deficit. (Hook). 
B. Debt ceiling needs to be raised now. 
The most recent warning came from U.S. Treasury Secretary Timothy Geithner, who said it would be "lights out" for the U.S. economy, if the U.S. debt ceiling is not raised. (IB Times)
C. Any raise in spending will fracture the base, harming the economy 
Perhaps complicating matters for Republicans even further is an initiative being pushed by the conservative wing of the party. The “Cut, Cap, Balance Pledge”seeks a threefold promise from Republican lawmakers: cuts in spending to reduce the deficit this year and thereafter, enforceable spending caps putting federal spending on a path to a balanced budget, and a Balanced Budget Amendment to the U.S. Constitution — but only one that includes both a spending limitation and a super-majority for raising taxes, in addition to balancing revenues and expenses. (Litvan). 
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