Should we be in Space?


NASA’s 2004 budget was $15.3 billion and for 2005 NASA is proposing a $16.2 billion budget. Each year NASA’s costs rise so their proposed budget goes up as well. In 2004, $595 million of NASA’s budget was for exploring Mars, in 2005 that will go up to $691 million. In 2004, $1.5 billion was for Earth Sciences while in 2005 NASA budgets $1.4 billion. Aside from Earth Science and Space Exploration, NASA’s $15.3 billion covers Biological and Physical Research and Aeronautics.


Is it worth the expense? Should we be redirecting that money back to our own planet and helping our own people? Or should we continue exploring space and maybe one day colonize other planets or even reach another star? This is what you will be debating.

Student groups will be assigned either a pro or con position. Their task, to research their position and defend it to a group with the opposite position in a debate. 

A pro position is to continue as we are, exploring space. Keep the space program alive!

A con position is to focus energies and funds back on our own planet and our own problems. Save the Earth!

Debates will proceed as follows:

Opening remarks 20s,

Presentation of arguments 2 min,

Rebuttals 1 min, and

Closing statements 1 min.

