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Mandates Bad 1NC
1. Mandates fail – state governments do not have good information and simply make enforcement regimes that make the problem worse. 

Adler in 1995 (Jonathon H - author of "Environmentalism at the Crossroads. "Ecology, Liberty and Property: A Free-Market Environmental Reader" The Commons: Markets Protecting the Environment. http://www.commonsblog.org/about_freemkt.php). 

There is something terribly wrong with the current regime of environmental regulations. Environmental statutes and regulations designed to protect environmental quality are failing. Even laws that produced environmental gains in the 1970s are no longer up to the task. The result is a costly regulatory regime that undermines the goal of environmental protection.   The fundamental problem with existing environmental laws is that they embody a command-and-control, government-knows-best mentality. Conventional policy approaches proceed from the assumption that markets “fail” to address environmental concerns. Government intervention is called for wherever market activities impact environmental quality. Yet there is no end to the range of private activities which generate environmental effects, and centralized regulatory agencies are ill-equipped to handle myriad ecological interactions triggered or impacted by private activity. As environmental analyst Richard Stewart noted, “the system has grown to the point where it amounts to nothing less than a massive effort at Soviet-style planning of the economy to achieve environmental goals.”1   Stewart’s description is particularly apt. The Soviet economic model, like the conventional approach to environmental protection, was able to produce gains for a time. Collectivized agriculture did produce wheat—at least in the beginning. Over time, however, centrally-planned systems collapsed under their own weight, revealing a bankrupt core. As with the economic planning of the former Soviet nations, so too with the ecological planning of the federal regulatory state. There is a growing consensus that federal regulatory policies are too costly and ineffective. Regulations passed in the 1960s and 1970s are no longer generating satisfactory results. In many cases, well-intentioned regulatory systems are even making environmental problems worse.  
2. Mandates are coercive and immoral. 
Minto, 2000 (Karen Minto, Full Context, “Ayn Rand and Objectivism: An Introduction,” 2000, http://www.fullcontext.org/Objectivism/politics.htm)

Ayn Rand insisted that any governmental action or policy designed to realize any social objective, through law or regulation, will necessarily compromise the liberty to which citizens are entitled by moral right.  For every new law that makes some peaceful action between consenting adults a crime, the state loses its moral legitimacy and its ability to encourage law-abiding behavior. From prohibition to "the war on drugs," every new law that infringes on people's right to trade freely (whether it is in guns, pornography, or narcotics), generates a lack of respect for the police (and encourages police corruption), the court system, and the political process.    Every person has a right to declare his pride in his intelligence, his accomplishments, his profits, and to damn injustice and envy, in whatever terms he should choose--and never mind whose feelings get hurt, or whose "self-esteem" is threatened. Above all, Rand counsels that we have a right to live by our own minds, in our own ways, for our own sake. Whether we choose to benefit others indirectly (e.g., by making profits and expanding businesses), or directly (e.g., by becoming doctors, or by being good parents) we must refuse to grant the moral right of anyone to demand one unearned penny or one unearned second of our lives. 

3. So what should we do? Vote negative to say no to coercive mandates and force and instead vote for incentives. Encourage free market liberty; this is the best plan for good energy saving programs in Utah. 

Dunlop 99 [Becky Norton Dunlop, senior fellow at the Alexis de Tocqueville Institute and Vice President of External Relations at the Heritage Foundation, Effects of Environmental Policy on Private Property Rights, 5/21/99, http://www.heritage.org/Press/Environmental-Policy.cfm]

The third principle is that the most promising new opportunities for environmental improvements lie in protecting and extending private property and in unleashing the creative powers of the free market. Ownership inspires stewardship. Private property stewards have the incentive to enhance their resources and the incentive to protect them. The most effective thing we can do to improve the environment is to decouple conservation policies from regulation or government ownership. 200 years ago Arthur Young wrote, “Give a man the secure possession of bleak rock, and he will turn it into a garden; give him a nine year lease of a garden, and he will convert it to a desert. The magic of property turns sand into gold.” The fourth is that our efforts to reduce, control and remediate pollution should achieve real environmental benefits. We must rationally weigh risks to human health and safety and rationally assess and measure other environmental impacts. Science provides a means of considering the costs and benefits of actions designed to reduce, control and remediate pollution so that we can improve our environment without wasting scarce resources. Principle number five is the learning curve is green. We must encourage the accumulation of knowledge and technology for as we learn more we are able to conserve by substituting information for other resources. We get more miles per gallon, more board-feet per acre of timber, a higher agricultural yield per cultivated acre and more production per unit of energy. The sixth principle is that management of natural resources should be conducted on a site and situation specific basis. A site and situation specific approach takes advantage of the fact that those closest to a resource are best able to manage it, and avoids the institutional power and ideological concerns which dominate politicized central planning. The next, number seven, is that science should be employed as a tool to guide public policy. Societal decisions should employ science, but ultimately are the product of ethics, beliefs, consensus and many other unscientific processes. Science cannot be substituted for public policy, but public policy on scientific subjects should reflect scientific knowledge. The eighth principle is that environmental policies that emanate from liberty are the most successful. Our chosen environment is liberty and liberty is the central organizing principle of America. There is a direct and positive relationship between free market societies and the healthiness, cleanliness and safety of the environment. Free people work to improve the environment and liberty is the energy behind environmental progress.

Mandates Bad 2NC

The affirmative team is winning that mandates are bad. The resolution says that the state of Utah must MANDATE change; we disagree. Vote negative because all the evidence we read from the first constructive prove that mandates fail in the end. It costs too much money, takes too much time, and requires huge government agencies to enforce the plan. This is counter-productive.

Our other evidence says that mandates are coercive and immoral. Its wrong for the State of Utah to tell us how to live our lives. We are free and should be able to make our own choices. 

As a judge, you have moral obligation to reject every violation of liberty. 
Rights violations should be rejected in all instances.
Petro, professor of law, Wake Forest University, in 1974 (Sylvester, TOLEDO LAW REVIEW, Spring, p. 480. (PDNSS511)
However, one may still insist, echoing Ernest Hemingway – “I believe in only one thing: liberty.” And it is always well to bear in mind David Hume’s observation: “It is seldom that liberty of any kind is lost all at once.” Thus, it is unacceptable to say that the invasion of one aspect of freedom is of no import because there have been invasions of so many other aspects. That road leads to chaos, tyranny, despotism, and the end of all human aspiration. Ask Solzhenitsyn. Ask Milovan Djilas. In sum, if one believes in freedom as a supreme value, and the proper ordering principle for any society aiming to maximize spiritual and material welfare, then every invasion of freedom must be emphatically identified and resisted with undying spirit.

Finally, voting for us, the affirmative team, does not mean we do nothing. Instead, we propose that you vote against the resolution so that we can propose better energy saving programs that don’t have mandates. Incentives and positive rewards are better because they don’t force things. The free market and energy saving programs based on liberty solve the problem best. This was the expert testimony evidence we read in the early constructive. 

Mandates Good 1NC

1. Non-unique – mandates happen all the time. Why haven’t we seen the impacts. Decades of inconsistent energy saving programs and a failed environmental consciousness prove we need mandates. 

2. There is no reason to prefer incentives – They don’t read anything specific. They are just being vague and generic. 

3. Our position includes educational programs which stop coercion and bad abusive control. 

4. Mandates are necessary to protect freedom. If the government couldn’t make rules, people would do whatever they want, resulting in chaos. 

Cass Sunstein, Karl N. Llewellyn Professor of Jurisprudence, University of Chicago School of Law and Department of Political Science, Duke Law Journal, June, 1991, p. 621.

Similarly, political action can and sometimes should overcome existing private preferences and beliefs. Preferences, desires, and beliefs do not exist in a vacuum; they often adapt to existing legal rules and social practices. Without the possibility of government action, current practices sometimes seem intractable, and people resign themselves to them. People adapt their behavior and even their desires and beliefs to the status quo. In such cases, there is a serious obstacle to political freedom. Freedom consists not merely in satisfying one's desires, but also in ensuring that desires are not formed under unjust conditions, or under circumstances that impede their free development. This concept of freedom is highly congenial to American public law. If people can act in concert through government, they can remove some of these obstacles. 

5. Some coercion is inevitable and good. Our negative harms are still more important. 

Stephen Gardbaum, Assistant Professor, Northwestern University School of Law, “Why The Liberal State Can Promote Moral Ideals After All,” Harvard Law Review, April, 1991, p. 1369.

Whether coercion is justified must be determined contextually, depending on such factors as the ideals in question, what is at stake, the consequences of acting or not acting in a given situation, and the amount of coercion involved. Within liberal societies, the amount of coercion generally involved in promoting such "domestic" moral ideals as autonomy, equality, and human dignity is not always great, and often much less than that involved in importing "foreign" ideals into a previously homogeneous moral culture. The model of the Bolshevik Party implanting and fostering the value of communism in Czarist Russia should not tyrannize our minds on this issue.
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