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Vocabulary

English-language learners, or ELLs, are students who are unable to communicate fluently
or learn effectively in English, who often come from non-English-speaking homes and
backgrounds, and who typically require specialized or modified instruction in both the English
language and in their academic courses. (http://edglossary.org/english-language-learner/)
English as a Second Language (ESL): A program of techniques, methodology and special
curriculum designed to teach ELL students English language skills, which may include
listening, speaking, reading, writing, study skills, content vocabulary, and cultural
orientation. ESL instruction is usually in English with little use of native language.
(https://www2.ed.gov/about/offices/list/ocr/ell/glossary.html#esl)
Sheltered English Instruction – ELLs are taught academic content in English by a content licensed
teacher. However, the English language used for instruction is adapted to the proficiency level of the
students. While the instruction focuses on content, sheltered English instruction also promotes English
language development. (https://edu.wyoming.gov/downloads/federally-fundedprograms/EMM_ELL_program_type_definitions.pdf)
Structured English Immersion – ELLs are taught subject matter in English by a content licensed
teacher who is also licensed in ESL or bilingual education. The teacher is proficient in the first
language of the student. Students may use their native language for clarification, but the teacher uses
only English. No ESL instruction is provided in this model.
(https://edu.wyoming.gov/downloads/federally-fundedprograms/EMM_ELL_program_type_definitions.pdf)
Transitional Bilingual Education – ELLs receive academic instruction for the their first language for
part of the day. For the remainder of the day, they receive ESL taught traditionally, with the focus on
language, plus some mainstream classes. As English proficiency increases, instruction through the
first language decreases. The program lasts 2-4 years.
Two-Way Immersion/Dual Language – a native English-speaking group and a non-English group
(e.g. Spanish speakers) are both taught academic content in both languages for an extended period of
time. Both groups develop academic proficiency in both languages.
(https://edu.wyoming.gov/downloads/federally-fundedprograms/EMM_ELL_program_type_definitions.pdf)
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First, our PLAN: The United States Federal Government should mandate that any state receiving
grant funding under the Every Student Succeeds Act will use the funds for Dual Language
Immersion classes in elementary and secondary education classrooms.
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American schools continue to focus on English-only instruction without true bilingual education,
which dooms us to a society and a workforce that only speaks English
GÁNDARA & ACEVEDO 2016 (Patricia, a research professor of education in UCLA’s Graduate School of
Education, and co-director of the UCLA Civil Rights Project/Proyecto Derechos Civiles, Sylvia a
business consultant with 20 plus years of experience developing and implementing successful
strategies for emerging markets in technology and in education. Both Gándara and Acevedo serve on
the White House Initiative on Educational Excellence for Hispanics. Acevedo is chair of the Early
Childhood Subcommittee of the WHIEEH; Gándara is co-chair (with D. Cardinali) of the K-12
Education Subcommittee, June, REALIZING THE ECONOMIC ADVANTAGES OF A MULTILINGUAL
WORKFORCE, https://www.civilrightsproject.ucla.edu/research/k-12-education/language-minoritystudents/realizing-the-economic-advantages-of-a-multilingual-workforce/gandar-acevedoeconomic-advantages-bilingual-2016.pdf , DD)
21ST CENTURY GLOBAL ECONOMICS Though the United States is the largest market in the world, the
workforce largely speaks only English. And this is not by accident. U.S. schools have increasingly
turned away from educating students in more than one language. 2 The result is that immigrant
languages are lost at a more rapid rate today than in the past. 3 Relatively few students in the U.S.
have access to bilingual or dual-language programs, despite the ever-growing demand.4 Even when
schools provide some kind of bilingual program for English learners (students who already have a
head start on bilingualism), the majority of schools see the native language only as a bridge to
English, not as a subject in its own right. Once students have a command of the English language that
is sufficient to survive in an English-only classroom, most programs for English learners “transition”
students and the native language fades into the background, possibly lost entirely by subsequent
generations. As Secretary of Education John King recently noted: “We have a growing body of
research that makes clear that students who are bilingual have advantages, not only in their literacy
development, but in the development of problem-solving skills and other areas of cognition. What
we see now is that bilingualism is a gift that we can give to our students and to our communities.
And that is a powerful shift in our historical perspective on bilingualism... We know that our
competitiveness as a country depends, in part, on advancing. A language graveyard? The evolution of
language competencies, preferences and use among young adult children of immigrants. In T.G.
Wiley, J. Sook Lee, & R. Rumberger (eds). The Education of Language Minority Immigrants in the
United States. pp. 35-71. Bristol, UK: Multilingual Matters. 4 Garcia, A. (2015). What the rising
popularity in Dual Language Programs could mean for Dual Language Learners. Retrieved April 13,
2016 from http://www.edcentral.org/duallanguageexpansion/. Economic Advantages of a Bilingual
Workforce June 2016 3 that goal.
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Increasing the number of bilinguals in the workforce through education expands America’s global
economic reach and makes our workers competitive
GÁNDARA & ACEVEDO 2016 (Patricia, a research professor of education in UCLA’s Graduate School of
Education, and co-director of the UCLA Civil Rights Project/Proyecto Derechos Civiles, Sylvia a
business consultant with 20 plus years of experience developing and implementing successful
strategies for emerging markets in technology and in education. Both Gándara and Acevedo serve on
the White House Initiative on Educational Excellence for Hispanics. Acevedo is chair of the Early
Childhood Subcommittee of the WHIEEH; Gándara is co-chair (with D. Cardinali) of the K-12
Education Subcommittee, June, REALIZING THE ECONOMIC ADVANTAGES OF A MULTILINGUAL
WORKFORCE, https://www.civilrightsproject.ucla.edu/research/k-12-education/language-minoritystudents/realizing-the-economic-advantages-of-a-multilingual-workforce/gandar-acevedoeconomic-advantages-bilingual-2016.pdf , DD)
In the 21st century, language will be as important to business as technology was in the last century.
For the last twenty years, the growth of “emerging markets”— markets from smaller or less
developed non-English speaking countries—has surpassed the size of the United States market. In
1990, emerging markets accounted for less than a third of a much smaller total.1 According to the
International Monetary Fund (IMF), 2013 was the first year in which emerging markets accounted for
more than half of the world’s gross domestic product (GDP) on the basis of purchasing power. This
transformation of the global economy has enabled countries and businesses to provide American
consumers with products and services in English without leaving their home country, thus bypassing
the American workforce. The loss of these jobs to bilingual workers outside of the U.S. has made an
impact on many industries— from call centers to accounting services, and even medical radiography.
Ironically, as a nation of immigrants, the American workforce should be a source of unparalleled
linguistic resources. Unlike the multinational bilingual workers who can compete for jobs in their
home country and in the United States, Americans who speak only English are left to compete for
mostly local jobs. Consequently, many American workers miss out on global business opportunities
because they are competing against an increasingly skilled global workforce that is both multilingual
and fluent in English. Global business leaders understand that to grow their businesses across the
world, they must provide sales and services in the native language of their consumers. According to a
2007 study by California State University at Chico, 65 percent of multinational enterprises believe
localization is either important or very important for achieving higher company revenues. Developing
a workforce that can sell to and service customers in their home country and in the United States has
been a proven way to grow a nation’s GDP. The U.S. market—the largest in the world—and its
mostly English-only workforce has created opportunities that global businesses and other nations
have used to their advantage. Savvy business people across the globe realize that their ability to
communicate both in their native language and English is a definite competitive asset. To build on
that advantage, developing countries educate their students in English to better leverage business
opportunities in the U.S. As Michael Schutzler of Forbes Insights wrote in 2011: 1 “When Giants Slow
Down.” The Economist. July 27, 2013 Economic Advantages of a Bilingual Workforce June 2016 2 “....
As English usage proliferates worldwide, it’s becoming less of a differentiator or advantage. In fact,
it’s making ‘bilingual’ the new prerequisite. Imagine a world in which everyone speaks English. You
just graduated with an accounting degree. Congratulations. Prepare to compete with accounting
graduates fluent in at least two languages. Given equal technical qualifications, who do you think will
get the job? The same argument holds for a 20-year seasoned business executive. Do you really think
your experience is enough? Brazil, Russia, India, China—and a host of European, Latin American, and
Asian nations— are producing expert executives with outstanding resumes and multilingual fluency.”
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A recent survey of California employers showed that a majority of employers, across all sectors, small
business, large business, want and prefer bilingual employees. We know that our international
competitors often do a significantly better job of preparing bilingual students. And so, we’ve got
work to do as a country to ensure that we embrace bi-literacy and multi-literacy.”5 While
globalization and immigration have brought monumental change to nearly every community in
America, this change provides the U.S. with a unique opportunity. In a nation that ranks 12th in the
world in percentage of immigrants out of the total population, 6 there exists a “largely untapped
reservoir of linguistic competence in this country, namely heritage language speakers—the millions
of indigenous, immigrant, and refugee individuals who are proficient in English and also have skills in
other languages that were developed at home, in schools, in their countries of origin, or in language
programs provided by their communities in the United States.”7 8 THE POTENTIAL SUPPLY SIDE
More than 60 million people in the United States speak a language other than English at home. 9
One in five students nationwide comes from a home in which another language is spoken. 10 This
percentage is expected to grow to 25% in the next few years.11 Yet, even with this linguistic wealth,
Americans are famous for their monolingualism. The realization that what should be a great
competitive advantage for Americans—a workforce that is multilingual—is turned into a
disadvantage because of education policies that ignore or discourage the development of second
languages.
The US economy will be dragged down by having low labor force participation from fewer workers
KOESTERICH 2015 (Russ, Head of Asset Allocation for BlackRock’s Global Allocation Fund. He works
with portfolio managers to establish the fund’s macro-level views and also develops systematic
strategies to augment the team’s security-selection process and risk management. He is the author
of two books, including “The Ten Trillion Dollar Gamble,” on positioning portfolios for the growing
U.S. deficit, 2/13, Why Job Creation And GDP Growth Go Hand-In-Hand,
http://marketrealist.com/2015/02/job-creation-gdp-growth-go-hand-hand/, DD)
Over the long term, a country’s economic growth is determined by the rate of increase in the labor
force and productivity growth. If fewer people are working, unless there is a surge in new workers or
everyone suddenly become more productive, growth slows. This is exactly what has happened over
the past dozen or so years in the United States. And to the extent that an aging population continues
to retire, lower labor force participation may be an even bigger drag on growth in the future. The
graph above compares the annual gross domestic product, or GDP, growth rate with the yearly
change in jobs created over the last 50 years. As you can see, the job markets and the economy tend
to move in a similar pattern. The correlation between the two is as high as 0.82. No wonder job
reports move equity markets (SPY)(IVV) the way they do! However, keep in mind that an increase in
jobs doesn’t necessarily mean an increase in the labor force participation rate. The latter also takes
the population into account. We’ll discuss this more in the next part of this series. Since fewer
workers are working, it has a negative impact on discretionary income. In turn, discretionary income
affects consumption. It’s important to remember that consumption makes up 70% of the US GDP.
The economy depends on consumption. That’s why a lower participation rate is a drag on the
economy. However, lower oil (USO) prices offset that to an extent. It’s positive for consumer sectors
like consumer staples (XLP) and consumer discretionary (XLY).
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Contention Two: Harms of American Racism

Historically, English only programs are rooted in racism and cause harassment and discrimination
PADILLA, 2017 (Amado, Assistant Professor of Psychology, State University of New York; Assistant
Professor of Psychology, University of California, Santa Barbara; Associate Professor to Full Professor
of Psychology, University of California, Los Angeles, The English-Only Movement Myths, Reality, and
Implications for Psychology, http://www.apa.org/pi/oema/resources/english-only.aspx)
Crawford (1989) suggested that racist attitudes are behind English-only initiatives. It is now generally
well known that Linda Chavez, the Hispanic one-time director of U.S. English, resigned her position in
late 1988 after an inflammatory and racist memo authored in 1986 by John Tanton, chairman of U.S.
English, was made public. In this memo, Tanton offered a range of cultural threats posed by Spanishspeaking immigrants. Among these threats Tanton listed the tradition of the mordida (bribe), the
lack of involvement in public affairs, Roman Catholicism, with its potential to "pitch out the
separation of church and state," low "educability" and high school-dropout rates, failure to use birth
control, limited concern for the environment, and of course, language divisions. ( Crawford, 1989 , p.
57). After this memo was revealed, Walter Cronkite resigned from the board of advisors of U.S.
English, indicating that he found the memo contrary to his beliefs. The position that English-only
initiatives may appeal to racist beliefs was also supported by Huddy and Sears (1990) , who
examined the attitudes of White Americans toward bilingual education. Similarly, in an analysis by
MacKaye (1990) of letters to the editors of various California newspapers that appeared before and
after the 1986 election that included Proposition 63, the English Only Initiative, the signs of racism
were clear. In fact, Norman Cousins, who was on the board of advisors for U.S. English, resigned to
protest the "negative symbolic significance" of Proposition 63. In his resignation, Cousins explained
that if Proposition 63 were passed it would cause language-minority citizens to be "disadvantaged,
denigrated, and demeaned" ( Crawford, 1989 ). An example of this denigration and demeaning can
be found in communities such as Monterey Park, California, where Asian-language books were
removed from library shelves and laws banning or limiting commercial business signs in languages
other than English have been repeatedly proposed. In other examples, Filipino hospital employees in
Pomona, California, said that they had not been allowed to speak Tagalog during their lunch breaks,
and a supermarket cashier in Miami, Florida, was suspended by his supervisor for speaking Spanish
on the job.
Dual Language programs decrease racism and segregation while creating better, more global
schools
CARTER 2016 (Katherine, founding principal of Manzanita SEED and GO’s Doctoral Resident in
Education Leadership. Katherine is working on a community-driven design process to open Oakland’s
first dual language middle school and multilingual high school, 4/7, Dual Language and Multilingual
Education, https://gopublicschoolsoakland.org/2016/04/dual-language-and-multilingual-education/)
Dual Language programs prepare students to be part of our increasingly interconnected global
society. They provide the cognitive, cultural, and linguistic benefits of bilingualism for all students
and help transform our public schools into 21st century learning environments. Cognitive Benefits of
Bilingualism Learning a second language supports increased cognitive development, especially in the
area of executive function. (Executive function includes cognitive functions such as working memory,
reasoning, task flexibility, and problem solving, which are recognized as increasingly important 21st
century skills.). All students reap the benefits of the cognitive gains associated with bilingualism
through enrollment in a dual language immersion program. It is not surprising that students in dual
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language programs consistently outperform monolingual students on standardized tests. This is true
for both students who are learning English and English speakers who are learning a second language.
Furthermore, the brain development promoted by language learning has long-term benefits, helping
to prevent memory loss caused by Alzheimer’s and other forms of dementia associated with aging.
Cultural Benefits of Bilingualism An additional, societal benefit of two-way dual language immersion
programs is that they decrease racial and socioeconomic segregation of schools by integrating
students across language. Traditional, one-way bilingual programs that separate English Learners
from the general population intensify this segregation within schools by separating English learners
into separate classrooms. This linguistic isolation can increase cultural conflicts, stereotypes, and
xenophobia. In contrast, dual language programs promote integration by intentionally serving
students from different language backgrounds in the same classroom. Dual language programs
promote communication across languages and cultures and can help create ground breaking
friendships across traditional boundaries. “In an interconnected, interdependent global economy, we
must prepare our children or a future in which their social and economic success will depend on their
ability to understand diverse perspectives and communicate with people from other cultures and
language groups.” — (Arne Duncan and Libia Gil 2014)
We have a moral obligation to fight racism wherever we can see its impact
MEMMI, 2000 [Albert; Professor Emeritus of Sociology at Unversity Of Paris, RACISM, pp.163-165]
The struggle against racism will be long, difficult, without intermission, without remission, probably
never achieved, yet for this very reason, it is a struggle to be undertaken without surcease and
without concessions. One cannot be indulgent toward racism. One cannot even let the monster in
the house, especially not in a mask. To give it merely a foothold means to augment the bestial part
in us and in other people which is to diminish what is human. To accept the racist universe to the
slightest degree is to endorse fear, injustice, and violence. It is to accept the persistence of the dark
history in which we still largely live. It is to agree that the outsider will always be a possible victim
(and which man is not himself an outsider relative to someone else?). Racism illustrates in sum, the
inevitable negativity of the condition of the dominated; that is it illuminates in a certain sense the
entire human condition. The anti-racist struggle, difficult though it is, and always in question, is
nevertheless one of the prologues to the ultimate passage from animality to humanity. In that
sense, we cannot fail to rise to the racist challenge. However, it remains true that one’s moral
conduct only emerges from a choice: one has to want it. It is a choice among other choices, and
always debatable in its foundations and its consequences. Let us say, broadly speaking, that the
choice to conduct oneself morally is the condition for the establishment of a human order for which
racism is the very negation. This is almost a redundancy. One cannot found a moral order, let alone
a legislative order, on racism because racism signifies the exclusion of the other and his or her
subjection to violence and domination. From an ethical point of view, if one can deploy a little
religious language, racism is “the truly capital sin.”fn22 It is not an accident that almost all of
humanity’s spiritual traditions counsel respect for the weak, for orphans, widows, or strangers. It is
not just a question of theoretical counsel respect for the weak, for orphans, widows or strangers. It
is not just a question of theoretical morality and disinterested commandments. Such unanimity in
the safeguarding of the other suggests the real utility of such sentiments. All things considered, we
have an interest in banishing injustice, because injustice engenders violence and death. Of course,
this is debatable. There are those who think that if one is strong enough, the assault on and
oppression of others is permissible. But no one is ever sure of remaining the strongest. One day,
perhaps, the roles will be reversed. All unjust society contains within itself the seeds of its own
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death. It is probably smarter to treat others with respect so that they treat you with respect.
“Recall,” says the bible, “that you were once a stranger in Egypt,” which means both that you ought
to respect the stranger because you were a stranger yourself and that you risk becoming once again
someday. It is an ethical and a practical appeal – indeed, it is a contract, however implicit it might
be. In short, the refusal of racism is the condition for all theoretical and practical morality. Because,
in the end, the ethical choice commands the political choice. A just society must be a society
accepted by all. If this contractual principle is not accepted, then only conflict, violence, and
destruction will be our lot. If it is accepted, we can hope someday to live in peace. True, it is a
wager, but the stakes are irresistible.
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Contention Three: Solvency

A recent Stanford study shows that students learning dual languages outperform students in
English-only programs by middle school
MYERS 2014 (Andrew, a freelance writer who frequently covers scientific and academic research,
3/25, Two-language instruction best for English-language learners, Stanford research suggests,
https://ed.stanford.edu/news/students-learning-english-benefit-more-two-language-programsenglish-immersion-stanford, DD)
A partnership between the Graduate School of Education and San Francisco Unified School District
examines four ways of teaching English Learners. Like a growing number of school systems across
the country, San Francisco Unified School District is tasked with educating increasing rolls of students
for whom English is not their first language. In the United States, the school-aged population has
grown a modest 10 percent in the last three decades, while the number of children speaking a
language other than English at home has soared by 140 percent. Against this backdrop, researchers
at the Stanford Graduate School of Education and San Francisco Unified School District are examining
student performance in various types of English language learning programs. The preliminary
findings have been the subject of a series of public presentations and have yielded two papers that
are undergoing review. The studies were conducted in collaboration among SFUSD, Stanford and the
Strategic Education Research Partnership (SERP). The first paper focuses on how long it takes nonEnglish-speaking students to reach English proficiency and be reclassified out of English Learner
status. The second looks at the same students’ academic trajectories over time, comparing
outcomes of four English Learner instructional program types (see sidebar). Both studies examine
differential program effects by ethnicity. The results show that while students in English immersion
programs perform better in the short term, over the long term students in classrooms taught in two
languages not only catch up to their English immersion counterparts, they eventually surpass them
both academically and linguistically. The researchers will present findings at a meeting of the SFUSD
School Board on Tuesday, March 25. The meeting starts at 6 pm. In their study, the researchers
identified a group of about 18,000 English Learner students in the San Francisco school system who
entered kindergarten as early as the fall of 2001. They were enrolled in four distinct linguistic
instructional environments, and the researchers followed their progress for 10 years. Much debate in
the educational community centers on which type of educational approach works best to help nonEnglish-speaking students learn English, as well as other subjects such as math, science and history,
at the same time. Until recently, the discussion has been fueled largely by preconceptions and
evidence from a set of relatively small-scale studies, because robust data on large numbers of English
Learner students in diverse instructional programs was not yet available. The Stanford-SFUSD
research team is among the first to do a large-scale quantitative analysis on the comparative efficacy
of these programs. “With this study we’re interested in helping the district figure out what works
best for those who matter most — the students,” said Sean Reardon, professor of education and
scholar at Stanford's Center for Education Policy Analysis who directed the study. “Unfortunately, in
the past there has been precious little data and rigorous evidence; we wanted to see if we could
provide better evidence to inform the scholarly debate.” Adding data to the debate Among the more
significant findings, Reardon and his colleagues discovered that students in English immersion
classrooms perform better than those in two-language classrooms in the early grades, but those in
the two-language programs catch up or even surpass their counterparts by middle school. Although
the study found that students in English immersion programs have a better academic performance
by second grade than students in programs that teach in both English and another language, this
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pattern changes a few years later. By middle school, the students in the two-language programs
score substantially above students in the English-only programs on a range of metrics. Take, for
example, students’ performance on the state’s English Language Arts test. Although English Learners
in the “Dual immersion” program score 0.15 standard deviations below their peers in English
immersion in this subject in second grade, the rate of growth of their test scores is so fast that by
fifth grade onward their scores surpass those of their peers in English immersion. By eighth grade
they score about 0.2 standard deviations above their peers in English immersion. “I think the big
finding is that, by and large, students — particularly Latino students — who start out in the twolanguage programs have very different later trajectories than those starting in English Immersion,”
Reardon said. “A lot of people worry that students in bilingual and dual immersion programs might
never catch up, but this study shows convincingly that they do catch up and, in many ways,
outperform their peers over time.” The researchers gathered data on the diverse population of
English Learner students in SFUSD. They then weighed such factors as what program the students
were in, their initial level of English proficiency, and what their parents’ preferences were for the
type of program their children would attend. They then examined how that cohort performed
academically over the next decade. Gathering valuable data for this type of inquiry has been a
challenge in the educational policy community. The research effort needed to build a solid
understanding of such questions can be considerable, and even then, many factors confound the
data analysis. Grant writing for this particular study began more than four years ago, Reardon said,
and the data gathering effort started — in collaboration with the San Francisco Unified School
District — in earnest more than three years ago. Tying schools to scholars The study is part of an
unusual partnership between the GSE and the San Francisco school district. The two organizations
are working hand-in-hand to select research questions that are both of pressing importance to the
district and that are relevant to educators nationwide. The initiative offers Stanford researchers
unprecedented access to SFUSD data, while encouraging close collaboration between researchers
and practitioners, who have direct experience in what is happening in the classroom. The English
Learner research is one of several dozen research projects under way, including a study of the
benefits of an iPad mathematics game and efforts to identify students at highest risk of failing to
complete high school. Christina Mei-Yue Wong, special assistant to SFUSD Superintendent Richard
Carranza, and Ritu Khanna, assistant superintendent, worked closely with Reardon and his team of
researchers to structure and conduct the study. Wong noted that since 1974, the district has
provided bilingual education programs to support English Learners’ access to the core curriculum.
While California voters placed severe restrictions on bilingual education in 1998 with the passing of
Proposition 227, SFUSD used a system of parental waivers to allow them to continue offering twolanguage instruction among other options for English Learners. But it was not known how twolanguage approaches compared with English only approaches. “As we grew language pathways,
longitudinal achievement data became critical to affirming their academic achievement,” Wong said.
“The district’s partnership with the Stanford research team helped validate the district’s investment
while we were also able to build our respective capacities in pathway design and data analysis.”
SFUSD proved a perfect test bed for the study, Reardon said. It has a large number of English
Learners and the wide range of instructional programs. “San Francisco Unified is a remarkably
diverse school system where there are students who speak English, Spanish and Cantonese, of
course, but 68 other languages as well,” he said. Like many things related to education today,
however, the issue of bilingual classrooms is complex and easily influenced by preconceptions.
Reardon cautions against looking past the data.“One of the big arguments against bilingual
education is that it may do students a disservice because they don’t learn English well and also suffer
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academically. Others contend that English Learners in English immersion classrooms are suffering
because they spend the first couple years not knowing what’s going on,” he said. “Our data suggest
that students in two-language classrooms—those where they are taught both in English and their
first language—do better if we just give them enough time. Focusing on the long term is key.”
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2AC AT: Harms (Economy) #1 = “Job Market Strong”

1.

They say the job market is strong now, but

(Give a 5 sec summary of your opponent’s single argument)

Extend our Koesterich evidence.
(Put your author’s name)

It’s much better than their Casselman evidence because:
(Put their author’s name)

Circle one or more of the following options:
(it’s newer)

(the author is more qualified)

(their evidence is not logical/contradicts itself)

(it has more facts)
(history proves it to be true)

(their evidence has no facts) (Their author is biased) (it takes into account their
argument)
(Their evidence is a bad comparison)

(their evidence supports our argument)

[WRITE IN YOUR OWN!]
Explain how your option is true:
Their evidence does not account for the growing need of bilingual workers in specific
industries. It also doesn’t account for the difference between labor force participation and
unemployment rates.
Explain why your option matters:
This matters because we claim that by increasing the number of bilingual people, we can
add to a skilled workforce and increase economic competitiveness in the global
marketplace. Having a lot of jobs now doesn’t matter if they’re not high-quality 21st century
jobs that can give young bilinguals the ability to make up for lost productivity due to the
retirement of Baby Boomers.

2. Many industries are seeking bilingual employees – without fully employed immigrants, our
workforce population would fall in years to come
JOHNSTON, MARCH 2017 (Katie, previously wrote about travel and tourism for the Globe and worked
as the paper’s music and entertainment editor, 2017, Which job seekers are in hot demand?
Bilingual workers, https://www.bostonglobe.com/business/2017/03/12/wanted-bilingualworkers/t8C9txqPmwCtIGDHX1jSTI/story.html, DD)
Even as the Trump administration seeks to limit immigration, employers are increasingly looking to
woo immigrants as consumers — and employees. Banks and cellphone providers are hiring
employees who can communicate with potential customers in their native tongues. Software firms
are seeking out translators and customer service representatives who can help them build their
business around the world. And health care providers looking to serve the immigrants in their
communities, as well as patients traveling to the United States for medical care, are beefing up their

19

CMSDL Core Files

2017-2018

staffs with people who can understand, and convey, their concerns. The number of online job
postings targeting bilingual workers more than doubled nationwide between 2010 and 2015, rising
162 percent, according to a new report by New American Economy, a coalition of mayors and
business leaders that supports immigration reform. The languages seeing the biggest rise in demand:
Chinese, Spanish, and Arabic. Bilingual job listings for higher-end positions, including those in finance
and engineering, grew the fastest, but the majority of bilingual jobs didn’t require a bachelor’s
degree, including medical assistants and customer service representatives. In Massachusetts, online
job listings for bilingual workers increased by 160 percent between 2010 and 2015, with Chinese,
Spanish, and German skills showing the largest rise, according to the study. Teaching, health care,
and insurance jobs accounted for many of the positions posted for Chinese and Spanish speakers,
while pharmaceutical and electronics companies that have a strong presence in Europe drove the
demand for German. Ivy Pretto, a 34-year-old native of Peru who moved to Boston with her family
when she was 2, has used her Spanish skills throughout her career in real estate and mortgage
lending. After taking some time off to travel last year, Pretto had several companies pursuing her
when she returned to Boston. She ended up taking a job as director of customer experience for the
mortgage tech startup RateGravity, which is looking to hire more bilingual customer service agents
and software engineers as it taps into underserved markets. “We have so many Spanish-speaking
people that are looking to buy homes,” Pretto said. “And they feel like they can trust a bank or a
mortgage originator more if they can talk to them in their own language.” Jose Diaz is one of many
bilingual DiLuigi Food workers. The share of jobs seeking dual-language speakers is relatively small,
just 2.3 percent of all online listings in 2015. But that’s up from 1.9 percent in 2010. During that time,
employers added jobs for bilingual workers at a faster pace than for workers overall. In some cases,
reaching out to immigrant communities is the only way for a business to grow, said Annalisa Nash
Fernandez, a New York-based intercultural strategist who advises companies about bilingual
employees. And with one in five Americans speaking a language other than English at home, up from
one in nine in 1980, the number of people growing up fluent in multiple languages is rising. And this
is who employers want, Nash Fernandez said — not people taking Spanish classes at night. “There’s
enough now of these first-generation Americans and second-generation immigrants that are
perfectly bilingual, and it’s hard to compete against that,” she said. The employer leading the way in
bilingual job listings, both nationally and in Massachusetts, was Bank of America, which posted
positions seeking dual-language speakers in more than a third of its online job listings around the
country in 2015. Many banks have been reaching out to immigrants, who are less likely to have bank
accounts or use banks regularly than American-born residents, according to the New American
Economy report. Some time in the 2040s or 2050s, according to projections, the United States will
become a majority-minority country. While President Trump’s crackdown on immigration has made
the United States a less welcoming place for refugees and other foreigners, if the flow of immigrants
slows, the size of the American workforce could shrink. An estimated 38.5 million immigrants of
working age will be in the United States by 2035, up from 33.9 million in 2015, according to Pew
Research Center. But without those new arrivals, the country’s working-age population would fall.
When Kaissa Oulhadj interviewed for a medical assistant job at Boston Medical Center last year, the
first question she remembers getting was: “How many languages do you speak?” Oulhadj, a 27-yearold from Algeria who speaks Berber, Arabic, French, and English, understands Farsi, and is learning
Spanish, said it’s not unusual to use four or five of her languages in a single day. “It’s very tiring
sometimes,” she acknowledged. Oulhadj is one of 315 bi- or multilingual employees hired for Boston
Medical Center’s outpatient clinics since January 2016, making up more than 40 percent of
outpatient hires. The center has long served the area’s immigrant communities, but the need for
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employees who can speak multiple languages has increased as the hospital seeks to improve the
patient experience, said chief human resources officer Lisa Kelly-Crosswell. People coming to
Boston’s world-famous hospitals from other countries are also driving the need for multilingual
employees, said Maria Vertkin, whose nonprofit, Found in Translation, trains low-income immigrants
to become medical interpreters. “The tone has changed over the last five years, from just having
open positions to kind of a desperate tone,” she said. “ ‘We really, really need Korean. We really,
really, really need Somali.’ We’re getting pleading calls and e-mails at this point.” Some employers
who once hired immigrants almost exclusively for entry-level jobs are now more able to hire bilingual
supervisors to bridge the language gap. About half of the 250-person staff at DiLuigi Foods, a meatprocessing company in Danvers, speak only Spanish, according to president Dean Souza. In the past,
English speaking managers and trainers largely relied on workers to translate for them, but in recent
years, more bilingual supervisors have been filling those roles. “It’s not like they’re just on the
bottom layer anymore,” Souza said. Sometimes, though, too much exposure to American culture can
be a bad thing. FreeLogoServices.com, a Boston-based online logo maker, has customers in 120
countries and translates its website into 10 languages, and continues to grow around the world. To
ensure that the website’s language is accurate and culturally up to date, the company requires its
translators to have grown up in the country whose language they speak; if they live in the United
States, they can’t have been here for more than six years.“If they get too Americanized,” said
founder and chief executive Craig Bloem, “there’s a chance their language won’t be as precise.”
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2AC AT: Harms (Economy) #2 = “Latinos Already Bilingual”

1. They say

Latinos are already bilingual

, but

(Give a 5 sec summary of your opponent’s single argument)

Extend our

New American Economy

(Put your author’s name)

It’s much better than their

Krogstad

(Put their author’s name)

evidence.
evidence because:

Circle one or more of the following options:
(it’s newer) (the author is more qualified)
(their evidence is not logical/contradicts itself)

(it has more facts)
(history proves it to be true)

(their evidence has no facts) (Their author is biased) (it takes into account their argument)
(Their evidence is a bad comparison)

(their evidence supports our argument)

[WRITE IN YOUR OWN!]
Explain how your option is true:
Their Krogstad evidence says only 36% of Latinos are bilingual, and that doesn’t assume the
level of language skills needed for the workforce. Their evidence talks about students speaking
Spanglish at home and that doesn’t address the academic need for full immersion in Spanish
that is necessary to create the jobs our evidence talks about.
Explain why your option matters:
If we win the argument that Latino students are being underserved in our schools due to the lack
of dual language education, then the next generation of workers will be unable to get the kind of
high-quality jobs necessary to sustain our economic growth because they will not be truly
bilingual, which puts us behind the many other countries that have truly bilingual young
workers.
2. The U.S. produces less bilinguals than other countries
JAUREGUI 2015 (Hilary, a public health nurse with experience in maternal-child health and is
passionate about addressing the social determinants of health, including access to high-quality
education and employment. She will receive her Doctorate of Nursing Practice in Community
Health Nursing, with a specialty in cross-cultural and global health, from the University of
Washington, Spring, Increasing American Bilingualism: Policies for Evidence-Based World
Languages Education, https://depts.washington.edu/esreview/wordpress/wpcontent/uploads/2015/07/Increasing-American-Bilingualism.pdf, DD)
The United States population lags behind other countries in bilingualism. More than half of
Europeans, 53 percent, speak a language in addition to English (Duncan, 2010). As previously
mentioned, even this level is too low and businesses are suffering due to insufficient language
skills (Dulfano, 2013). In the US, only 18 percent of adults speak a language in addition to English
(Duncan). This gap between the US and other nations begins in early education. The availability
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of world language classes is on the decline (Duncan, 2010). Significantly fewer elementary and
middle schools offer a world language than ten years ago (Wiley, Moore & Fee, 2012). Lack of
access is an equity issue; minority, low-income and rural students earn, and have access to,
fewer credits in world languages (Duncan; NEA Research, 2007). Only ten states require world
language study – not proficiency – as a graduation requirement, which leaves it as an optional
elective across most of the nation (Duncan; Wiley, Moore & Fee). As a result, just 51 percent of
public middle school students, and only 20 percent of high school students study a world
language (NEA Research; Wiley, Moore & Fee). The access problem is further compounded by
the shortage of world language teachers. Seventy-five percent of states reported shortages of
teachers for world languages in the 2007–2008 school year, and teacher preparation programs
are not meeting the demand for instructors (Duncan). Among students who do study a world
language, there is a troubling lack of diversity in languages learned. Spanish is the most
commonly studied language in the US by far, with 72 percent of all K-12 world language
enrollment (Wiley, Moore & Fee, 2012). While Latin America has a growing global market share
and there are 500 million Spanish speakers worldwide – including millions in the US – China will
soon be the world’s largest economy and Mandarin Chinese is the most commonly spoken
language today (de la Garza, Cortina & Pinto, 2008; Wiley, Moore & Fee). Despite this fact, only
four percent of high schools offer Mandarin Chinese courses (Wiley, Moore & Fee). The same
trend occurs at the postsecondary level – 95 percent of college students studying a world
language choose a European language, and less than one percent select a language the US
Department of Defense deems critical for national security – such as Arabic, Urdu or Dari
(National Security Education Program [NSEP], n. d.; Duncan, 2010). The time spent interacting
with a language is important; the standard US format – 30-60 minutes per week in elementary
school, 300 hours across two years in high school – is woefully inadequate to achieve proficiency
(NEA Research, 2007). Fur- Increasing American Bilingualism 14 TTHEHE E EVANS VANS SSCHOOL
CHOOL R REVIEW EVIEW ther, the US educational system misses the optimal window for
children to most easily learn an additional language (starting at 4 to 6 years old) by
concentrating the hours of language instruction during high school (Wiley, Moore & Fee, 2012).
In a dramatically different approach from the US, all member states of the European Union (EU)
require world language study, and all but two mandate it throughout all the years of compulsory
education (NEA Research; Tochon, 2009). This approach allows most European students to
achieve communicative competency in two or three additional languages (Tochon). The vast
majority of high-income countries begin world language education earlier than the US (early in
elementary school), mandate it, and assess it regularly along with other core subjects (Klee,
Lynch & Tarone, 1998; Wiley, Moore & Fee).
3. Their evidence only speaks to Latino immigrants – our 1AC Gandara and Acevedo evidence says
there’s also a need for dual language immersion in Chinese and Arabic as well.
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2AC AT: Harms (Racism) #1-2 – “Gentrification Turn”

1. They say
, but

dual language programs lead to gentrification,

(Give a 5 sec summary of your opponent’s single argument)

Extend our

(Put your author’s name)

It’s much better than their

evidence.

(Put their author’s name)

evidence because:

Circle one or more of the following options:
(it’s newer) (the author is more qualified)
(their evidence is not logical/contradicts itself)

(it has more facts)
(history proves it to be true)

(their evidence has no facts) (Their author is biased) (it takes into account their argument)
(Their evidence is a bad comparison)

(their evidence supports our argument)

[WRITE IN YOUR OWN!]
Explain how your option is true:

Explain why your option matters:

2. No Impact: Every public school with English Language Learners would have dual-language
programs, so affluent families will not have to move to different school districts
3. Mixed income schools are better than homogenous schools
The Century Foundation 16 (a progressive, nonpartisan think tank that seeks to foster opportunity,
reduce inequality, and promote security at home and abroad,2/10, The Benefits of
Socioeconomically and Racially Integrated Schools and Classrooms,
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https://tcf.org/content/facts/the-benefits-of-socioeconomically-and-racially-integrated-schools-andclassrooms/, DD)
Research shows that racial and socioeconomic diversity in the classroom can provide students with a
range of cognitive and social benefits. And school policies around the country are beginning to catch
up. Today, over 4 million students in America are enrolled in school districts or charter schools with
socioeconomic integration policies—a number that has more than doubled since 2007. Here’s why
the growing momentum in favor of diversity in schools is good news for all students: Academic and
Cognitive Benefits On average, students in socioeconomically and racially diverse schools—
regardless of a student’s own economic status—have stronger academic outcomes than students in
schools with concentrated poverty. Students in integrated schools have higher average test scores.
On the 2011 National Assessment of Educational Progress (NAEP) given to fourth graders in math, for
example, low-income students attending more affluent schools scored roughly two years of learning
ahead of low-income students in high-poverty schools. Controlling carefully for students’ family
background, another study found that students in mixed-income schools showed 30 percent more
growth in test scores over their four years in high school than peers with similar socioeconomic
backgrounds in schools with concentrated poverty. Students in integrated schools are more likely to
enroll in college. When comparing students with similar socioeconomic backgrounds, those students
at more affluent schools are 68 percent more likely to enroll at a four-year college than their peers at
high-poverty schools. Students in integrated schools are less likely to drop out. Dropout rates are
significantly higher for students in segregated, high-poverty schools than for students in integrated
schools. During the height of desegregation in the 1970s and 1980s, dropout rates decreased for
minority students, with the greatest decline in dropout rates occurring in districts that had
undergone the largest reductions in school segregation. Integrated schools help to reduce racial
achievement gaps. In fact, the racial achievement gap in K–12 education closed more rapidly during
the peak years of school desegregation in the 1970s and 1980s than it has overall in the decades that
followed—when many desegregation policies were dismantled. More recently, black and Latino
students had smaller achievement gaps with white students on the 2007 and 2009 NAEP when they
were less likely to be stuck in high-poverty school environments. The gap in SAT scores between
black and white students continues to be larger in segregated districts, and one study showed that
change from complete segregation to complete integration in a district could reduce as much as one
quarter of the current SAT score disparity. Integrated classrooms encourage critical thinking,
problem solving, and creativity. We know that diverse classrooms, in which students learn
cooperatively alongside those whose perspectives and backgrounds are different from their own, are
beneficial to all students—including middle-class white students—because these environments
promote creativity, motivation, deeper learning, critical thinking, and problem-solving skills. Sign up
for updates. ENTER EMAIL HERE SIGN UP Civic and Social-Emotional Benefits Racially and
socioeconomically diverse schools offer students important social-emotional benefits by exposing
them to peers of different backgrounds. The increased tolerance and cross-cultural dialogue that
result from these interactions are beneficial for civil society. Attending a diverse school can help
reduce racial bias and counter stereotypes. Children are at risk of developing stereotypes about
racial groups if they live in and are educated in racially isolated settings. By contrast, when school
settings include students from multiple racial groups, students become more comfortable with
people of other races, which leads to a dramatic decrease in discriminatory attitudes and prejudices.
Students who attend integrated schools are more likely to seek out integrated settings later in life.
Integrated schools encourage relationships and friendships across group lines. According to one
study, students who attend racially diverse high schools are more likely to live in diverse
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neighborhoods five years after graduation. Integrated classrooms can improve students’ satisfaction
and intellectual self-confidence. Research on diversity at the college level shows that when students
have positive experiences interacting with students of other backgrounds and view the campus racial
and cultural climate as affirming, they emerge with greater confidence in their own academic
abilities. Learning in integrated settings can enhance students’ leadership skills. A longitudinal study
of college students found that the more often first-year students were exposed to diverse
educational settings, the more their leadership skills improved. Economic Benefits Providing more
students with integrated school environments is a cost-effective strategy for boosting student
achievement and preparing students for work in a diverse global economy. School integration efforts
produce a high return on investment. According to one recent estimate, reducing socioeconomic
segregation in our schools by half would produce a return on investment of 3-5 times the cost of the
programs. Attending an integrated school can be a more effective academic intervention than
receiving extra funding in a higher-poverty school. One study of students in Montgomery County,
Maryland, found that students living in public housing randomly assigned to lower-poverty
neighborhoods and schools outperformed those assigned to higher-poverty neighborhoods and
schools—even though the higher-poverty schools received extra funding per pupil. School
integration promotes more equitable access to resources. Integrating schools can help to reduce
disparities in access to well-maintained facilities, highly qualified teachers, challenging courses, and
private and public funding. Diverse classrooms prepare students to succeed in a global economy. In
higher education, university officials and business leaders argue that diverse college campuses and
classrooms prepare students for life, work, and leadership in a more global economy by fostering
leaders who are creative, collaborative, and able to navigate deftly in dynamic, multicultural
environments.
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2AC AT: Solvency #1 – “English-only works”

1.

They say

(Give a 5 sec summary of your opponent’s single argument)

Extend our

(Put your author’s name)

It’s much better than their

, but

evidence.

(Put their author’s name)

evidence because:

Circle one or more of the following options:
(it’s newer) (the author is more qualified)
(their evidence is not logical/contradicts itself)

(it has more facts)
(history proves it to be true)

(their evidence has no facts) (Their author is biased) (it takes into account their argument)
(Their evidence is a bad comparison)

(their evidence supports our argument)

[WRITE IN YOUR OWN!]
Explain how your option is true:

Explain why your option matters:

2. Prop 227 did not help English Language Learners
Barton No Date (Rhonda, a writer for Colorin Colorado, s a national multimedia project that offers a
wealth of bilingual, research-based information, activities, and advice for educators and families of
English language learners (ELLs). Colorín Colorado is an educational service of WETA, the flagship
public broadcasting station in the nation's capital, and receives major funding from the American
Federation of Teachers and National Education Association., What the Research Says About Effective
Strategies for ELL Students, http://www.colorincolorado.org/article/what-research-says-abouteffective-strategies-ell-students, DD)
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Meeting the needs of English language learners is a challenge that's widely felt in the Northwest. Half
of the region's 1,103 school districts report enrolling ELL students. In 91 of those districts, English
learners represent more than a quarter of all students and in another 37 districts, ELLs fill half the
seats. Beyond any social implications, the performance of these students can carry a
disproportionate amount of weight in an educational era dominated by No Child Left Behind.
According to the Urban Institute, two-thirds of ELL students nationally come from low-income
families. Consequently, an ELL student who does poorly on state achievement tests can potentially
affect a school's adequate yearly progress standing in as many as three categories: Limited English
Proficiency, low income, and racial/ethnic. As the Center on Education Policy (Rentner et al., 2006)
points out, "This leads to greater pressure on schools, districts, and states to rapidly increase the
English proficiency and academic performance of English language learners in order to improve the
performance of three subgroups."The question then becomes, how is this goal best accomplished?
Assessing Prop 227 Two states — California and Massachusetts — restrict bilingual instruction and
require English learners to be taught overwhelmingly in English. California's Proposition 227, which
passed by statewide referendum in 1998, established structured immersion as the default program
for instruction. ELL students undergo sheltered/structured immersion during a "temporary transition
period not normally intended to exceed one year" and then transfer to mainstream English language
classrooms. A five-year evaluation of Proposition 227, conducted by the American Institutes for
Research and WestEd (Parrish et al., 2006), was released in January 2006. After tracking data from
1.5 million English learners and 3.5 million English fluent and native English-speaking students in
California, the researchers concluded that "there is no evidence to support an argument of the
superiority of one English learner instructional approach over another." Among the study's other
findings were: Since Proposition 227, students across all language classifications, in all grades, have
posted gains on state achievement tests. But, other reforms such as class-size reductions and the
climate of increased federal and state accountability make it impossible to attribute these gains to
any one factor. The gap between ELL students and native English speakers has remained virtually
constant in most subjects and in most grades. Less than 40 percent of English learners are likely to
meet the criteria to be reclassified as fluent/proficient after 10 years in California schools. The study
goes on to say that while there's no one path to academic excellence, several critical factors do
contribute to success for English language learners. These include staff capacity to address ELL
students' linguistic and cognitive needs; school wide focus on English language development and
standards-based instruction; shared priorities and expectations; and systematic, ongoing assessment
with use of data to guide instruction. Case for Dual Language The work of Virginia Collier and Wayne
Thomas of George Mason University seems to challenge the assertion that there's no one path to
academic excellence for ELL students. After 20 years of program evaluation research involving almost
two dozen large and small school districts in urban, suburban, and rural settings in 15 states, Collier
and Thomas (2004) write passionately about the "astounding effectiveness" of dual-language
immersion. In what they term a "wake-up call to the field of bilingual education," Collier and Thomas
point to evidence that "enrichment dual-language schooling closes the academic achievement gap in
L2 and in first language (L1) students initially below grade level, and for all categories of students
participating in this program." They go on to say, "This is the only program for English learners that
fully closes the gap." According to the researchers, when students enter mainstream classes and
leave special remedial programs (including intensive English-only classes such as those in California
and Massachusetts, ESL pullout classes, ESL content/sheltered instruction, structured English
immersion, and transitional bilingual education), they may continue to make academic progress —
but only one year at a time, as do typical native English speakers. And, they may make less than a
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year's progress each year in secondary school when the cognitive demands are greater. In order to
make more than one year's progress in each year and effectively close the achievement gap, Collier
and Thomas maintain that ELL students need curricular mainstream instruction through two
languages. Collier and Thomas also believe that the dual-language approach has an added benefit:
"[It] can transform the experience of teachers, administrators, and parents into an inclusive and
supportive school community for all." Another View Looking at research spanning the last quarter
century, Fred Genesee of McGill University and his colleagues (2005) also found "strong convergent
evidence that the educational success of ELLs is positively related to sustained instruction through
the student L1 [native language]. In both descriptive and comparative program evaluation studies,
results showed that length of time in the program and time of assessment affect outcomes."
Examining 200 studies and reports, the researchers homed in on oral language development,
literacy, and academic achievement. They reported that when students in the early years (K-3) of a
bilingual program were tested, they typically scored below grade level. However, later assessments
(at the end of elementary school and in middle and high school) revealed that "educational
outcomes of bilingually educated students, especially in late-exit and two-way programs, were at
least comparable to, and usually higher than, their comparison peers" (p. 375). The studies also
showed that the longer the students stayed in such programs, the better they did. According to
Genesee and his coauthors, research consistently confirmed that ELL students who received any
specialized program, such as bilingual or English as a Second Language instruction, were able to catch
up to or surpass the levels of their ELL and English-speaking classmates in English-only classrooms.
Citing Thomas and Collier's seminal 2002 study, they stated that "students who participated in an
assortment of different programs and those who received no special intervention performed at the
lowest levels and had the highest dropout rates." In conclusion, Genesee and his colleagues
maintain: "Taken together, these results indicate that ELLs are more successful when they participate
in programs that are specially designed to meet their needs (ESL, bilingual, etc.) than in mainstream
English classrooms and when the program is consistent throughout the student education" (p. 374).
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1. They say

2017-2018
2AC AT: Solvency #2 – “Bilingual costly and fails”
, but

(Give a 5 sec summary of your opponent’s single argument)

Extend our

(Put your author’s name)

It’s much better than their

evidence.

(Put their author’s name)

evidence because:

Circle one or more of the following options:
(it’s newer) (the author is more qualified)
(their evidence is not logical/contradicts itself)

(it has more facts)
(history proves it to be true)

(their evidence has no facts) (Their author is biased) (it takes into account their argument)
(Their evidence is a bad comparison)

(their evidence supports our argument)

[WRITE IN YOUR OWN!]
Explain how your option is true:

Explain why your option matters:

2. Bilinguals earn more than monolinguals
Chau 14 (Lisa, the Founder of Alpha Vert, a private consultancy focused on social media and cross–
platform marketing. Previously, she spent five years working for her alma mater Dartmouth College,
as assistant director of alumni affairs and assistant director of PR for the Tuck School of Business. She
has also taught at MIT, and guest lectured MBA and undergraduate courses in e-business strategy at
Baruch College and The New School, 1/29, Why You Should Learn Another Language,
https://www.usnews.com/opinion/blogs/economic-intelligence/2014/01/29/the-business-benefitsof-learning-a-foreign-language, DD)
In "Tips for Staying Competitive in a Global Job Market" I suggested adding at least one other
language to your skill set. In an increasingly globalized economy, being a polyglot is definitely
advantageous for corporate success.The benefits of effective communication across multiple
languages have long been known by the international business community as an indispensable tool
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for relationship building and financial success. In fact, those entering the workforce in 2014 with
second language fluency can expect an additional 10 to 15 percent pay increase, according to Ryan
McMunn, language expert and CEO of BRIC Language Systems. McMunn says, "I never would have
been successful in China had I not learned how to speak Mandarin. By learning a second language, I
had an opportunity to develop relationships with Chinese executives and conduct business in ways
that otherwise would not have been possible." He offers an example from his experience dealing
with a product recall involving his former employer in China. He advised his team to proceed with
caution while they searched for a solution based on the "guanxi," the concept of personal
connections. At the time, McMunn had already developed a strong relationship with the factory
owner and his family through many business and casual conversations in Mandarin. Over their fiveyear friendship, McMunn helped the owner's son get into an American school, and the owner helped
McMunn establish relationships with other local business leaders. When it came time to negotiate
recall costs, McMunn's company company treated the factory as a partner rather than simply a
vendor. Their negotiations were completely conducted in Mandarin, and started with a discussion
about families: How the factory owner's son was doing in the U.S. and how McMunn's sister was
enjoying her new job. The five-hour marathon meeting ended better than McMunn could have
hoped. The factory owner agreed to pay half the cost of the recall over the following year, and
abided by the arrangement. The relationship between the two companies improved since the
incident, and business flourished with a substantial growth in customers. [See a collection of political
cartoons on the economy.] McMunn credits much of his success abroad to his language skills. Hal
Johnson, a senior adviser and former chairman of global human resources at Korn Ferry, frequently
counsels business school students and corporate executives about ways to stay on top of their
careers. He frequently urges job seekers to learn Mandarin "as soon as they can, if they want to get a
leg up on their competition and accelerate their futures. Anything that helps or speeds up their
preparation can be a significant plus!" Arvind Chary, managing principal of Atlas Real Estate Partners,
has been more focused on hiring multilingual employees as his company expands into markets with
large Spanish speaking populations. He says, "We have been raising more capital from abroad and
need employees who can communicate with our foreign investors. I would encourage anyone to
learn a second language in order to advance their career opportunities." [See a collection of political
cartoons on immigration.] I advise learning additional languages as early as possible. Not only is the
skill easier to pick up when young, it will also boost mental aptitude during the school years leading
up to eventual employment. According to Dr. Judy Willis, a board-certified neurologist, children who
are exposed to multiple languages at an early age are able to activate certain networks within the
brain that enhance cognitive function. "Compared to monolinguals, the studied bilingual children,
who had had five to 10 years of bilingual exposure, averaged higher scores in cognitive performance
on tests and had greater attention focus, distraction resistance, decision-making, judgment and
responsiveness to feedback," says Willis, citing a 2009 study by psychologist Ellen Bialystok. The
brain networks that Willis references are known as the "CEO networks" which regulate executive
functions such as goal setting and achieving, planning, memory, analysis, inhibitory control and
judgment. Biologically speaking, in a study by neuroimaging researcher and analyst Cathy Price of the
University College London, bilinguals have more gray matter in the portion of the brain that is
suspected to be associated with vocabulary acquisition. Price explains that when an individual is
learning a second language, the vocabulary acquisition portion of the brain is literally getting a
workout. Much like any other muscle you may work out in the gym, the brain will become stronger,
thus becoming stimulated for growth. Increased gray matter means that the brain will work faster
and more efficiently. Language learning is described as a kind of re-wiring of the brain which can
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form new neurons and connections among the intellectual network. So adding another language to
your skill set is simply smart.
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1NC Harms (Economy) Frontline

1. The job market is strong now and labor force participation is stabilizing
CASSELMAN, MAY 2017 (Ben, is a senior editor and the chief economics writer for FiveThirtyEight,
2017, The U.S. Job Market Is On A Historic Growth Streak,
https://fivethirtyeight.com/features/the-u-s-job-market-is-on-a-historic-growth-streak/, DD)
Hiring was strong in April. If that sounds unremarkable, or even boring, it’s perhaps worth
reflecting on why: The recovery in the U.S. job market has been remarkable for its durability and
resilience. U.S. employers added 211,000 jobs in April, the Bureau of Labor Statistics said Friday.
That was a big increase from the previous month and modestly ahead of economists’
expectations. The unemployment rate ticked down to 4.4 percent, its lowest level in nearly a
decade. Hourly earnings posted solid gains. April marked the 79th straight month of job growth,
by far the longest such streak on record. The U.S. has added 15 million jobs over that period,
nearly 200,000 per month. When the streak began in October 2010, the unemployment rate
stood at 9.4 percent, and it would have been higher if government economists counted the
millions of Americans who had stopped looking for work; today, the unemployment rate has
fallen so far that many economists question how much lower it can go. Perhaps more
remarkable than the recovery’s length has been its resilience. Time and again, one or two weak
months of hiring have sparked fears that the recovery was nearing its end; time and again, job
growth rebounded. The past two months are a good example: Hiring slowed sharply in March,
when employers added just 79,000 jobs, but quickly rebounded in April. There are still weak
spots in the job market, even after six and a half years of growth. Wages are rising, but their
recent growth has been disappointing. There are signs of trouble in the retail sector, where
hiring has been weak. And joblessness remains high among certain groups, such as young black
men. But there are also signs that the long recovery is at last spreading to hard-to-reach corners
of the job market. As economist Betsey Stevenson noted Friday morning, the recent drop in the
unemployment rate has been concentrated among less-educated workers. That suggests that
with fewer Americans looking for work, employers are hiring people they might otherwise have
overlooked. We’ve seen that pattern before: in the late 1990s, which not coincidentally is the
last time the U.S. saw a sustained period of income growth for people up and down the earnings
ladder. It’s unclear how long the strong job market will last. The current economic recovery,
which dates to mid-2009, is already among the longest since World War II. And hiring could slow
even if the recovery continues: The Federal Reserve has been raising interest rates to prevent
inflation, which could also lead to reduced hiring. For now, though, the job market remains on
solid footing. Here are a few more observations from Friday’s report: Earnings rise: Average
earnings rose 7 cents an hour in April, to $26.19. That’s a decent one-month gain, but the
monthly figures are volatile — it’s better to look at the trend over a full year, which showed
earnings rising 2.5 percent from April 2016. Earnings are rising a bit faster than inflation (which is
running about 2 percent per year), and that’s good news. But unlike in 2015 and early 2016,
growth isn’t accelerating — earnings growth has been holding more or less steady between 2.5
percent and 3 percent for a year now. That’s disappointing given the falling unemployment rate,
which should force companies to raise pay in order to attract workers. Meanwhile, wages are
rising even more slowly for non-managers. Retailers add jobs: The retail sector slashed jobs in
February and March, cutting 56,000 positions over the two months combined and contributing
to fears of a “retail apocalypse.” So it was a relief to see retailers add jobs in April, albeit only
6,000 of them. Still, the retail sector faces major long-term challenges: the rise of online
shopping, heavy debt loads, too many malls. And there are signs of trouble in the consumer
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economy more generally: Spending was weak in March, according to a separate report released
this week, and auto sales in particular have been struggling. On the other hand, the leisure and
hospitality sector added 55,000 jobs in April, suggesting that Americans are still willing to shell
out for vacations and nights out. Other key sectors were generally strong in April. The health
care and professional services sectors, both of which generally pay well, posted strong job gains,
as did the government. Manufacturing and construction also added jobs, though only a few
thousand apiece. Unemployment falls: The unemployment rate fell to 4.4 percent, the lowest it
has been since May 2007. Unemployment can be a misleading indicator, because people who
aren’t actively looking for work aren’t considered “unemployed” in official statistics. But in this
case, the measure you use doesn’t make much difference: Broader measures of un- and
underemployment fell too. The broadest measure, which includes people who have stopped
looking for work and those who are working part time because they can’t find full-time jobs, fell
to 8.6 percent, below where it was when the recession began in December 2007. Many
economists also watch another measure: the labor force participation rate, which measures the
share of the population that is either working or actively looking for work. The participation rate
edged down in April and has been more or less flat for over a year. That may be good news,
however: The retirement of the baby-boom generation is putting enormous downward pressure
on the participation rate. The fact that it has stopped falling suggests that more working-age
adults are entering or returning to the labor force, helping to offset the departure of retiring
boomers.
2. Status quo solves: Most Latinos already either speak English or are bilingual, especially younger
Latinos
KROGSTAD & GONZALEZ-BARRERA 2015 (Jens Manuel is a writer/editor focusing on Hispanics,
immigration and demographics at Pew Research Center and Ana is a senior researcher focusing
on Hispanics, immigration and demographics at Pew Research Center, 3/24, A majority of
English-speaking Hispanics in the U.S. are bilingual, http://www.pewresearch.org/facttank/2015/03/24/a-majority-of-english-speaking-hispanics-in-the-u-s-are-bilingual/, DD)
About six-in-ten U.S. adult Hispanics (62%) speak English or are bilingual, according to an analysis
of the Pew Research Center’s 2013 National Survey of Latinos. Hispanics in the United States
break down into three groups when it comes to their use of language: 36% are bilingual, 25%
mainly use English and 38% mainly use Spanish. Among those who speak English, 59% are
bilingual. Majority of U.S. Latinos Use English or are Bilingual Latino adults who are the children
of immigrant parents are most likely to be bilingual. Among this group, 50% are bilingual,
according to our 2013 survey. As of 2012, Latinos with immigrant parents (defined as those born
outside the U.S. or those born in Puerto Rico) made up roughly half (48%) of all U.S.-born
Hispanics. By comparison, a third (35%) of Hispanic immigrants are bilingual, as are a quarter
(23%) of those with U.S.-born parents. Widespread bilingualism has the potential to affect future
generations of Latinos, a population that is among the fastest growing in the nation. Our 2011
survey showed that Latino adults valued both the ability to speak English and to speak Spanish.
Fully 87% said Latino immigrants need to learn English to succeed. At the same time, nearly all
(95%) said it is important for future generations of U.S. Hispanics to speak Spanish. Bilingualism
is measured in our National Surveys of Latinos by asking Hispanic adults to self-assess their
language abilities. Respondents rated their ability to carry on a conversation in Spanish and how
well they can read a book or newspaper written in Spanish. The same questions are posed about
their English-speaking ability. Bilingualism is linked to age. Some 42% of Hispanics ages 18 to 29
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are bilingual. That share falls to about a third among Hispanics ages 30 to 49 and ages 50 to 64,
but rises again, to 40%, among those ages 65 and older. Due in part to bilingualism, in 2013
Spanish was the most spoken non-English language in the U.S., used by 35.8 million Hispanics in
the U.S. plus an additional 2.6 million non-Hispanics. Overall, three-in-four Hispanics (73%) ages
5 and older speak Spanish in their homes, when including those who are bilingual. Given the
expected demographic changes, what is the future of language use among Hispanics in the
United States? According to Census Bureau projections, the share of Hispanics who speak only
English at home will rise from 26% in 2013 to 34% in 2020. Over this time period, the share who
speak Spanish at home will decrease from 73% to 66%. And as a sign of the times, Spanglish, an
informal hybrid of both languages, is widely used among Hispanics ages 16 to 25. Among these
young Hispanics, 70% report using Spanglish, according to an analysis we did in 2009..
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2NC/1NR Economy #1 Extension – “Job Market Strong”

1. They say that the job market has a shortage of bilingual workers, but
(Give a 5 sec summary of your opponent’s single argument)

Extend our Casselman evidence.
(Put your author’s name)

It’s much better than their Acevedo and New American Economy evidence because:
(Put their author’s name)

Circle one or more of the following options:
(it’s newer)

(the author is more qualified)

(their evidence is not logical/contradicts itself)

(it has more facts)
(history proves it to be true)

(their evidence has no facts) (Their author is biased) (it takes into account their
argument)
(Their evidence is a bad comparison)

(their evidence supports our argument)

[WRITE IN YOUR OWN!]
Explain how your option is true:
Our evidence is from May and talks about the job market overall, which means it would
account for the growing jobs in multiple fields including employers who want bilingual
applicants.
Explain why your option matters:
When it comes to economic projections it is important to have the most recent evidence
because it is the most accurate description of what is happening in the U.S. currently.
2. Even if there is a high need for bilingual workers, it is not a big enough portion of the job market
to trigger the impact
3. Alt Causes: The job market needs more skilled workers
GILLESPIE 2015 (Patrick, a reporter at CNNMoney. He covers the U.S. economy, stocks and emerging
markets. Before CNNMoney, Patrick reported for McClatchy Newspapers and Mashable. He
graduated from the University of Delaware and received a Masters from the CUNY Graduate School
of Journalism, 8/7, America's persistent problem: Unskilled workers,
http://money.cnn.com/2015/08/07/news/economy/us-economy-job-skills-gap/index.html, DD)
America has millions of jobs openings -- more than any point since 2000. On the surface, that's a
good thing. It means employers are hiring and the economy is growing. Deeper down though, a
high number of job openings raises red flags because it means companies aren't finding the right
people to fill the jobs. It signals a persistent problem in America's economy: the skills gap.
Vacant jobs can cost companies hundreds of dollars a day in lost profits, research shows, and
ultimately the job skills gap hurts America's economic growth. The skills gap is a weak spot that
you can expect the Republican presidential candidates to hammer in their 2016 campaigns. "It's
definitely a concern, and it should be a concern for anyone who cares about the future of U.S.
workers," says Chris Tilly, an economics professor at U.C.L.A. There are a number of factors
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preventing these jobs from getting filled. Experts say that job training programs in the U.S.
remain lackluster compared to the country's global peers in Europe and Asia. Are employers
asking too much? But the onus isn't only on unskilled workers to become better prepared. Some
employers are arguably raising the bar too high. They want employees who won't require any
job training. Consider this: 65% of job postings for secretaries who work for executives require
a college degree. But among current executive secretaries, only 19% have college degrees,
according to Joseph Fuller, a Harvard Business School professor. That's a big gap between
expectations and reality. In a recession, employers can easily raise the bar -- there's lots of job
seekers and few jobs. But in a strong job market like the one America has now, that strategy
doesn't work, experts say. "Employers want ready-now people," says Fuller. "As you get to the
type of labor market where we're in now, that's not going to be available in a lot of these jobs.
Another warning sign: There were 5.3 million job openings in America in May, according to the
most recent data from the Labor Department. That's better than the meager 2.1 million job
openings at the depth of the recession. However, the rise in job openings is running parallel next
to a bad trend: the average number of days a job posting remains available is going up, says
Fuller "That combination is a concern," says Fuller. "We have a chronic shortage of certain
skills." Another bad fact: so far this year, for every job opening, about 30 people apply on
average. Of those applicants, less than 20% meet the qualifications for the job, according to
Corporate Executive Board, a research group. Fuller points out one major problem: the "middle
skill" job gap. Middle skill jobs are ones that require more experience than a high school diploma
but less than a 4-year college degree -- for example, a truck driver. The average time a "middle
skill" job is open is about 40 days -- that's too high, says Fuller. A normal number would be
closer to 20 days. Fewer Americans have the experience or qualifications for these types of jobs.
Tilly argues that too many Americans are going to college, fixated on the idea that a college
degree is the only way to make big bucks. "I can't solve the problems that my plumber and my
electrician can solve," says Tilly. In those jobs: "You can make a fair amount of money."
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2NC/1NR Economy #2 Extension – “Latinos Already Bilingual”
1. They say _______________________ , but

(Give a 5 sec summary of your opponent’s single argument)

Extend our _______________________ evidence.
(Put your author’s name)

It’s much better than their _______________________ evidence because:
(Put their author’s name)

Circle one or more of the following options:
(it’s newer) (the author is more qualified)
(their evidence is not logical/contradicts itself)

(it has more facts)
(history proves it to be true)

(their evidence has no facts) (Their author is biased) (it takes into account their argument)
(Their evidence is a bad comparison)

(their evidence supports our argument)

[WRITE IN YOUR OWN!]
Explain how your option is true:

Explain why your option matters:

2. Their own evidence admits that most Hispanics will still be able to speak Spanish by the time
they reach the workforce.
3. The number of people who are bilingual in the United States is increasing
Camarota and Zeigler 14 (Steven A., serves as the Director of Research for the Center for
Immigration Studies (CIS), a Washington, DC-based research institute that examines the
consequences of legal and illegal immigration on the United States. and Karen, serves as
Demographer for the Center for Immigration Studies, a Washington, DC-based immigration think
tank, 10/3, One in Five U.S. Residents Speaks Foreign Language at Home, https://cis.org/One-FiveUS-Residents-Speaks-Foreign-Language-Home-Record-618-million, DD)
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The Census Bureau recently released data from the 2013 American Community Survey (ACS),
including languages spoken for those five years of age and older. The new data show that the
number of people who speak a language other than English at home reached an all-time high of 61.8
million, up 2.2 million since 2010. The largest increases from 2010 to 2013 were for speakers of
Spanish, Chinese, and Arabic. One in five U.S. residents now speaks a foreign language at home.
Among the findings: In 2013, a record 61.8 million U.S. residents (native-born, legal immigrants, and
illegal immigrants) spoke a language other than English at home. The number of foreign-language
speakers increased 2.2 million between 2010 and 2013. It has grown by nearly 15 million (32
percent) since 2000 and by almost 30 million since 1990 (94 percent). The largest increases 2010 to
2013 were for speakers of Spanish (up 1.4 million, 4 percent growth), Chinese (up 220,000, 8 percent
growth), Arabic (up 188,000, 22 percent growth), and Urdu (up 50,000, 13 percent growth). Urdu is
the national language of Pakistan. Languages with more than a million speakers in 2013 were
Spanish (38.4 million), Chinese (three million), Tagalog (1.6 million), Vietnamese (1.4 million), French
(1.3 million), and Korean and Arabic (1.1 million each). Tagalog is the national language of the
Philippines. The percentage of the U.S. population speaking a language other than English at home
was 21 percent in 2013, a slight increase over 2010. In 2000, the share was 18 percent; in 1990 it was
14 percent; it was 11 percent in 1980. Of the school-age (5 to 17) nationally, more than one in five
speaks a foreign language at home. It is 44 percent in California and roughly one in three students in
Texas, Nevada, and New York. But more surprisingly, it is now one in seven students in Georgia,
North Carolina, Virginia, Nebraska and Delaware; and one out of eight students in Kansas, Utah,
Minnesota, and Idaho. Many of those who speak a foreign language at home are not immigrants. Of
the nearly 62 million foreign-language speakers, 44 percent (27.2 million) were born in the United
States.1 Of those who speak a foreign language at home, 25.1 million (41 percent) told the Census
Bureau that they speak English less than very well. States with the largest share of foreign-language
speakers in 2013 include: California, 45 percent; New Mexico, 36 percent; Texas 35 percent; New
Jersey, 30 percent; Nevada, 30 percent; New York, 30 percent; Florida, 27 percent; Arizona, 27
percent; Hawaii, 25 percent; Illinois, 23 percent; Massachusetts, 22 percent; Connecticut, 22 percent;
and Rhode Island, 21 percent. States with the largest percentage increases in foreign-language
speakers 2010 to 2013 were: North Dakota, up 13 percent; Oklahoma, up 11 percent; Nevada, up 10
percent; New Hampshire, up 8 percent; Idaho, up 8 percent; Georgia, up 7 percent; Washington, up
7 percent; Oregon, up 6 percent; Massachusetts, up 6 percent; Kentucky, up 6 percent; Maryland, up
5 percent; and North Carolina, up 5 percent. Taking a longer view, states with the largest percentage
increase in foreign-language speakers 2000 to 2013 were: Nevada, up 85 percent; North Carolina, up
69 percent; Georgia, up 69 percent; Washington, up 60 percent; South Carolina, up 57 percent;
Virginia, up 57 percent; Tennessee, up 54 percent; Arkansas, up 54 percent; Maryland, up 52
percent; Delaware, up 52 percent; Oklahoma, up 48 percent; Utah, up 47 percent; Idaho, up 47
percent; Nebraska, up 46 percent; Florida, up 46 percent; Alabama, up 43 percent; Texas, up 42
percent; Oregon, up 42 percent; and Kentucky, up 39 percent.
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1NC Harms (Racism) Frontline

1. Turn: Dual language programs are a magnet for gentrification – privileged non-immigrant
families will take spots meant for English language learners
THOMAS, JUNE 2017 (Jacqueline Rabe, won two first prizes from the national Education Writers
Association for her work in 2012 – one in beat reporting for her overall education coverage, and
the other, with Keith Phaneuf, in investigative reporting on a series of stories revealing
questionable monetary and personnel actions taken by the Board of Regents for Higher
Education. Before coming to The Mirror, Jacqueline was a reporter, online editor and website
developer for The Washington Post Co.'s Maryland newspaper chains. She has also worked for
Congressional Quarterly and the Toledo Free Press. A graduate of Bowling Green State
University, Jacqueline is in the public policy master’s program at Trinity College, 2017, “ENGLISH
LEARNERS: OTHER PLACES ARE SHOWING WHAT WORKS”,
https://ctmirror.org/2017/06/12/english-learners-other-places-are-showing-what-works/, DD)
One thing is certain, many English- and foreign-speaking families are eager to put their children
in dual-language programs, partly because becoming bilingual makes their children more
competitive in the job market or, in the case of foreign speakers, because it embraces their
culture and makes them feel more included at school. Juan Moñtanez moved to the South End
of Hartford from Puerto Rico at age 5. In school he initially was taught in Spanish and English, but
the transition to a school day entirely in English was quick. Call it the sink-or-swim approach. “It
was, ‘I am teaching you in both languages for now, but as soon as you get a grasp of English, we
are dropping Spanish’… It was difficult. I struggled. I still struggle with both languages,” said
Moñtanez, now 33, who can speak both languages but says it is a challenge to write in either
because his grammar and spelling lag. “I never really mastered either language on that front.”
That’s because proficiency in conversational English takes three to five years, but academic
language proficiency requires four to seven years, studies show. Moñtanez and his wife, who
also speaks Spanish, now have two children approaching school age. They have chosen a
preschool that uses both languages, despite its being in a less convenient location. “Even if it was
10 miles away, I would have dropped them off, because I want them to learn Spanish,” said
Moñtanez. His children’s bilingual instruction will end when they enroll in public school,
however. Hartford shut down its eight dual-language programs 10 years ago, and short-term
bilingual instruction is offered only in some schools. “I pray my children become bilingual. We try
to speak both languages but everything around us is in English” said Moñtanez. “I just see the
benefits in the future… But at the same time it’s cultural. I want to make sure they relate to our
culture. I don’t want them to lose that.” It’s not just Spanish-speaking parents who want their
children to be bilingual. The Portland, Ore., school district – which encompasses impoverished
urban neighborhoods as well as affluent city neighborhoods and suburbs – has rapidly expanded
the dual-language approach to help close yawning achievement gaps between its English
learners and their classmates. The district has a full-time staff person who recruits foreign
speakers to enroll in dual-language programs, though she says it doesn’t take much convincing
once she explains the program. Last school year, the families of hundreds of both English- and
foreign-speaking kindergarten-bound students entered a lottery for seats in a dual-language
program. So many better-off parents flocked to Portland’s programs that the district had to
make changes to give English learners priority in enrollment. “When we put in a dual-language
immersion program, it can serve as a catalyst for gentrification,” said Michael Bacon, assistant
director of dual-language programs in Portland. “We get calls from families all the time – in fact,
there are three or four emails in my inbox right now – from families who are saying, ‘We are
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moving to Portland, and I want my child to have access to Spanish or Japanese immersion.’
“That’s a great thing. We want those people who are eager to be a part of this opportunity for
their kid – but it’s not our priority,” he said. “The historically underserved population is.” In
Windham, a district that has the highest rate of English learners in Connecticut, there are also
those who would love to have their children become bilingual. There is a long waiting list to get
into the district’s lone dual-language program, and efforts to expand it have so far been
unsuccessful. “Being multilingual is where the world is going. It’s the future,” said Murphy
Sewall, a retired University of Connecticut business professor and now the vice chair of the
Windham Board of Education. “I wish I learned Spanish. It’s an invaluable asset.” In Connecticut,
7,389 job postings – 2 percent of all posted jobs in 2016 – targeted bilingual workers, according
to data culled from a database of 40,000 job sources by the New American Economy, a coalition
of business and municipal leaders who support immigration reform. The number of bilingual jobs
posted more than doubled between 2010 and 2016. And the listings were for both low- and
high-end jobs. Of the jobs posted, 39 percent required a college degree.
2. Gentrification leads to a laundry list of social impacts for marginalized communities
VALOY 2014 (Patricia, is an engineer and project manager, feminist writer, and STEM advocate
based out of New York, She holds a B.S. in Civil Engineering from Columbia University where she
focused on construction management and structural engineering. With her professional
background in construction and engineering she writes and speaks on a variety of issues
pertaining to women in STEM and other male-dominated fields, particularly as it relates to
women of color and underrepresented minorities, 9/12, 7 Reasons Why Gentrification Hurts
Communities of Color, http://everydayfeminism.com/2014/09/gentrification-communities-ofcolor/, DD)
When I was growing up in East New York, Brookyn in the early 90s, most residents were Black or
Latinx. Today, the demographics are still about the same, and very little has changed about the
neighborhood. I distinctly remember noticing that there were no white people that lived near
me and that the neighborhoods that had a large percentage of white residents were simply
better: They had better schools, nicer streets, more businesses, less crime, and no visible drug
use. It was everything I wanted my neighborhood to be. As ashamed as I am to admit this now, I
assumed that the only way neighborhoods could be bettered is by having white residents, so I
hoped that my neighborhood would become like Williamsburg, Brooklyn. At the time,
Williamsburg was rapidly changing, and what used to be dirty streets and run-down businesses
were now tree-lined blocks and shiny Starbucks. What I failed to understand then was that the
gentrification of neighborhoods might make the space look better, but my family would never be
able to afford the price of living there. Although my childhood neighborhood is still far from
gentrification due to its distance from New York City and history of gang violence, drug use, and
poverty, things seem to be changing, as this real estate listing demonstrates by calling East New
York “the new frontier.” Gentrification is new-wave colonialism, and it has economic, societal,
and public health repercussions for poor communities of color. Many times when wealthy
people move into a low-income neighborhood, they truly want to help. Oftentimes, they even
start community programs and become leaders in the community, often through beautification
projects. And while I get why this seems to be good at first glance, it really isn’t. When
neighborhoods are gentrified, those moving in are looking for cheap rent and the ability to make
a better life for themselves. And while wealthier people may feel entitled to buy or rent
wherever they wish (as is indeed their right), they must also understand the consequences of
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their actions. As our neighborhoods become “up-and-coming areas” that “evoke images of
burned-out buildings, riots, and poverty,” the people that lived there through the poverty and
disrepair deserve to stay in their homes and have a community that supports their needs. We
need to understand that gentrification isn’t about beautifying neighborhoods and making them
safer. It is the systematic displacement of people of color from their homes. Gentrification hurts
communities of color, and these are some of the ways how. 1. As wealthier people move into
poor neighborhoods, landlords raise their rents to cash in from the wealth of the new influx of
residents. As this study states, the median rent prices in New York City rose 75% since 2001. This
same trend can be seen in other neighborhoods that have currently become gentrified, like
Oakland, California. It’s common to see landlords bully low-income tenants into moving out by
not maintaining apartments or not renewing their lease, forcing residents to move out. I’ve seen
this happen to many of my relatives that moved to New York City in the early 70s and settled in
the Lower East Side and Soho neighborhoods of lower Manhattan. While these areas are now
the first choice of home for celebrities and ritzy events like the TriBeCa Film Festival, they were
previously filled with tenement buildings and low-income housing. One of my aunts who still
lives in what is now the very trendy Soho pays for all repairs and upgrades in her apartment, as
the building owners refuse to do so in an effort to bully her into leaving and renting her
apartment at a much higher cost. Yes, it’s illegal, but they know she could never afford a lawyer.
None of her neighbors remain, and none of the local businesses she frequented are still the
same. Even her local church no longer offer services in her language. I ask her often why does
she remain, although I know the answer: That’s her home! Poor people of color living in
gentrified neighborhoods find themselves between a rock and a hard place. They are often
unable to move because they could never afford housing elsewhere, but are constantly pushed
to the limit by landlords looking to rent at higher prices. It’s illegal, but that doesn’t help a
person who does not understand the law or hire someone to help them navigate the legal
system. Many of these communities are comprised of immigrants that have lived in the United
States for decades, yet have no resources left in their communities. They face language, cultural,
and societal barriers that set them at a disadvantage next to real estate companies and
developers. 2. Local businesses suffer as large competitors start opening shops in what were
previously undesired locales. If wealthier residents are moving into a low-income neighborhood,
it follows that they will spend more on local businesses and generate more profit for them. Yet,
unfortunately, this is rarely the case. Businesses have a hard time catering to two different types
of clientele, though they often try to do so. It’s common to see grocery stores start selling a
wider variety of products to attract new residents, but few actually see the increase in profits
they thought they would because new residents often shop in places they feel more comfortable
in. Likewise, new businesses that open up specifically to cater to the new residents bring new
competition to the old ones, further straining the local community. New businesses open to
cater to the wealthier residents of the neighborhood and existing shops are forced to either a)
change their practices to appeal to new residents and survive or b) stick with their old clientele
and likely lose their business. Additionally, rent increases affect businesses as much as they do
low-income residents. The only businesses that can thrive under these circumstances are large
corporations like Whole Foods. Whole Foods, unlike other local supermarkets, attract a new set
of people and completely changes a neighborhood. This is evident in the way Whole Foods
changed the neighborhood of Jamaica Plain in Boston. While Jamaica Plain already had a large
and affordable supermarket called Hi-Lo, open since 1964 and known for selling Latin American
products, it couldn’t compete with Whole Foods. Needless to say, Hi-Lo had to close because it
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could not keep up with Whole Foods, and just like that, low-income residents of Jamaica Plain
were left without a place to shop for groceries that were affordable and culturally relevant. As
this article states, “That’s because Hi-Lo and Whole Foods aren’t just stores, they’re ideas that
lead to similar ideas, and attract people who identify with those ideas in cyclical fashion.” 3.
People of color are criminalized because new people feel ‘in danger.’ People of color, and
especially Black people, are often perceived as dangerous and thuggish. As the recent shooting
of Mike Brown – an unarmed young Black man in Ferguson, Missouri – further proves, the
stereotyping of racial minorities has dangerous consequences. Black and Latino men are
disproportionately arrested, especially for marijuana use and distribution, while white men who
do the same are celebrated. And we can’t assume that justice is the same for everyone. In this
article, un-ironically titled “I Spent a Day Delivering Weed in New York City,” the author
repeatedly states that these are not your “normal” drug dealers, therefore, not a threat to your
safety. Our neighborhoods are often the only place where we can feel at home, but as
neighborhoods get gentrified, activities such as panhandling and sleeping in public places
become criminalized, too. While not having poor people live on your streets might be a priority
for wealthier residents, the response should be to help them, not arrest them. If people of color
are getting arrested for everything from drug use to being poor, I don’t think it’s safe to say that
gentrification is improving our neighborhoods and making them safer. The reality is that the
incarceration of Black and Brown men create the illusion of safety for white residents, but it’s a
sense of security based on stereotypes of Black and Brown men being thugs, criminals, and
dangerous. The need to feel safe, which is an absolute human right, is a necessity, but the way
we achieve that in gentrified neighborhoods is missing the mark. Crime happens because former
residents of gentrified neighborhoods live in poverty and suffer from lack of resources and poor
educational and health services. 4. New developments are profit-driven and not communitydriven. Gentrification is driven by the private sector. Close-knit communities thrive on socially
conscious business practices that benefit everyone. Local shops often allow families to shop on
credit and use public assistance funds without shame. Communities often get together for block
parties and potlucks, and in general, there is a sense that you will be taken care of. But when
newcomers see existing residents as dangerous, this feeling of community is hampered. In my
childhood neighborhood, I would often babysit and tutor younger children that lived near me.
Although some parents would give me some form of payment, I did it because it was the only
way to serve my community – a community that had few affordable childcare centers and no
tutoring services. It was a community, as imperfect as it may be. Today, I live in a different
neighborhood – one that is far more gentrified than the place where my family still lives, and a
lot less reassuring. I have a dog park, a Planet Fitness, a yoga studio, and a coffee shop all within
reach, but I have neighbors I have never met, and I could never ask my local grocer to give me a
loaf of bread on credit. And I will be sincerely honest: I absolutely love that every Sunday, I have
a community garden where I can go shop for local and organic produce and walk one block back
to my apartment. But it will never compare to the free hot dogs I ate while playing near the fire
hydrant on a hot summer day in Brooklyn. 5. Children’s education suffers. Children who live in
areas of concentrated poverty never fare well. They often have low graduation rates and deal
with constant violence. So it follows that gentrification should improve the lives of poor children
of color. There is no denying that diverse schools, both economically and racially, are a good
learning space for all children. When children are exposed to a variety of individuals, they have a
better understanding of the world. However, what happens to neighborhoods also happens to
schools. As former residents are pushed out, so are the children attending local schools, which
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disturbs their learning process. While schools do tend to improve and start providing amenities
that children benefit from with the increase in capital coming in from the higher income of new
residents, few minority children stick around to enjoy these perks. With poverty rates for
children at a staggering 22% in the United States, it’s important to make sure that all amenities
and community programs that come with gentrification are also available to poor residents. Yet
with the profit-driven model that arises as communities are gentrified, it’s unlikely that any
children will benefit from gentrification. Children succeed when their parents are capable of
providing for them. When parents are unable to afford their own neighborhood amenities, their
children start seeing the difference along racial and social barriers and internalize it. 6. Culture
shifts, and communities lose their safety net. Vibrant communities that rely on social networking
are torn apart with gentrification. Neighbors that people once relied on move out, and services
that were beneficial to the community are replaced. For those that stay, they become outsiders
in their own communities. In a similar manner, communities that have historically banded to
build a community through strife – like Black people in Harlem, New York and Latinxs in the
Mission District of San Francisco – begin to see their tight-knit and flourishing communities
disbanded. This is evident in the way Vogue categorically dismissed the neighborhood of
Bushwick in Brooklyn as a “disfavored neighborhood.” A year later — and a lot more white and
affluent residents to sell magazines to — it’s the 7th coolest neighborhood, due in part to the
new influx of white artists to the previously “grimy, industrial Bushwick.” Yet Bushwick already
had a thriving community of artists all along, and it’s where celebrities such as Rosie Perez and
Eddie Murphy hailed from. While it’s understandable that communities can (and do!) change as
time passes, their histories must be protected. After all, we still associate Plymouth Rock and
lower Manhattan with Dutch settlers, and that was over 500 years ago. The truth is that new
developments and fancy coffee shops will never replace the social network that helped local
residents survive. 7. Public health of residents suffers. Residents that fear being displaced and
losing their social network are under a lot of stress. Those who want to remain grapple with
rising rent and food prices, while those that leave lose a lot of their hard-earned capital.
Disparities in health become acute when neighborhoods change rapidly and existing
marginalized communities are pushed to the peripheries. External problems manifest
themselves in mental and physical health issues, such as anxiety and depression, or high blood
pressure and heart problems. The psychological effects of losing one’s tight-knit community and
deep social links can be traumatizing for some. It’s important to note that gentrification doesn’t
just affect our views; it affects our perceptions and mentality. Public health programs must
address issues that displaced people deal with daily, from lack of access to affordable healthy
food to subpar housing. Neighborhoods are not static. They change through the years, and there
is nothing wrong with an organic shift in the demographics of a neighborhood. But it shouldn’t
happen at the expense of poor people and people of color. Poor communities of color have
spent years battling disinvestment and abandonment, but redevelopment only seems to occur
when white and wealthy people move into a neighborhood. It’s important to keep in mind that
gentrification might make a neighborhood beautiful, but only for a select few people. If we truly
believe in improving and redeveloping our neighborhoods, we must do so for everyone –
regardless of social, racial, or economic status.
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2NC/1NR Harms (Racism) #1-2 Extension – Gentrification Turn
1. They say _______________________ , but

(Give a 5 sec summary of your opponent’s single argument)

Extend our _______________________ evidence.
(Put your author’s name)

It’s much better than their _______________________ evidence because:
(Put their author’s name)

Circle one or more of the following options:
(it’s newer) (the author is more qualified)
(their evidence is not logical/contradicts itself)

(it has more facts)
(history proves it to be true)

(their evidence has no facts) (Their author is biased) (it takes into account their argument)
(Their evidence is a bad comparison)

(their evidence supports our argument)

[WRITE IN YOUR OWN!]
Explain how your option is true:

Explain why your option matters:

2. Affluent families are drawn to dual language programs
CARR 2015 (Sarah, is editor of the Teacher Project at Columbia’s Graduate School of Journalism
and the author of Hope Against Hope, about New Orleans schools after Katrina, 1/5, The
Reinvention of Bilingual Education in America’s Schools,
http://www.slate.com/articles/news_and_politics/war_stories/2017/07/trump_and_putin_mee
t_for_the_first_time_at_this_week_s_g_20_summit.html, DD)
One afternoon last fall, I watched as a group of young Hispanic students trained to become the
best Spanish-language spellers in America. Their thick practice packet for the fourth annual
National Spanish Spelling Bee began with examples of the easiest words students might expect
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to encounter in the bee’s first round, like esperar (to wait for), cuidar (to take care of), and
peluca (wig); it extended to much harder 20th-round samples, like fisioterapeuta (physical
therapist), otorrinolaringologo (ear, nose, and throat specialist), and nenufar (water lily). The
students, many of whom attended Sunland Park Elementary School in southern New Mexico,
located just feet from the Mexican border, beamed with pride when they nailed words. At
Sunland Park and across the country, the Spanish language is enjoying a cultural renaissance
among a somewhat counterintuitive group: Hispanics. For years, middle- and upper-class
English-speaking families have clamored for more dual language programs where their students
can learn both English and Spanish. By contrast, many Spanish-speaking families have been
opting out, believing their children needed to learn English, and only English, as quickly as
possible. But in predominantly Hispanic communities like the Gadsden Independent School
District, where Sunland Park is located, this reluctance is fading. As a result, bilingual education is
coming closer to fulfilling what arguably should have been its primary mission all along: helping
non-native speakers become proficient in English while also preserving—and strengthening—
their first languages. In Gadsden, a sprawling district that hugs the border with both Texas and
Mexico, 96 percent of the students are Hispanic. Nearly three-quarters come from homes where
Spanish is spoken at least part of the time. An uncounted number of students regularly travel
between New Mexico and Mexican border towns like Juarez, where extended family members
still live. Here and elsewhere, the Spanish language resurgence didn’t happen overnight. During
much of the 20th century, many public school districts systemically attempted to obliterate the
language—at least among Hispanics, who were at times barred from speaking Spanish at school
and brutally punished for even minor missteps. Gadsden superintendent Efren Yturralde grew up
near El Paso during that era. He recalls a teacher striking him with a wooden paddle when he
momentarily slipped into Spanish. Other children had their mouths washed out with soap.With
the passage of the Bilingual Education Act in 1968 and other developments during that decade,
Spanish speakers were, for the most part, no longer punished. But many bilingual programs still
aimed to teach students English as quickly as possible, with too little priority on maintaining
Hispanics’ native language. Truly “bilingual education”—which aims to help students become,
and stay, fluent in multiple languages—was too often perceived as a luxury only privileged native
English speakers could afford. Sensing this prejudice and the obstacles their children faced
without a working knowledge of English, many Hispanic families preferred bilingual programs
that prioritized English instruction above all else. And some remained skeptical of dual language
programs’ emphasis on Spanish, which middle-class, English-speaking parents began to embrace
in the 1980s. Hispanic parents haven’t lost sight of the stigma and obstacles faced by nonEnglish speakers, but they may feel more confident embracing their native language for a few
reasons. The American population has become more diverse and multilingual, making it harder
to justify English dominance from a pragmatic and political standpoint. For the first time this
year, the country’s public schools enroll more “minority” students than non-Hispanic white ones.
Also, a growing number of middle- and upper-income families recognize the economic
advantages to mastering multiple languages in an era of globalization; many have clamored for
more dual language schools and programs as a result, helping to legitimize and popularize the
approach. And a growing body of research suggests that dual language education does not
hinder a non-native speaker’s progress in English and may actually accelerate it over time if the
programs are designed well.
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3. Gentrification is a form of systematic violence
OLDER 2014 (Daniel Jose, a Brooklyn-based writer, editor and composer. Following the release of his
ghost noir collection, Salsa Nocturna, Publisher’s Weekly declared Daniel a rising star of the genre.
He has facilitated workshops on storytelling, music and anti-oppression organizing at public schools,
religious houses, universities, and prisons, 4/8, Gentrification’s insidious violence: The truth about
American cities,
http://www.salon.com/2014/04/08/gentrifications_insidious_violence_the_truth_about_american_
cities/, DD)
A few years back, when I was still a paramedic, we picked up a white guy who had been pistol
whipped during a home invasion in Williamsburg. “I can’t believe this happened to me,” he moaned,
applying the ice pack I’d given him to a small laceration on his temple. “It’s like a movie!” Indeed.
While film narratives of white folks in low-income neighborhoods tend to focus on how endangered
they are by a gangland black or brown menace, this patient was singular in that he was literally the
only victim of black on white violence I encountered in my entire 10-year career as a medic. “What is
distinctively ‘American’ is not necessarily the amount or kind of violence that characterizes our
history,” Richard Slotkin writes, “but the mythic significance we have assigned to the kinds of
violence we have actually experienced, the forms of symbolic violence we imagine or invent, and the
political uses to which we put that symbolism.” Slotkin was talking about the American frontier as a
symbolic reference point for justifying expansionist violence throughout history. Today, we can see
the mytho-political uses of symbolic violence in mainstream media portrayals of the “hood.” It’s easy
to fixate on physical violence. Movies sexualize it, broadcasters shake their heads as another fancy
graphic whirs past sensationalizing it, politicians build careers decrying it with one side of their
mouths and justifying it with the other. But institutionalized violence moves in far more insidious and
wide-reaching patterns. “Gentrification,” Suey Park and Dr. David J. Leonard wrote in a recent post at
Model View Culture, “represents a socio-historic process where rising housing costs, public policy,
persistent segregation, and racial animus facilitates the influx of wealthier, mostly white, residents
into a particular neighborhood. Celebrated as ‘renewal’ and an effort to ‘beautify’ these
communities, gentrification results in the displacement of residents.” Gentrification is violence.
Couched in white supremacy, it is a systemic, intentional process of uprooting communities. It’s been
on the rise, increasing at a frantic rate in the last 20 years, but the roots stretch back to the
disenfranchisement that resulted from white flight and segregationist policies. Real estate agents
dub changing neighborhoods with new, gentrifier-friendly titles that designate their proximity to
even safer areas: Bushwick becomes East Williamsburg, parts of Flatbush are now Prospect Park
South. Politicians manipulate zoning laws to allow massive developments with only token nods at
mixed-income housing. Beyond these political and economic maneuvers, though, the thrust of
gentrification takes place in our mythologies of the hood. It is a result, as Park and Leonard explain,
of a “discourse that imagines neighborhoods of color as pathological and criminal, necessitating
outside intervention for the good of all.” Here’s where my pistol-whipped patient’s revelation about
his cinematic experience kicks in. The dominant narrative of the endangered white person barely
making it out of the hood alive is, of course, a myth. No one is safer in communities of color than
white folks. White privilege provides an invisible force field around them, powered by the historically
grounded assurance that the state and media will prosecute any untoward event they may face.
With gentrification, the central act of violence is one of erasure. Accordingly, when the discourse of
gentrification isn’t pathologizing communities of color, it’s erasing them. “Girls,” for example,
reimagines today’s Brooklyn as an entirely white community. Here’s a show that places itself in the
epicenter of a gentrifying city with gentrifiers for characters – it is essentially a show about
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gentrification that refuses to address gentrification. After critics lambasted Season 1 for its lack of
diversity, the show brought in Donald Glover to play a black Republican and still managed to avoid
the more pressing and relevant question of displacement and racial disparity that the characters are,
despite their self-absorption, deeply complicit with. What’s especially frustrating about “Girls” not
only dodging the topic entirely but pushing back – often with snark and defensiveness against calls
for more diversity – is that it’s a show that seems to want to bring a more nuanced take on the
complexities of modern life. In an appallingly overwritten New York magazine article with the (I
guess) provocative title “Is Gentrification All Bad?,” Justin Davidson imagines a first wave of
gentrifiers much the way I’ve heard it described again and again: “A trickle of impecunious artists
hungry for space and light.” This is the standard, “first it was the artists” narrative of gentrification,
albeit a little spruced up, and the unspoken but the understood word here is “white.” Because,
really, there have always been artists in the hood. They aren’t necessarily recognized by the academy
or using trust funds supplementing coffee shop tips to fund their artistic careers, but they are still, in
fact, artists. The presumptive, unspoken “white” in the first round of artists gentrification narrative is
itself an erasure of these artists of color. “In the popular imagination, gentrification and
displacement are virtually synonymous,” Davidson writes without giving any actual data to back up
his claim. And, he adds, “a sense of grievance and shame permeates virtually all discussions of
neighborhood change.” Davidson’s euphemistic, maybe-it’s-this-but-probably-it’s-that take on
gentrification is precisely the type of reporting we hear on WNYC and other media outlets on a
regular basis. The standard frame for a story on gentrification pits the upside of “urban renewal”
against what’s painted as a necessary byproduct of this renewal: some folks have to move out. The
underlying premise is, are these bakeries and coffee shops worth a few people having to move? And
the underlying answer is, of course! The entirety of Bloomberg’s tenure as mayor was a continuous
stream of bring-in-the-rich schemes, openly flaunted and always at the cost of New York’s poor.
What’s missing from this analysis is that the forced displacement of peoples and dispersal of
communities, whether through economic, political or cultural policies, is a long-term human rights
violation. For groups facing economic and cultural marginalization in the U.S., community means
much more than just a residential area. In a country whose institutions historically fail or deliberately
erase us, community constitutes a central pillar in surviving hetero-patriarchal white supremacy.
Technology has brought new possibilities for collective action and resistance, but the centrality of
physical community remains crucial. What becomes of community organizing, which is responsible
for our continued survival here, when communities are increasingly uprooted and scattered? The
shifting power dynamics of today’s urban neighborhoods are reflected even in issues of food and
nutrition. “Once-affordable ingredients have been discovered by trendy chefs,” cultural critic Mikki
Kendall writes, “and have been transformed into haute cuisine. Food is facing gentrification that may
well put traditional meals out of reach for those who created the recipes. Despite the hype, these
ingredients have always been delicious, nutritious and no less healthy than other sources of protein.”
Writing about this phenomenon at Bitch Media, Soleil Ho stated that food gentrification takes “the
form of a curious kind of reacharound logic wherein economic and racial minorities are castigated for
eating ‘primitively’ and ‘unhealthily’ while their traditional foods are cherry picked for use by the
upper class as ‘exotic’ delicacies.” “Even gentrifiers themselves are convinced they are doing
something terrible,” Davidson continues. “Young professionals whose moving trucks keep pulling up
to curbs in Bushwick and Astoria carry with them trunkfuls of guilt.” It’s an odd and eloquent
assumption about the mind of a gentrifier, but really, it’s irrelevant what they think or what
Davidson thinks they think. The gears are all already in place, the mechanisms of white supremacy
and capitalism poised to make their moves. Davidson talks of a “sweet spot”: some mythical moment
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of racial, economic harmony where the neighborhood stays perfectly diverse and balanced. There is
no “sweet spot,” as Andrew Padilla at El Barrio Tours points out in his excellent point-by-point
takedown, just fleeting moments of harmony in the midst of an ongoing legacy of forced
displacement. Here’s a refrain you’ll hear a lot in conversations about gentrifications: “Well, it’s
really a class issue.” Davidson’s piece manages to avoid any race analysis whatsoever. Of course
economics plays a huge role in this. But race and class are inseparably entwined. Rising rents, along
with institutionally racist policies like stop-and-frisk, have forced black people to leave New York and
urban areas around the country at historic rates. And yes, there are many layers at play: When nonblack people of color with class privilege, like myself, move into a historically black and lower-income
neighborhood, the white imagination reads our presence as making the area a notch safer for them.
The mythology of safety and racial coding regards our presence as a marker of change; the white
imagination places higher value on anything it perceives as closer to itself, further from blackness.
We become complicit in the scam; the cycle continues. These power plays – cultural, political,
economic, racial — are the mechanics of a city at war with itself. It is a slow, dirty war, steeped in
American traditions of racism and capitalism. The participants are often wary, confused, doubtful.
Macklemore summarized the attitudes of many young white wealthy newcomers in his fateful text
to Kendrick Lamar on Grammy night: “It’s weird and sucks that I robbed you.” But as with
Macklemore, being surprised about a system that has been in place for generations is useless. White
supremacy is nothing if not predictable. To forge ahead, we require an outrageousness that sees
beyond the tired tropes and easy outs that mass media provides. This path demands we organize
with clarity about privilege and the shifting power dynamics of community. It requires foresight,
discomfort and risk-taking. It will be on the Web and in the streets, in conversations, rants and
marches. We need a new mythology.
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1NC Solvency Frontline

1. SOLVENCY TURN: English-only programs are more effective
UNZ 2016 (Ron, a Silicon Valley software developer, was chairman of the 1998 “English for the
Children” campaign to pass Proposition 227, 8/5, Bilingual education programs fail our students,
http://www.sandiegouniontribune.com/opinion/commentary/sdut-utbg-bilingual-prop582016aug05-htmlstory.html, DD)
Twenty years ago, California public schools were forcing thousands of Latino children into Spanishalmost-only classes against the wishes of their parents. In 1996, The Los Angeles Times told the story
of a group of Latino immigrant parents who began a public protest against their local elementary
school for refusing to teach their children English, boycotting classes and marching outside with
picket signs. That protest inspired our “English for the Children” initiative campaign, which began the
following year. Our Proposition 227 required California public schools to teach children English from
their first day of classes, placing children who didn’t know English into an intensive sheltered English
immersion program to teach them the language as quickly as possible, then moving them into the
regular classes with all the other children. Our honorary chairman was the late Jaime Escalante of
“Stand and Deliver” fame, one of America’s most famous teachers, and we attracted enormous
public support. Even though almost all the politicians, Democrat and Republican alike, refused to
support our initiative, we still won a landslide victory, getting over 61 percent of the vote. The
educational results were tremendous. Most California newspapers had opposed our ballot measure,
but once it passed they immediately began reporting how well the new system worked and how
quickly and easily hundreds of thousands of Latino children were learning English. Within four years,
the academic test scores of over 1 million immigrant schoolchildren had increased by 30 percent, 50
percent or even 100 percent. Proposition 227 was so successful that its educational results were
reported on the front page of The New York Times, with major coverage by CBS News and many
other national media outlets. The founding president of the California Association of Bilingual
Educators publicly admitted that he’d been mistaken for 30 years and that intensive English
immersion was the best educational policy for immigrant children. He became a leading national
advocate of English in the schools. Because nearly all the Latino children in California schools are
now immediately taught English, they’re doing much better academically and gaining admission to
top colleges. Despite the end of affirmative action in California, there’s been a huge increase in the
number of Latinos attending the prestigious University of California system. So-called “DualLanguage Programs” — in which up to 90 percent of the instruction is in Spanish — were never
completely outlawed by Proposition 227. However, parents who wanted to place their children in
such non-English classes had to sign an annual waiver, and since the overwhelming majority of Latino
parents wanted their children taught English, that’s exactly what has happened. Because all these
educational changes were so successful, almost everyone in California began supporting them, and
the entire issue has been dead and forgotten for the last dozen years. However, a small group of diehard bilingual education activists never gave up. They recently hoodwinked some of the politicians in
Sacramento into placing Proposition 58 on the ballot, hoping to repeal Proposition 227 and allow the
re-establishment of Spanish-almost-only classes throughout California. The supporters of Proposition
58 have publicly admitted that one of their biggest objections to the current system is that it has
been difficult to persuade immigrant parents to sign waivers placing their children in non-English
classes. Therefore, Proposition 58 eliminates that requirement and allows children to be placed in
non-English classes without the written consent of their parents, just as had been the case 20 years
ago. The overwhelming majority of California voters, immigrant and native-born alike, believe
children should be taught English in school. Therefore, the supporters of Proposition 58 are being
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dishonest and trying to trick the voters. They sought to give their ballot measure the very deceptive
official title “English Language Education” even though it actually repeals the requirement that
children be taught English in California public schools. Their proposed title of their proposition is the
exact opposite of what it actually does. And the worst part of Proposition 58 is hidden away in
Section 8, which repeals all restrictions on the California Legislature to make future changes. This
would allow the Legislature to reestablish mandatory Spanish-almost-only instruction in all our
public schools by a simple majority vote, once again forcing all Latino children into those classes
against their parents’ wishes. Proposition 227 — “English for the Children” — has worked very well in
California and has greatly improved the education of millions of immigrant schoolchildren since
1998. The voters should keep this successful system and not be tricked into re-establishing the failed
education programs of the past.
2. Bilingual programs cost way more money and don’t work
PEEK 2010 (Liz, spent over 20 years on Wall Street, primarily as a top-ranked research analyst
specializing in oilfield companies. She was one of the first women to become a partner of a Wall
Street firm. In recent years Liz has written extensively for numerous publications, including The
FiscalTimes, FoxNews, the New York Sun, The Wall Street Journal, the Motley Fool and Women on
the Web, 8/25, Bilingual Education: Toss It and Teach Kids English,
http://www.thefiscaltimes.com/Columns/2010/08/25/Bilingual-Education-Does-Not-Work, DD)
China Daily, an English-language newspaper published in Beijing, recently reported that more than
400 million Chinese are studying English. Why? Because English is the official language of 63
countries. More than 80 percent of all technological information is published in English and it is the
language of almost all software source codes. It’s essential that anyone hoping to compete in the
global economy master English. China is not unique. A recent piece in The Wall Street Journal
portrays the Japanese embracing English like a drowning man hugging driftwood. The CEO of
Japanese online retailer Rakuten has mandated that English must be used for all work documents
and for signs in the company cafeteria. Anyone not able to speak and write English by 2012 will be
fired.In Europe, too, for multinationals like Mercedes Benz , and indeed all over the world, English
has become the lingua franca of commerce and a passport to the future. All of which makes it
peculiar that we in the U.S. are not teaching our own citizens to speak English. Instead, in this era of
budget squeezes and teacher layoffs, we continue to pour hundreds of millions of dollars down a
drain labeled “bilingual education.” Despite studies questioning the effectiveness of bilingual
programs, they persist in several states and are supported by the federal government. The fiscal
2010 budget appropriation for the Office of English Language Acquisition totaled $750 million and
the request for the upcoming year is $800 million. In many programs, children are taught in their
native language in separate classrooms. Introduced via Congressional legislation in the 1960s in an
effort to ensure schooling for our growing immigrant population, bilingual education quickly became
a trap that robbed many children of the opportunity to catch up to their English-speaking peers. Dr.
Rosalie Porter has served on the front lines of the battle over bilingual education for nearly 30 years.
She herself arrived in the United States from Italy in 1936 at the age of six, not speaking a word of
English. Formerly a bilingual teacher, she headed the Institute for Research in English Acquisition and
Development in Washington, D.C., for a dozen years, edited its magazine READ Perspectives, and
served as chairperson of the Massachusetts Commission on Bilingual Education. Her view is simple;
bilingual education is a “wrong-headed theory” that doesn’t work. Her preference is an approach
called “structured immersion,” where children initially are taught English in separate classrooms for
part of the day, along with others who grow up speaking a different language at home, but are
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quickly thrust into classrooms where the teaching is in English. “Most children in structured
immersion can get up to speed in two years; with bilingual education, we’ve seen that it takes kids
three to six years to mainstream,” Dr. Porter said in an interview with The Fiscal Times. She
acknowledges that the debate is an emotional one, with some proponents of bilingual classes
charging opponents with racism and ethnic insensitivity. “The teachers’ unions should have come out
against bilingual education, but they’re afraid of the politics of immigration,” Dr. Porter said. Not
only does the discourse trip over issues of ethnicity, it also wanders into the emotional squabble
over spending on education. ProEnglish, a nonprofit organization in Arlington, Va., dedicated to
promoting English as our national language, asserts on its Web site that federally funded bilingual
programs “generate teaching and administrative jobs as well as higher salaries and more spending,”
dampening dissent. “I’ve never been against spending money to help kids, but the money should be
spent in an efficient, effective way,” said Dr.Porter, who is on the ProEnglish board of directors.
These days, many educators have come around to Dr. Porter’s preference for “structured
immersion.” Since 1998, Arizona, California and Massachusetts have thrown out bilingual education
in favor of structured immersion. Parents, too, are on board. Polls show that parents don’t need
convincing; they know that speaking English is essential for the success of their children. However,
certain states, including Texas and Illinois, continue to keep children quarantined by language. In
Texas, more than 400,000 children were taught in Spanish during the 2008-2009 school year.
According to a study by Boston University’s Christine Rossell, “Texas schools with a bilingual program
spend $402 more per student than schools without a bilingual program. Other studies find that
bilingual education costs $200 to $700 more per pupil than alternative approaches.” Dr. Rossell’s
research also concluded that “bilingual education in Texas has a negative effect on English-language
learner achievement.” With the Hispanic population in Texas expected to soar from 6.6 million in
2000 to more than 13.4 million in 2025, how the state’s schools bring these kids into the mainstream
will become an ever more pressing and costly issue. As goes Texas, so goes the nation. Fully one
quarter of kindergartners in this country are Hispanic today. According to a recent Associated PressUnivision poll, these youngsters are three times more likely to drop out of high school as the rest of
the population, which makes it harder for them to get jobs. This hurts the Latino community, and it
hurts the U.S. These days, when teacher jobs are at risk, and the federal government is looking for
ways to cut costs, continuing to support bilingual education is absurd and unfair. As Dr. Porter says,
“kids should not be separated by language and ethnicity; they’ll never catch up.”
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2NC/1NR Solvency #1 Extension – “English-only works”

1. They say _______________________ , but

(Give a 5 sec summary of your opponent’s single argument)

Extend our _______________________ evidence.
(Put your author’s name)

It’s much better than their _______________________ evidence because:
(Put their author’s name)

Circle one or more of the following options:
(it’s newer) (the author is more qualified)
(their evidence is not logical/contradicts itself)

(it has more facts)
(history proves it to be true)

(their evidence has no facts) (Their author is biased) (it takes into account their argument)
(Their evidence is a bad comparison)

(their evidence supports our argument)

[WRITE IN YOUR OWN!]
Explain how your option is true:

Explain why your option matters:

2. English Only Immersion programs work
PORTER 1999 (Rosalie Pedalino, the editor of READ Perspectives, published by the institute for
Research in English Acquisition & Development, 12/1, http://www.onenation.org/opinion/thebenefits-of-english-immersion/, DD)
A powerful movement in bilingual education, spearheaded in California, advocates the integration of
limited-English proficient students into English-instruction classes. The threshold of a new year, a
new century, and a new millennium is a natural time for taking stock of the current status of social
trends. This coincides with a dramatic reconsideration of the 30-year policy called bilingual
education. A review of events leading to federal and state legislation and court cases on behalf of
non-English-speaking students, the policies and practices intended to help these students, and the
results of these initiatives gives us an informed view of bilingual education today. Background of
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Bilingual Education The years of heaviest immigration to the United States, from the late 1880s
through the 1960s, might be characterized as the “Early Stone Age” of education policy for
immigrant children. There was no policy. Children were left to sink or swim, to make progress,
unassisted, in learning the common language of the school and the community. People believed that
young children naturally pick up a new language without any help. Those who did learn English well
enough and soon enough proceeded with their schooling; those who were not so adept at language
acquisition dropped out of school and went to work in factories or on farms. Beginning in 1968 with
the passage of the Bilingual Education Act, Title VII of the Elementary and Secondary Education Act, a
new era of official concern for immigrant, migrant, refugee, and native-born non-Englishspeaking
children prompted official action. From 1968 to 1998, the movement to help these children team
English for an equal educational opportunity was quickly turned into the state-mandated reliance on
a one-size-fits-all experiment called Transitional Bilingual Education-what might be termed the “Iron
Age” of bureaucratic heavy-handedness. The pendulum veered sharply from offering no special help
at all to creating separate and largely segregated schooling for the close to 4 million students who
did not have a sufficient command of the English language to do ordinary school work in English. The
new theory, based on no objective data or practical experience, dictated teaching limitedEnglish
proficient (LEP) students all their school subjects in their primary language and providing English
lessons over several years. What We Have Learned in 30 Years The expectations for bilingual
schooling were threefold: better and more rapid learning of English; better mastery of school
subjects; and higher self-esteem among students, which could lead to higher academic achievement
and fewer school dropouts. Unfortunately, none of these goals was achieved. Though the research is
open to interpretation, there is no evidence for the superiority of native-language teaching programs
for students’ better or more rapid learning either of English or of subject matter. Neither is there
proof of higher academic achievement or higher selfesteem among students in bilingual schools
(Gersten, Keating, & Brengelman, 1995; Gersten, Baker, & Keating, 1998; Rothfarb, Ariza, & Urrutia,
1987). Most disturbing of all, the high school dropout rates for Latino students (Spanish speakers)
have not improved in the past quarter century (U.S. Department of Education, 1998). Two-thirds of
the LEP students in U.S. public schools are Spanish speakers, the group most involved in nativelanguage instruction programs. The New Activism of the 1990s Discouragement with the results of
bilingual education programs has grown slowly but steadily among educators and parents of
bilingual children, but large-scale opposition began in the 1990s. Until this decade, programs that
focused on early and intensive learning of English and the teaching of school subjects in English with
a modified curriculum received little or no funding at state and federal levels, were outlawed in I I
states, and were harshly criticized by advocates of bilingual programs. Several factors have come
together in the 1990s, promising a new “Age of Enlightenment” for bilingual children: the
accountability movement, initiatives taken by individual school districts and by groups of parents,
the publication of a 30-year review of bilingual education research, and now the overturning of the
bilingual education requirement in California. The school reform and accountability movement is
pouring new money into school districts to improve teaching and learning, to develop more
challenging curriculums and higher standards for student achievement, and to measure student
progress with rigorous assessments. Interested educators finally noticed that bilingual students are
largely left out of state assessments that are administered routinely to all other students. Very little
objective data had been collected to show the benefits of native-language instruction
programsneither in California, the state with 43 percent of the LEP students in the United States, 1.4
million children (Rossier, 1995), nor in Massachusetts, the first state to pass in 1971 a strict bilingual
education law that requires annual student assessments (Massachusetts Bilingual Education

55

CMSDL Core Files

2017-2018

Commission, 1994). Across the United States, some school administrators tried alternative English
programs where state laws allowed, and others challenged the bilingual restrictions in court when
necessary. A representative example occurred in Bethlehem, Pennsylvania. In 1992, Bethlehem Area
Public Schools Superintendent Thomas J. Doluisio led his district in discarding its 15-year-old Spanish
bilingual program for a new English-Acquisition Program. School administrators tactfully brought the
professional staff and the Hispanic community into the planning process. Each year, the district has
documented the benefits of its English-Acquisition Program not only in more rapid and better
English-language learning, but also in the complete integration of limited-English students with their
mainstream classmates (Simons-Turner, Connelly, & Goldberg, 1995; Goldberg, 1997; Goldberg,
1998). Most noteworthy, Doluisio has taken a visible, public position to explain Bethlehem’s actions
(Miller, 1996). In 1997, the National Academy of Sciences published a comprehensive review of 30
years of bilingual education research. Among its crucial findings were these: There is no conclusive
evidence that native-language programs are superior to English-immersion or English-as-a-secondlanguage programs; teaching children to read and write in English without first developing literacy in
their native language does not have negative effects (August & Hakuta, 1997). These findings
confirmed the strong suspicions of bilingual education critics that no one method of teaching limitedEnglish children is superior. California: The Revolutionary State California is now the state where
most changes in instruction for LEP children are taking place. In June 1998, 61 percent of voters
approved initiative petition 227, “English for the Children.” Overnight, the new law required that all
limited-English children be provided an English-immersion program for one year or longer if
necessary, depending on each student’s progress. The law allows schools to continue nativelanguage instruction programs if enough parents request this option. Suddenly, after 20 years of
stateenforced Spanish-language instruction programs, the law requires students to be given special
help in English, immediately on entering public school. The goal is threefold: early literacy
development in English, subject matter instruction in English with a special curriculum, and early
inclusion of LEP students in mainstream classrooms for maximum exposure to native speakers of
English and for greater integration of diverse student populations. By example, California affects
education policies, textbook selection, curriculum innovations, and assessments nationwide. The
state’s experience with the widespread implementation of intensive English-language programs for
immigrant children will have an inevitable impact on other states. After one year of this new policy,
the state-administered Standardized Testing and Reporting (STAR) program reported improved
performance for limited-English students at all grade levels. For example, the reading scores for LEP
2nd graders across the state rose from the 19th to the 23rd percentile, and all students increased
scores from the 39th to the 43rd percentile (Hakuta, 1999). There is room for improvement, but the
dire predictions that bilingual children in English-language classrooms would fall behind have not
come true. Certainly, one year’s results are not proof positive of the effectiveness of English
immersion. But they are a preliminary indication that early Englishlanguage teaching does not hurt
students’ school achievement. As each year’s test scores come in, we will have longitudinal evidence
for the effectiveness of different approaches. At last, California is allowing a large enough
demonstration of the English-immersion model to provide lessons for other states with large
enrollments of limitedEnglish students. Lessons from California Many feature articles in the
California press during the past school year have reported that teachers and administrators are
amazed at the way that bilingual children are learning English rapidly and are using English in math
and other subjects. In the Orange County Register, Elizabeth Chey and John Gittelsohn (1999)
commented on the lessons of Proposition 227. The authors observed classrooms, conducted
interviews, and reviewed test data. They report that based on test scores, school language census
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reports and interviews with teachers, parents and students, Prop. 227 did not devastate bilingual
students as critics feared, or leave them without support. To the surprise of many teachers, students
adjusted quickly to English immersion. (P. 1) The five “lessons” that the writers set forth could well
apply to the rest of the state: (1) One year of special help in English may not be enough for most
children; (2) teachers in English-immersion classrooms see positive results that they had not
anticipated; (3) students in bilingual and English-immersion classes showed equal levels of
improvement; (4) teacher training in English immersion is essential; and (5) parents did exercise their
legal option to have Spanish bilingual programs continue in some schools. The gloom-and-doom
fears after the Proposition 227 votethat bilingual students would be devastated academically, that
native-language teaching would be forbidden, and that parents would lose their right to choose-have
not been realized. The California experience is shifting the dialogue to the middle ground, where it
should have been all along. By abandoning the extremes-to do nothing special at one end or to
overcompensate by teaching in the native language for five to seven years at the other-we reach a
growing consensus on two goals for language-minority students: * Learning the common language,
English, for academic and social purposes shares the highest priority with learning school subjects
and gives LEP students access to the same curriculum as mainstream, Englishspeaking children. *
Accountability for student progress is the nonnegotiable measure of program effectiveness; that is,
we need to focus on student-learning outcomes and drop the emphasis on process. In practical
terms, what educational innovations will best serve the growing population of limited-English
students who will enroll in U.S. classrooms in almost all states in the next decade? Beyond the
temporary disadvantages of lacking both English-language skills and a familiarity with a new country,
far more serious is a lack of background knowledge for school learning that often typifies the
disadvantaged child. A large percentage of students who start school without full fluency in English
are from families of poverty. Often, their parents do not know English, have not completed many
years of formal schooling, and are forced to move the family frequently to find a better living (U.S.
General Accounting Office, 1994). These factors have a negative effect on a child’s ability to reach his
or her highest academic potential, no matter what kind of special program a school provides. The
challenge for U.S. educators is to give these students extra help so that they can fully benefit from
their school experience. From my own experience as a Spanish/English bilingual teacher, as the
director of a citywide program, and as the assistant superintendent in the Newton, Massachusetts,
Public Schools, I make a fundamental distinction between two types of programs. One type focuses
on the immediate needs of limited-English children for language skills, access to the core curriculum,
and inclusion in the mainstream school and community. The other type has a far broader mission:
developing balanced bilingualism, or full literacy in two languages; maintaining the language and
culture of the family; and teaching another language to English speakers. The goals of the latter may
be worthy, but they are not easily attainable, require long years of special schooling, and are, at best,
of interest to a very small percentage of parents. We must separate these different approaches, give
parents honest information about choices, and honor community wishes. What Do the Parents of
Bilingual Children Want? Throughout the 1980s, I interviewed hundreds of bilingual parents every
year when they enrolled their children in school. Newton Public Schools had a policy to inform
parents about the English-immersion program and about the state-mandated, native,language
teaching approach for the mainly Hispanic, Italian, Chinese, and Vietnamese children. Parents
favored the English-language emphasis, and Newton honored that choice even though it earned the
ire of the State Department of Education (Porter, 1990, 1995). The aspirations of bilingual parents
are receiving attention in schools and in the press. A recent national survey conducted by Public
Agenda, a nonpartisan organization, reports that 75 percent of foreign-born parents say that the

57

CMSDL Core Files

2017-2018

school’s first priority should be to teach English quickly, even if it means that their children fall
behind in other subjects. In a Zogby International poll, New York City residents were asked whether
non-English-speaking children should be placed in a one-year Englishimmersion program instead of
the present bilingual classes, Seventy-five percent responded “yes” (Tierney, 1999). Hispanic parents
are taking dramatic steps to direct their children’s education, giving lie to the popular notion that
immigrant and non-Englishspeaking parents clamor for bilingual classes. In 1995, the Bushwick
Parents’ Organization sued the New York State Board of Education. Members protested the wrongful
placement of children with Hispanic surnames in Spanish bilingual classes, even when the students
knew little or no Spanish, and the near impossibility of removing these children from the bilingual
program even after six years or longer. In Los Angeles, the parents of Mexican-American children in
the Ninth Street School staged a boycott, keeping their children out of school for several days in
1996 to protest the school principal’s unwillingness to increase the amount of Englishlanguage
instruction after appeals by the parents. In Arizona, Latino activist Maria Mendoza is leading the
campaign to place an “English for the Children” initiative on the year 2000 election ballot. Mendoza
has tried for 25 years to move the state’s education system away from bilingual teaching, asserting
that students in bilingual classes are being discriminated against by not being taught English
(Gorman, 1999). Back to the Future For administrators developing new programs for Englishlanguage learners or redesigning existing programs, I offer these basic recommendations. * If the
district has not already done so, take stock of the language-minority population; that is, find out how
many different languages are spoken by how many limited-English students at which grade levels
and with what previous education backgrounds (years of schooling in the land of origin and years of
English). * Depending on district demographics and resources, define district priorities, taking into
account the wishes of local parents of bilingual children. (Do they favor the rapid learning of English
and integration into mainstream classrooms or a dual-literacy program lasting five or more years?)
Get out of the cultural maintenance business: The school day and the school year are too short for
such activities. Encourage community groups and families to maintain family customs, languages,
and ethnic histories outside of school time. The following English-immersion designs are appropriate
for elementary and secondary schools: * Elementary. Either a total immersion program (the
California model), with substantially separate classrooms for one year, or the Newton pull-out
English-language development approach, which takes up to three years but provides early
integration of limitedEnglish students into mainstream classrooms most of the school day. Each
approach assumes that beyond the mastery of English-language literacy, some students with
learning or academic deficits will need further support or special services. * Junior and senior high
school. Two to three periods a day of intensive English classes in speaking, reading, and writing that
are based on such content as math, science, and social studies, plus whatever electives are
appropriate. English-immersion programs promise to fulfill the original intent of bilingual education
laws and court decisions: leveling the playing field by removing the language barrier to an equal
education. Even before the California revolution, school districts across the country implemented
such programs successfully, notably in Fairfax, Virginia; Dade County, Florida; and Seattle,
Washington. Retraining bilingual teachers, providing workshops for all school personnel to
understand the needs of bilingual children, bringing bilingual parents into the school as partners in
their children’s education-all these activities need attention. If we direct the effort and the funding
that have been invested in bilingual teaching programs for the past 30 years toward the
improvement of English-languagebased education-and if we carefully monitor student achievementwe will begin to make good on the 1968 promise of equal access to educational opportunity.
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2NC/1NR Solvency #2 Extension – “Bilingual fails”

1. They say _______________________ , but

(Give a 5 sec summary of your opponent’s single argument)

Extend our _______________________ evidence.
(Put your author’s name)

It’s much better than their _______________________ evidence because:
(Put their author’s name)

Circle one or more of the following options:
(it’s newer) (the author is more qualified)
(their evidence is not logical/contradicts itself)

(it has more facts)
(history proves it to be true)

(their evidence has no facts) (Their author is biased) (it takes into account their argument)
(Their evidence is a bad comparison)

(their evidence supports our argument)

[WRITE IN YOUR OWN!]
Explain how your option is true:

Explain why your option matters:

2. Turn: Bilinguals make less than monolinguals in the same position
GANDARA 2015 (Patrica, Civil Rights Project, 10/8, Is There Really a Labor Market Advantage to Being
Bilingual in the U.S.?, http://onlinelibrary.wiley.com/doi/10.1002/ets2.12054/full,DD)
Although it is commonly thought that people who are bilingual have an advantage in the labor
market, studies on this topic have not borne out this perception. The literature, in fact, has found an
earnings penalty is associated with bilingualism—people who are bilingual often make less than
people who are monolingual in similar jobs. This report reviews those studies and introduces a new
set of studies that found different outcomes for bilingual people in terms of education and earnings.
In this report I examine why the prior and present studies differ so greatly and what this means for
education policy. Preface In 2012, Educational Testing Service (ETS) entered into an agreement with
the Civil Rights Project/Proyecto Derechos Civiles (CRP) to sponsor the commissioning of a set of
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original papers that would investigate, from different disciplinary perspectives, the labor market
implications of bilingualism in the United States. The extant research appeared to conclude rather
definitively that bilingualism in the United States was associated with no higher earnings and, in fact,
was often found to carry an earnings penalty. This latter finding, while somewhat counterintuitive,
makes sense when one considers who is bilingual in the United States—usually immigrants who, as a
class, tend to have lower earnings than native-born citizens. However, the rapidly changing
demographics of the country, along with the steep rise in other-than-English media and significant
enclaves of non-English speakers, have created a different context for examining the question of
labor market returns to bilingualism. Moreover, the increasing popularity of dual-language programs
across the United States, and especially in states that have severely limited bilingual instruction,
suggests that native English–speaking parents perceive a pecuniary benefit to bilingualism for their
children. As one North Carolina mother was quoted as saying in a recent newspaper account of
Cumberland County dual immersion schools, “[f]or me, it was about setting my child up for success.
All I could think about is him having a great paying job after finishing school” (Jenkins, 2013). Are
these parents misguided, or is there really something to their perception of economic advantage for
bilingualism? To answer this question, the CRP, with the financial assistance of ETS, sent out a
request for proposals to wide networks of researchers to stimulate research on this topic. Several
very good proposals came forward, and a few others were generated by making direct pleas to
highly regarded researchers in the field who could fill some existing knowledge gaps. What resulted
from this endeavor are eight studies conducted by economists, political scientists, sociologists,
education scientists, sociolinguists, and anthropologists examining the question of labor market
returns to bilingualism from their various disciplinary perspectives. As a group, the researchers
undertook to analyze mostly secondary data sources: U.S. Census data, National Education
Longitudinal Study (NELS88) data, Education Longitudinal Study (ELS 2002)—these latter two
datasets consisted of national samples collected by the U.S. Department of Education—and two
unique regional datasets that focus specifically on language and immigration among youth on the
two coasts of the United States collected by Rubén Rumbaut and his colleagues. The result is a
compelling narrative of the relationship between bilingualism and both educational and labor market
outcomes and the ways that the relationship varies depending on age, geography, and levels of
linguistic competence. Because these data are analyzed from multidisciplinary perspectives, the
researchers use different analytical techniques and present their data in different ways. This
presents challenges in creating a seamless document that speaks with a consistent voice. To that
end, the report begins with an introduction that provides a context for understanding the questions
that are addressed in the commissioned studies, and the studies are grouped thematically into three
sections in this report. Each section begins with an introduction of the research presented and its
implications, then focuses on the findings of the authors, quoting from them directly at key points. I
have attempted to synthesize the studies in such a way that maintains their integrity, while reducing
the text to manageable length and complexity. Additional tables and statistics for many of these
papers are presented in the appendix in order to provide more detailed information for the
technically oriented reader, while maintaining the flow of the narrative for the reader who may have
less interest in this level of detail. More tables are available for download in an Excel spreadsheet at
http://www.ets.org/Media/Research/RR-15-07_tables.xlsx. The History and Overview of the
Language Minority Population in the United States section in this report deals with an overview of a
study by Reynaldo Macías (2014) on the history of language policies and practices in the United
States from its founding, as well as a careful description of the many subgroups contained within the
nation's largest non-English group, Hispanics or Latinos, from a study by Sarah Moore and her
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colleagues (Moore, Fee, Ee, Wiley, & Arias, 2014).1 In this second study, Moore et al. paid particular
attention to literacy, as they argued that this may be the critical dividing line between those
bilinguals who are compensated for their linguistic skills and those who are not. The Labor Market
Analyses of Bilingualism section in this report turns to three studies that use U.S. Census data to test
the hypothesis that bilinguals might receive additional compensation for their language skills,
especially if they are situated in jobs that require sensitive and extensive interpersonal contact, such
as those in the health and criminal justice sectors. This group of studies is authored by Joseph
Robinson-Cimpian (2014) and Amado Alarcón and several colleagues (Alarcón, Di Paolo, Heyman, &
Morales, 2014a, 2014b). The New Questions, New Data, and New Answers section in this report
combines studies that take a different approach, either by asking different questions, such as, Does
linguistic assimilation exact a cost on language minority youth in the labor market? in a study
authored by Orhan Agirdag (Agirdag, 2014); Are there educational implications of bilingualism that
may indirectly affect labor market outcomes? in a study authored by Lucrecia Santibañez and Maria
Estela Zárate (Santibañez & Zárate, 2014); or, in the case of Rubén Rumbaut's study, Does
bilingualism reduce dropout and/or yield better labor market outcomes? (Rumbaut, 2014). These
studies rely on U.S. Department of Education data (i.e., NELS88, ELS 2002) and specific new datasets
developed by Rumbaut. Finally, in the conclusion, I attempt to draw these findings together into a
coherent response to the question asked in the title of this report: Is there really a labor market
advantage to being bilingual in the U.S.? The answer, it turns out, is not necessarily straightforward,
but it is very optimistic. Each of the studies commissioned was peer-reviewed by noted researchers
in the same field as the authors, as well as through a roundtable review organized by the CRP in late
summer 2012, in which the researchers critiqued each other's papers. The studies were then edited
based on this review process. However, as a result of further peer review, several of the papers
underwent yet another editing, sometimes extensively, after the period of the ETS contract.
Additionally, a couple more studies were commissioned by the CRP to extend the issues covered,
and chapters were added to integrate the whole body of work. This final phase of the work has
resulted in a book published in October 2014 by Multilingual Matters titled The Bilingual Advantage:
Language, Literacy, and the U.S. Labor Market, edited by Rebecca Callahan and Patricia Gándara. The
book should be viewed as a companion piece to this policy report.
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Vocabulary
Grant—funding sent to an organization with a specific purpose. Here, grants generally refer to
money that the government sends to states to encourage them to do a particular policy.
Incentive a thing that motivates or encourages one to do something.
Title I—Title one is federal funding that goes to schools with a high percentage of children below the
poverty line. The purpose of this money is to equalize the playing field and ensure that students
receive adequate resources.
Progressive Funding Model is a federal government incentive system where states are forced to
send more resources to schools with high rates of poverty. The states measure that investment and
student achievement through testing. If the states are doing this progressive funding, they get more
money from the federal government in the form of matching grants. If they do not fund fairly, they
have much of their funding cut and sent to the states that are funding progressively.
Elementary and Secondary Education Act (ESEA) was signed into law in 1965 by President Lyndon
Baines Johnson, creating new grants to districts serving low-income students (Title I), federal grants
for text and library books, special education centers, scholarships for low-income college students,
and federal grants to state educational agencies to improve the quality of elementary and secondary
education. ESEA remains the vehicle by which Congress sets policy and directs resources for K-12
public education in the United States, and over time, the re-authorization process has become the
primary public space for advocates and public officials to debate federal education reform and
funding issues.
No Child Left Behind (NCLB) was signed into law by President George W. Bush on Jan. 8, 2002. It
significantly increased the federal role in holding schools responsible for the academic progress of all
students. And it put a special focus on ensuring that states and schools boost the performance of
certain groups of students, such as English-language learners, students in special education, and
poor and minority children, whose achievement, on average, trails their peers. States did not have to
comply with the new requirements, but if they didn’t, they risked losing federal Title I money.
Race to the Top Fund $4.35 billion and the largest-ever federal competitive investment in school
reform. It will reward states for past accomplishments, create incentives for future improvements,
and challenge states to create comprehensive strategies for addressing the central areas of reform
that will drive school improvement
Every Student Succeeds Act, signed into law Dec. 10, 2015, rolls back much of the federal
government's big footprint in education policy, on everything from testing and teacher quality to
low-performing schools. And it gives new leeway to states in calling the shots.
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Plan Text

Plan: The United States federal government should substantially increase its regulation of
elementary and secondary education schools by creating grant incentives and penalties for states
in compliance with the “progressive funding” model.
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Contention One: Harms (Racism)

In our own city, segregation has made equal education impossible. Students in the suburbs get
millions of dollars more, smaller class sizes, more experienced teachers, better meals, better
classes, better everything.
NPR ’16 [National Public Radio, Independent news organization, “Why America's Schools Have A
Money Problem”, Apr. 18, http://www.npr.org/2016/04/18/474256366/why-americas-schools-havea-money-problem]
That $9,794 is how much money the Chicago Ridge School District in Illinois spent per child in
2013 (the number has been adjusted by Education Week to account for regional cost differences).
It's well below that year's national average of $11,841. Ridge's two elementary campuses and one
middle school sit along Chicago's southern edge. Roughly two-thirds of its students come from lowincome families, and a third are learning English as a second language. Here, one nurse commutes
between three schools, and the two elementary schools share an art teacher and a music teacher.
They spend the first half of the year at different schools, then, come January, box up their supplies
and swap classrooms. "We don't have a lot of the extra things that other districts may have, simply
because we can't afford them," says Ridge Superintendent Kevin Russell. One of those other
districts sits less than an hour north, in Chicago's affluent suburbs, nestled into a warren of
corporate offices: Rondout School, the only campus in Rondout District 72.It has 22 teachers and
145 students, and spent $28,639 on each one of them. What does that look like? Class sizes in
Rondout are small, and every student has an individualized learning plan. Nearly all teachers have
a decade of experience and earn, on average, more than $90,000. Kids have at least one daily
break for "mindful movement," and lunch is cooked on-site, including a daily vegetarian option.
About The 'School Money' Project The Simple Answer Why does Rondout have so much and Ridge
so little? Over the past six months, NPR Ed and 20 of our member station partners set out to explore
this basic question. The simple answer is that many of Rondout's neighbors are successful
businesses. They pay local taxes, and those taxes help pay for local schools. Ridge simply has
less to work with — fewer businesses, lower property values. More broadly: "You've got highly
segregated rich and poor towns," says Bruce Baker of Rutgers University, who studies how states
pay for their public schools. "[They] raise vastly different amounts of local revenue based on
their local bases, and [Illinois] really doesn't put much effort into counterbalancing that." To be
fair, Illinois gives more money to Ridge than it does to Rondout. It's just not nearly enough to level
the playing field.
This unfair funding makes the achievement gap between white and black students enormous—
without the plan, it will take 250 years to get equal education for minority students
Camera ’16 [Lauren, writer for U.S. News & World Report, “Achievement Gap Between White and
Black Students Still Gaping”, Jan. 13, https://www.usnews.com/news/blogs/datamine/2016/01/13/achievement-gap-between-white-and-black-students-still-gaping]
The achievement gap between white students and black students has barely narrowed over the
last 50 years, despite nearly a half century of supposed progress in race relations and an increased
emphasis on closing such academic discrepancies between groups of students. That's the finding that
a new analysis of a landmark education report calls a "national embarrassment." "It's remarkable,"
says Eric Hanushek, senior fellow at the Hoover Institution at Stanford University and research
associate at the National Bureau of Economic Research, who authored the analysis. "I knew that the
gap hadn't been closing too much, but when I actually looked at the data I was myself surprised."
The finding is part of a series from Education Next commemorating the 50th anniversary of
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"Equality of Education Opportunity," also known as the Coleman Report, a breakthrough report
on education equity written by James Coleman, then a sociologist at Johns Hopkins University in
Baltimore. The report was mandated by the Civil Rights Act of 1964, which tasked the
Department of Education with examining the inequality of educational opportunities in elementary
and secondary education across the U.S., and especially in the South, to gauge the differences
between schools attended by white students and black students. The Coleman Report found, among
many other things, that in both math and reading the average black student in grade 12 placed in the
13th percentile of the score distribution, meaning that 87 percent of white students in grade 12
scored ahead of the average black 12th grader. But 50 years later, that gap has barely
narrowed, Hanushek's analysis shows. The average 12th grade black student, according to data from
the 2013 National Assessment for Educational Progress, placed only in the 19th percentile. In
reading, the achievement gap has improved slightly more than in math, but after a half century, the
average black student scores at just the 22nd percentile. "I was surprised because I think we hear
more about promising attempts to close the gap and we hear a lot about school systems in states
that are focused on closing the achieving gap, and yet the progress is so disappointingly slow," says
Hanushek. The largest gains in both math and reading were found in the Southern states, where the
larger gaps observed in 1965 were brought in line with the rest of the nation by 2013, Hanushek's
analysis shows. Generally, however, there was slow improvement in much of the rest of the country,
including an expanded reading gap in the Midwest. He estimates that if the achievement gaps
continue close at such an incremental rate, it will be roughly two and a half centuries before the
black-white math gap closes and over one and a half centuries until the reading gap closes. "If [the
Coleman Report] was expected to mobilize the resources of the nation's schools in pursuit of racial
equity, it undoubtedly failed to achieve its objective," Hanushek wrote. "Nor did it increase the
overall level of performance of high school students on the eve of their graduation, despite the vast
increase in resources that would be committed to education over the ensuing five decades."
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Contention Two: Harms (Poverty)

Funding for low-income schools is being cut daily—there’s less money in school today than there
was during the great recession. This creates a vicious cycle of poverty
NPR ’16 [National Public Radio, Independent news organization, “Why America's Schools Have A
Money Problem”, Apr. 18, http://www.npr.org/2016/04/18/474256366/why-americas-schools-havea-money-problem]
The Great Recession technically ended in June of 2009, but many of America's schools are still
feeling the pinch. A new study of state budget documents and Census Bureau data finds that the
lion's share of spending on schools in at least 23 states will be lower this school year than it was
when the recession began nearly a decade ago. This analysis looked specifically at what's called
general formula funding, which accounts for roughly 70 percent of the money states spend in their K12 schools. CBPP analysis of the Census Bureau's Public Elementary-Secondary Education 2014 Data
and National Center for Education Statistics enrollment estimates. LA Johnson/NPR The report, from
the Center on Budget and Policy Priorities, suggests that many of the nation's schools are being
asked to educate a growing number of students without state lawmakers growing their budgets.
"Public investment in K-12 schools, which are crucial for communities to thrive and for the U.S.
economy to offer broad opportunity, has declined dramatically in recent years," says Michael
Leachman, director of state fiscal research at CBPP. The report is a slurry of numbers, so the NPR Ed
team pulled out a few of the most compelling figures. As of 2014, the most recent year of available
census data, 35 states were still spending less overall per student than they did in 2008. Why
does that matter? Because state dollars, on average, account for nearly half of a school's
revenues. The other major source of funding comes from local governments. That's our next
headline ... 27 states saw their local funding drop from 2008 to 2014. When you combine state and
local dollars — which is most of the money schools survive on — overall funding dropped in 36
states. That's right, 36 states were still living in 2008. Arizona's schools saw the biggest percentage
cut. From 2008 to 2014, per pupil spending by the state dropped nearly 37 percent. Which helps
make sense of this story, reported for NPR's School Money project, about schools turning to a fourday week to save money. Voters did recently approve a funding increase, though it's not clear how
big a difference that will make. Some anomalous news (in case this story is bringing you down):
Because of a natural resources windfall (oil!), North Dakota's school spending skyrocketed, up 94
percent from 2008 to 2014. Five states — Kansas, Oklahoma, North Carolina, Arizona and
Wisconsin — didn't just cut into their schools' general funding from 2008 to 2017; they also
passed big tax cuts, making it even harder to raise school money. This is a big source of
contention in the ongoing suit over funding in Kansas. These cuts have also come in parallel with a
rise in enrollment — up 1.1 million students from 2008 to 2016 ... And a loss of some 220,000
education jobs. In short, schools are simply being asked to do more with less. Although, of course,
there's nothing simple about it.
Poverty is the worst form of violence – it kills more people than an ongoing nuclear war
Abu-Jamal, prominent social activist and author, ‘98
[A Quiet and Deadly Violence, Sept
19, http://www.flashpoints.net/mQuietDeadlyViolence.html]
The deadliest form of violence is poverty. --Ghandi It has often been observed that
America is a truly violent nation, as shown by the thousands of cases of social and
communal violence that occurs daily in the nation. Every year, some 20,000 people are killed
by others, and additional 20,000 folks kill themselves. Add to this the nonlethal violence that
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Americans daily inflict on each other, and we begin to see the tracings of a nation immersed
in a fever of violence. But, as remarkable, and harrowing as this level and degree of violence
is, it is, by far, not the most violent features of living in the midst of the American empire. We
live, equally immersed, and to a deeper degree, in a nation that condones and ignores
wide-ranging "structural' violence, of a kind that destroys human life with a
breathtaking ruthlessness. Former Massachusetts prison official and writer, Dr. James
Gilligan observes; By "structural violence" I mean the increased rates of death and disability
suffered by those who occupy the bottom rungs of society, as contrasted by those who are
above them. Those excess deaths (or at least a demonstrably large proportion of them) are a
function of the class structure; and that structure is itself a product of society's collective
human choices, concerning how to distribute the collective wealth of the society. These are
not acts of God. I am contrasting "structural" with "behavioral violence" by which I
mean the non-natural deaths and injuries that are caused by specific behavioral
actions of individuals against individuals, such as the deaths we attribute to homicide,
suicide, soldiers in warfare, capital punishment, and so on. --(Gilligan, J., MD, Violence: Reflections
On a National Epidemic (New York: Vintage, 1996), 192.) This form of violence, not covered by any of
the majoritarian, corporate, ruling-class protected media, is invisible to us and because of its
invisibility, all the more insidious. How dangerous is it--really? Gilligan notes: [E]very fifteen years, on
the average, as many people die because of relative poverty as would be killed in a
nuclear war that caused 232 million deaths; and every single year, two to three times
as many people die from poverty throughout the world as were killed by the Nazi
genocide of the Jews over a six-year period. This is, in effect, the equivalent of an
ongoing, unending, in fact accelerating, thermonuclear war, or genocide on the weak
and poor every year of every decade, throughout the world. [Gilligan, p. 196] Worse
still, in a thoroughly capitalist society, much of that violence became internalized, turned
back on the Self, because, in a society based on the priority of wealth, those who own
nothing are taught to loathe themselves, as if something is inherently wrong with
themselves, instead of the social order that promotes this self-loathing. This intense
self-hatred was often manifested in familial violence as when the husband beats the wife, the
wife smacks the son, and the kids fight each other.
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1AC Solvency

More education resolves inequality and boosts the economy
New York Times ’14 [Major news outlet, not FAKE, “A Simple Equation: More Education = More
Income”, Sept. 10, https://www.nytimes.com/2014/09/11/business/economy/a-simple-equationmore-education-more-income.html?_r=0]
Imagine if the United States government taxed the nation’s one-percenters so that their post-tax
share of the nation’s income remained at 10 percent, roughly where it was in 1979. If the excess
money were distributed equally among the rest of the population, in 2012 every family below
that very top tier would have gotten a $7,105 check. This is hardly trivial money. But it pales
compared to the gap between the wages of a family of two college graduates and a family of
high school graduates. Between 1979 and 2012, that gap grew by some $30,000, after inflation.
This clever calculation by Lawrence Katz, a labor economist from Harvard, amounts to a powerful
counterargument to anybody who doubts the importance of education in the battle against the
nation’s entrenched inequality. But in the American education system, inequality is winning,
gumming up the mobility that broad-based prosperity requires. On Tuesday, the Organization for
Economic Cooperation and Development released its annual collection of education statistics from
around the industrialized world showing that the United States trails nearly all other industrialized
nations when it comes to educational equality. Continue reading the main story Barely 30
percent of American adults have achieved a higher level of education than their parents did.
Only Austria, Germany and the Czech Republic do worse. In Finland more than 50 percent of adults
are more educated than their parents. And matters are getting worse, not better. Among 25- to 34year olds, only 20 percent of men and 27 percent of women, both out of school, have achieved
a higher level of education than their parents. It’s even bleaker at the bottom: Only one in 20
Americans aged 25 to 34 whose parents didn’t finish high school has a college degree. The
average across 20 rich countries in the O.E.C.D. analysis is almost one in four. This particularly hurts
the poor. Two economists, Martha J. Bailey and Susan M. Dynarski from the University of Michigan,
document a growing income gap between the graduation rate of teenagers from the mid-1970s and
those from the mid-1990s. The graduation rate of youths in the poorest fourth of the
distribution increased to 9 percent from 5 percent; among the richest fourth it rose to 54
percent from 36 percent. In a study comparing teenagers in the early 1980s and the early 2000s,
Philippe Belley from Kansas State University and Lance Lochner from the University of Western
Ontario noted a sharp increase in the impact of family income on college attendance. For all but the
most able students, by the early 2000s the college attendance rate for children from the richest
fourth of American families was 15 to 30 percentage points higher than that of the poorest fourth.
This pattern of stagnant mobility and rising inequality of education adds up to a dumbfounding
paradox. American workers with a college degree are paid 74 percent more than those with
only a high school degree, on average, nearly the biggest premium in the O.E.C.D. Given the payoff,
the fact that many of those who would benefit most are not investing in a college education suggests
an epic failure. And the growing cadre of countries that outperform the United States suggests
failure is hardly inevitable. The greatest paradox is that the United States knows how to provide
broad-based education to all. More than a century ago a consensus emerged that Americans
needed at least a high school education to meet the growing demand for skilled workers. And
the nation provided. Between 1900 and 1950, the high school enrollment of Americans aged 14 to 17
increased to 75 percent, from about 11 percent. To European nations happy educating their elites,
that was not only unheard-of, it was downright stupid. By the mid-1950s, the full-time enrollment
rate of American 15- to 19-year-olds in secondary school was more than double that of any European
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country. The momentum carried into college. In 1944, when Britain’s government was signing the
Education Act, guaranteeing British children a public education up to secondary school, most
Americans already had that. In 1944 President Roosevelt was signing the G.I. Bill, which paid the
tuition for any veterans attending college. “Historically, education in the United State was the great
equalizer,” conceded Andreas Schleicher, an education expert at the O.E.C.D. who heads its Program
for International Student Assessment. Something slipped over the last generation, however. In the
1970s, graduation rates from four-year colleges slowed sharply and even went into reverse for
men. And the world caught up. For those Americans between 55 to 64, 42 percent have a college
degree, a rate surpassed only by Canada and Israel in the O.E.C.D. But among people aged 25 to 34,
the United States is in 11th place, with a college graduation rate only slightly greater, at 44 percent.
“We were the first out of the gate with high school, with coed education, with early access to
college,” noted Professor Katz. “Something went wrong.” Today, the demand for more highly
educated workers remains intense. Globalization and fast-paced technical change have wiped
out many of the manufacturing jobs with which a worker with only a high school degree could
support a middle-class life. What explains America’s educational stagnation? One cause is certainly
the high cost of college, which — unlike high school costs — families must bear largely on their own
and is higher than in any other advanced nation
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2AC AT: Racism #1 “Police/Justice System is Worse”
They say police shootings and trials are more racist, but
[GIVE :05 SUMMARY OF OPPONENT’S SINGLE ARGUMENT]

1. Extend our NPR and Camera evidence.
[PUT IN YOUR AUTHOR’S NAME]
It’s much better than their New York Times evidence because:
[PUT IN THEIR AUTHOR’S NAME]
[CIRCLE ONE OR MORE OF THE FOLLOWING OPTIONS]:
(it’s newer)

(the author is more qualified)

(their evidence is not logical/contradicts itself)

(it has more facts)
(history proves it to be true)

(their evidence has no facts) (Their author is biased) (it takes into account their argument)
(

)

(their evidence supports our argument)

[WRITE IN YOUR OWN!]

[EXPLAIN HOW YOUR OPTION IS TRUE BELOW]
While we agree that racism in the court system is bad, it’s more important to start with schools.
These are places where individuals are educated and can become critical thinkers. It’s also the best
way to get a stable job. These types of gains can change the legal system as more educated
lawyers, police officers, and citizens become less racist. Also, our data is extensive about the
educational inequalities that exist. Camera argues that it would take 250 years to get educational
equality.

[EXPLAIN WHY YOUR OPTION MATTERS BELOW]
This matters because: the Aff should be the starting point. We can fix racism in schools which will
resolve some racism in the legal system. It would also solve the unique problem of schools.
2. “School choice” policies are rooted in segregation and racism
Gadfly on the Wall ’17 [Political blog, cites many facts and other historical figures, “The Racists Roots
and Racist Indoctrination of School Choice”, Jan. 15,
https://gadflyonthewallblog.wordpress.com/2017/01/15/the-racists-roots-and-racist-indoctrinationof-school-choice/]
However, what often gets lost in the rush of politicians cashing in on this policy is its racist
roots. You read that right. School choice was invented as a mechanism of white flight. Before the
federal government forced schools to desegregate, no one was all that interested in having an
alternative to traditional public schools. But once whites got wind that the Supreme Court
might make their kids go to school with black kids, lots of white parents started clamoring for
“choice.” It was intended as a way to get around Brown vs. Board. In 1953, a year before that
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landmark decision, many white southerners felt it was vitally important to continue a segregated
education. They deeply desired to continue having “separate but equal” schools for the races,
yet the US Supreme Court seemed ready to strike that down. Enter Georgia’s Gov. Herman Talmadge
who created what became known as the “private-school plan.” Talmadge proposed an amendment
to the Georgia Constitution to empower the general assembly to privatize the state’s public
education system. “We can maintain separate schools regardless of the US Supreme Court by
reverting to a private system, subsidizing the child rather than the political subdivision,” Talmadge
said. The plan goes like this. If the Supreme Court mandates desegregation (as it did), the state
would close the schools and issue vouchers allowing students to enroll in segregated private schools.
Fortunately, Talmadge’s plan was never implemented in Georgia. But it became the model for
segregationists everywhere. In Prince Edward County, Virginia, the plan actually came to fruition –
sort of. Two years before the 1959 federal desegregation deadline, local newspaper publisher J.
Barrye Wall explained what county leaders were planning: “We are working [on] a scheme in
which we will abandon public schools, sell the buildings to our corporation, reopen as privately
operated schools with tuition grants from [Virginia] and P.E. county as the basic financial
program,” he wrote. “Those wishing to go to integrated schools can take their tuition grants and
operate their own schools. To hell with ’em.” Ultimately the county refused to sell the public school
buildings. However, public education in Prince Edward County was nevertheless abandoned for five
years, from 1959 to 1964. During that time, taxpayer dollars were funneled to the segregated
white academies, which were housed in privately owned facilities such as churches and the local
Moose Lodge. The federal government struck down the program as a misuse of taxpayer funds after
only a year, but even so whites benefited and blacks lost. Since there were no local taxes collected
to operate public schools during those years, whites could invest in private schools for their
children, while blacks in the county were left to fend for themselves. Since they were unable and
unwilling to finance their own private, segregated schools, many black children were simply shut out
of school for multiple years. In other states, segregationists enacted “freedom of choice” plans that
allowed white students to transfer out of desegregated schools. Any black students that tried to do
the same had to clear numerous administrative hurdles. Moreover, entering formerly all-white
schools would subject them to harassment from teachers and students. Anything to keep the races
apart in the classroom – and usually the entire building. Eventually, segregationists began to realize
that separate black and white schools would no longer be tolerated by the courts, so they had to
devise other means to eliminate these “undesirables.”
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2AC AT: Racism #2 “Funding isn’t Policies”
They say __________________________________________________, but
[GIVE :05 SUMMARY OF OPPONENT’S SINGLE ARGUMENT]

1. Extend our

evidence.

[PUT IN YOUR AUTHOR’S NAME]
It’s much better than their

evidence because:

[PUT IN THEIR AUTHOR’S NAME]
[CIRCLE ONE OR MORE OF THE FOLLOWING OPTIONS]:
(it’s newer)

(the author is more qualified)

(their evidence is not logical/contradicts itself)

(it has more facts)
(history proves it to be true)

(their evidence has no facts) (Their author is biased) (it takes into account their argument)
(

)

(their evidence supports our argument)

[WRITE IN YOUR OWN!]

[EXPLAIN HOW YOUR OPTION IS TRUE BELOW]
________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________
__________________________________________________________________________
[EXPLAIN WHY YOUR OPTION MATTERS BELOW]
and this reason matters because:
__________________________________________________________________________________
__________________________________________________________________________________
__________________________________________________________________________________
__________________________________________________________________________________
______________________________________________________________
2

Funding inequality is devastating urban zones and preventing students from reaching their
potential—it’s the root of the problem
Semuels ’16 [Alana, Writer for the Atlantic, LA Times, and education correspondent, “Good School,
Rich School; Bad School, Poor School The inequality at the heart of America’s education system”,
Aug. 25, https://www.theatlantic.com/business/archive/2016/08/property-taxes-and-unequalschools/497333/]
Connecticut is not the first state to wrestle with the conundrum caused by relying heavily on local
property taxes to fund schools; since the 1970s, nearly every state has had litigation over equitable
education, according to Michael Rebell, the executive director of the Campaign for Educational
Equity at Teachers College at Columbia University. Indeed, the CCJEF lawsuit, first filed in 2005, is the
state’s second major lawsuit on equity. The first, in 1977, resulted in the state being required to
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redistribute some funds among districts, though the plaintiffs in the CCJEF case argue the state has
abandoned that system, called Educational Cost Sharing. In every state, though, inequity between
wealthier and poorer districts continues to exist. That’s often because education is paid for with
the amount of money available in a district, which doesn’t necessarily equal the amount of
money required to adequately teach students. “Our system does not distribute opportunity
equitably,” a landmark 2013 report from a group convened by the former Education Secretary Arne
Duncan, the Equity and Excellence Commission, reported. This is mainly because school funding is
so local. The federal government chips in about 8 to 9 percent of school budgets nationally, but
much of this is through programs such as Head Start and free and reduced lunch programs.
States and local governments split the rest, though the method varies depending on the state.
Nationally, high-poverty districts spend 15.6 percent less per student than low-poverty districts do,
according to U.S. Department of Education. Lower spending can irreparably damage a child’s future,
especially for kids from poor families. A 20 percent increase in per-pupil spending a year for poor
children can lead to an additional year of completed education, 25 percent higher earnings, and a
20-percentage point reduction in the incidence of poverty in adulthood, according to a paper from
the National Bureau of Economic Research.
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2AC AT: Racism #3 “Racism on Decline”
They say __________________________________________________, but
[GIVE :05 SUMMARY OF OPPONENT’S SINGLE ARGUMENT]

1. Extend our

evidence.

[PUT IN YOUR AUTHOR’S NAME]
It’s much better than their

evidence because:

[PUT IN THEIR AUTHOR’S NAME]
[CIRCLE ONE OR MORE OF THE FOLLOWING OPTIONS]:
(it’s newer)

(the author is more qualified)

(their evidence is not logical/contradicts itself)

(it has more facts)
(history proves it to be true)

(their evidence has no facts) (Their author is biased) (it takes into account their argument)
(

)

(their evidence supports our argument)

[WRITE IN YOUR OWN!]

[EXPLAIN HOW YOUR OPTION IS TRUE BELOW]
________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________
__________________________________________________________________________
[EXPLAIN WHY YOUR OPTION MATTERS BELOW]
and this reason matters because:
__________________________________________________________________________________
__________________________________________________________________________________
__________________________________________________________________________________
__________________________________________________________________________________
______________________________________________________________
2 Racism is rampant: Trump’s presidency has surged previously hidden racism
Southern Poverty Law Center ’17 [Organization at the forefront of recording and addressing racism
in the U.S., “The radical right was more successful in entering the political mainstream last year than
in half a century. How did it happen?”, Feb. 15, https://www.splcenter.org/fightinghate/intelligence-report/2017/year-hate-and-extremism]
The radical right was more successful in entering the political mainstream last year than in half a
century. How did it happen? After half a century of being increasingly relegated to the margins of
society, the radical right entered the political mainstream last year in a way that had seemed
virtually unimaginable since George Wallace ran for president in 1968. A surge in right-wing
populism, stemming from the long-unfolding effects of globalization and the movements of capital
and labor that it spawned, brought a man many considered to be a racist, misogynist and xenophobe
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into the most powerful political office in the world. Donald Trump’s election as president mirrored
similar currents in Europe, where globalization energized an array of extreme-right political
movements and the United Kingdom’s decision to quit the European Union. Trump’s run for office
electrified the radical right, which saw in him a champion of the idea that America is
fundamentally a white man’s country. He kicked off the campaign with a speech vilifying
Mexican immigrants as rapists and drug dealers. He retweeted white supremacist messages,
including one that falsely claimed that black people were responsible for 80% of the murders of
whites. He credentialed racist media personalities even while barring a serious outlet like The
Washington Post, went on a radio show hosted by a rabid conspiracy theorist named Alex Jones, and
said that Muslims should be banned from entering the country. He seemed to encourage violence
against black protesters at his rallies, suggesting that he would pay the legal fees of anyone
charged as a result. The reaction to Trump’s victory by the radical right was ecstatic. “Our
Glorious Leader has ascended to God Emperor,” wrote Andrew Anglin, who runs the neo-Nazi
Daily Stormer website. “Make no mistake about it: we did this. If it were not for us, it wouldn’t have
been possible.” Jared Taylor, a white nationalist who edits a racist journal, said that
“overwhelmingly white Americans” had shown they were not “obedient zombies” by choosing to
vote “for America as a distinct nation with a distinct people who deserve a government devoted to
that people.” Richard Spencer, who leads a racist “think tank” called the National Policy Institute,
exulted that “Trump’s victory was, at its root, a victory of identity politics.” Trump’s election, as
startling to extremists as it was to the political establishment, was followed by his selection of
appointees with anti-Muslim, anti-LGBT and white nationalist sympathies. To lead his domestic
transition team, he chose Kenneth Blackwell, an official of the virulently anti-LGBT Family Research
Council. As national security adviser, he selected retired Gen. Mike Flynn, who has described Islam as
a “malignant cancer” and tweeted that “[f]ear of Muslims is RATIONAL.” His designated CIA director
was U.S. Rep. Mike Pompeo (R-Kan.), who is close to some of the country’s most rabid anti-Muslim
extremists. Donald Trump’s selection of Stephen Bannon as a key adviser made many on the
extreme right feel that they had a foot in the White House. (Jabin Botsford/The Washington Post Via
Getty Images) Most remarkable of all was his choice as chief strategic adviser of Stephen Bannon,
the former head of Breitbart News, a far-right media outlet known for promoting the so-called
“alternative right” — fundamentally, a recent rebranding of white supremacy for public relations
purposes, albeit one that de-emphasizes Klan robes and Nazi symbols in favor of a more
“intellectual” approach. With Bannon’s appointment, white nationalists felt they had a man inside
the White House. That wasn’t all. In the immediate aftermath of Election Day, a wave of hate
crimes and lesser hate incidents swept the country — 1,094 bias incidents in the first 34 days,
according to a count by the Southern Poverty Law Center (SPLC). The hate was clearly tied directly
to Trump’s victory. The highest count came on the first day after the election, with the numbers
diminishing steadily after that. And more than a third of the incidents directly referenced either
Trump, his “Make America Great Again” slogan, or his infamous remarks about grabbing women by
the genitals.
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2AC AT: Poverty #1 “Wealth Improving”
They say poverty is going down, but
[GIVE :05 SUMMARY OF OPPONENT’S SINGLE ARGUMENT]
1. Extend our Semuels and NPR evidence.
[PUT IN YOUR AUTHOR’S NAME]
It’s much better than their Qiu evidence because:
[PUT IN THEIR AUTHOR’S NAME]
[CIRCLE ONE OR MORE OF THE FOLLOWING OPTIONS]:
(it’s newer)

(the author is more qualified)

(their evidence is not logical/contradicts itself)

(it has more facts)
(history proves it to be true)

(their evidence has no facts) (Their author is biased) (it takes into account their argument)
(Our evidence is more specific)

(their evidence supports our argument)

[WRITE IN YOUR OWN!]

[EXPLAIN HOW YOUR OPTION IS TRUE BELOW]
First, our evidence is specific to Chicago and urban poverty. Their evidence only analyzes some
international trends which are not specific to populations in major cities that are being
discriminated against. In addition, they don’t answer the overall wealth possibility for people who
get an education. Also, their author is a writer for a vague magazine in D.C. Our authors are
specific to educational policy, are peer edited, and draw from many sources.
[EXPLAIN WHY YOUR OPTION MATTERS BELOW]
This matters because: our arguments makes way more sense. Global poverty and city poverty is up
which our Abu Jamal evidence argues is the largest and most probable impact. Thus, you must
vote aff.
1. Global economic inequality is drastically increasing
Gray ’16 [Alex, writer for World Economic Forum, “3 charts that explain global inequality”, Jan 20,
https://www.weforum.org/agenda/2016/01/3-charts-that-explain-global-inequality/]
The richest 1% hold over 50% of the world’s wealth. That’s according to an Oxfam report published
this week, as world leaders gathered for the 46th World Economic Forum in Davos.According to the
report, 62 billionaires own the same amount of wealth as 3.5 billion people who make up the
poorest half of the world’s population. In a dramatic widening of inequality, this number has
fallen from 388 in 2010, and is set to become just a handful of super rich by 2020. The wealth
held by the 62 richest people on the planet is estimated at $1.76 trillion, a 44% increase from
five years ago. Meanwhile, the 3.5 billion poorest people have seen their wealth shrink by over
a trillion dollars, or 41%, in the same period. This is despite the fact that the world’s population
has increased by 400m. To look at it another way, the richest 1% now own half of the world’s
wealth, and the richest 50% own over 99% of the world’s wealth. The poorest, less than 1%.
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2AC AT: Poverty #2 “Education Inequality Myth”
They say __________________________________________________, but
[GIVE :05 SUMMARY OF OPPONENT’S SINGLE ARGUMENT]

1. Extend our

evidence.

[PUT IN YOUR AUTHOR’S NAME]
It’s much better than their

evidence because:

[PUT IN THEIR AUTHOR’S NAME]
[CIRCLE ONE OR MORE OF THE FOLLOWING OPTIONS]:
(it’s newer)

(the author is more qualified)

(their evidence is not logical/contradicts itself)

(it has more facts)
(history proves it to be true)

(their evidence has no facts) (Their author is biased) (it takes into account their argument)
(

)

(their evidence supports our argument)

[WRITE IN YOUR OWN!]

[EXPLAIN HOW YOUR OPTION IS TRUE BELOW]
________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________
__________________________________________________________________________
[EXPLAIN WHY YOUR OPTION MATTERS BELOW]
and this reason matters because:
__________________________________________________________________________________
__________________________________________________________________________________
__________________________________________________________________________________
__________________________________________________________________________________
______________________________________________________________
2. States fail in equitable funding—federal government regulation is key to make this
work. A minimum of funding would solve the problem.
Center for American Progress ’15 [an independent nonpartisan policy institute that is dedicated to
improving the lives of all Americans, through bold, progressive ideas, as well as strong leadership and
concerted action., “A Fresh Look at School Funding 5 New Ideas for ESEA Reauthorization”, May 18,
https://www.americanprogress.org/issues/education/reports/2015/05/18/113397/a-fresh-look-atschool-funding/]
Proposal 4: Minimum funding for all students School funding is a necessary condition of a highquality education. Despite this, investments in education vary wildly across the country, and
many states and districts fail to provide enough money to meet this minimum threshold. In the
2011-12 school year, for instance, some 300 school districts spent less than $7,500 per student
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after adjusting for cost of living and student needs. In unadjusted figures, these low-spending
districts generally spend between $5,351 and $8,233; on average, they spend around $7,130 per
student. For a number of reasons—ranging from weak funding systems to tax cuts—some states
have not demonstrated that they provide all of their districts and schools with an adequate
amount of school funding. As a result, there is a role for federal government to set clear
expectations for school funding via a minimum spending threshold for districts to be eligible to
receive Title I funds. CAP recommends that the federal government establish a national perpupil spending minimum of $7,500 per student after adjusting for differences in cost of living.
Even after making cost-of-living adjustments, $7,500 per pupil annually is a minimal amount to
spend on a child’s education. As a benchmark, this figure is clearly reasonable. A few years ago, some
of the country’s leading experts in school finance estimated that to educate effectively, a district
should spend at least $10,980 per pupil in 2012 inflation-adjusted dollars. In short, this minimum
figure is thousands of dollars less than what some experts estimate, and it should therefore be a
reasonable benchmark to identify only the districts with the most needs. The cost to provide an
adequate education varies across states, but this amount is consistent with base funding levels
established in several states. For example, in their state funding formulas for fiscal year 2015,
North Dakota and Rhode Island each allocate districts at least around $9,000 per pupil. Using data
from 2012—the most recent data available—CAP found that there were 19 states where at least one
school district spent less than the $7,500 mark. Among these states, there were five—Arizona,
California, Idaho, Texas, and Utah—where more than 10 percent of districts spent less than
$7,500 per student, even after adjusting for cost of living. In Utah, almost 40 percent of school
districts spent less than $7,500 per pupil, while 26 percent of districts in California spent below the
threshold. Many of these low-spending districts are rural, but some are in suburban or urban areas,
such as Cypress-Fairbanks Independent School District on the outskirts of Houston and Burbank
Unified School District outside Los Angeles. Nevertheless, it is important to note that California’s new
state education funding formula was enacted in the year after these data were released. Known as
the Local Control Funding Formula, California’s approach would allocate each district around $7,600
per student, on average, almost certainly putting a great many of the state’s districts above the
$7,500 threshold after adjusting for differences in cost of living. To address this issue, CAP
recommends that all states with a district below the minimum threshold should have to provide a
plan to ensure that all districts in the state meet this threshold within three years. States would have
an opportunity to request a waiver of the minimum threshold from the secretary of education if they
could show that their districts had sufficient funding to meet the needs of all students. This waiver
authority is important, since CAP’S adjustments for cost of living might not adequately adjust for all
differences in cost. Under this proposal, the secretary also would have the ability to adjust the
minimum threshold, given changes in economic conditions. The U.S. Department of Education would
review and approve these plans. If a state could not demonstrate that all of its districts were
meeting the minimum-spending threshold after three years, the state would forfeit its Title I
administration funds. The recaptured funds would then be distributed directly to high-need
school districts based on the Title I formula. This proposal would require a significant increased
investment in public education in many districts. By establishing this spending floor, however, the
federal government would make clear the expectation that all districts, regardless of their
demographics, have enough resources to provide all children with a high-quality education.
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2AC AT: Poverty #3 “Government Assistance”
They say __________________________________________________, but
[GIVE :05 SUMMARY OF OPPONENT’S SINGLE ARGUMENT]

1. Extend our

evidence.

[PUT IN YOUR AUTHOR’S NAME]
It’s much better than their

evidence because:

[PUT IN THEIR AUTHOR’S NAME]
[CIRCLE ONE OR MORE OF THE FOLLOWING OPTIONS]:
(it’s newer)

(the author is more qualified)

(their evidence is not logical/contradicts itself)

(it has more facts)
(history proves it to be true)

(their evidence has no facts) (Their author is biased) (it takes into account their argument)
(

)

(their evidence supports our argument)

[WRITE IN YOUR OWN!]

[EXPLAIN HOW YOUR OPTION IS TRUE BELOW]
________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________
__________________________________________________________________________
[EXPLAIN WHY YOUR OPTION MATTERS BELOW]
and this reason matters because:
__________________________________________________________________________________
__________________________________________________________________________________
__________________________________________________________________________________
__________________________________________________________________________________
______________________________________________________________

2 Trump is going to make monster cuts to social services and job training
programs
LA Times ’17 [major news organization, “Trump budget envisions big cuts for health and human
services”, Mar. 16, http://www.latimes.com/politics/washington/la-na-essential-washingtonupdates-trump-budget-envisions-big-cuts-for-1489664310-htmlstory.html]
President Trump’s first budget blueprint envisions a major retrenchment for the Department of
Health and Human Services, calling for a nearly 18% cut next year, or $15.1 billion, for
programs that are subject to annual spending bills. Among the biggest targets are the National
Institutes of Health, which would see their budgets cut by $5.8 billion to $25.9 billion. The budget
plan says this would “help focus resources on the highest priority research.” Trump would also cut
$4.2 billion in grants the federal government provides to communities to assist poor people,
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including the decades-old Low Income Home Energy Assistance Program, which helps lowincome Americans with their heating bills. And the budget would slash more than $400 million
in training programs for nurses and other health professionals, which the Trump administration
said are ineffective. The president’s budget is only an outline, as Congress has the authority to set
government spending levels and appropriate money. And this budget is less detailed than most,
including only highlights selected by the administration But Trump’s first spending blueprint is an
early road map of the new president’s plans to scale back government.
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2AC AT: Solvency #1 “Just reallocating money”
They say poverty makes education impossible , but
[GIVE :05 SUMMARY OF OPPONENT’S SINGLE ARGUMENT]

1. Extend our Center for American Progress and New York Times evidence.
[PUT IN YOUR AUTHOR’S NAME]
It’s much better than their American Psychological Association evidence because:
[PUT IN THEIR AUTHOR’S NAME]
[CIRCLE ONE OR MORE OF THE FOLLOWING OPTIONS]:
(it’s newer)

(the author is more qualified)

(their evidence is not logical/contradicts itself)

(it has more facts)
(history proves it to be true)

(their evidence has no facts) (Their author is biased) (it takes into account their argument)
(Our evidence focused on the long term)

(their evidence supports our argument)

[WRITE IN YOUR OWN!]

[EXPLAIN HOW YOUR OPTION IS TRUE BELOW]
First, increased funding for the school system would result in increased funding for school lunches.
For many students, that is the only meal that they get all day. Second, while it is harder to learn
without a full stomach, overall education solves inequality. So, in the long run, poverty would be
dramatically reduced through better paying jobs.
[EXPLAIN WHY YOUR OPTION MATTERS BELOW]
This matters because: our solvency still is completely valid. We can do our plan to fix poverty which
we have identified as the largest impact in the debate round.

2

Education can solve the income gap and improve the local economy in low-income
neighborhoods
Strauss ’12 [Steven, John L. Weinberg/Goldman Sachs & Co. Visiting Professor at Princeton
University's Woodrow Wilson School, “The Connection Between Education, Income Inequality, and
Unemployment”, Nov. 2, http://www.huffingtonpost.com/steven-strauss/the-connection-betweened_b_1066401.html]
High and rising income inequality in the United States has recently been widely commented upon.
What has not been as widely discussed is the role educational attainment has played in these
disparities. Indeed, America is in some ways two different countries economically, segregated by
educational achievement. Table 1 below shows a significant relationship between income levels
and educational attainment. Basically, the higher the education level, the higher the income. For
example, people with professional degrees earned 6x as much as people who did not graduate from
high school (in 2009: $128,000 vs. $20,000). However, this is not just an income effect. Table 2
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demonstrates that US unemployment rates and educational attainment are also strongly related
to each other. The better educated the group, the lower the unemployment rate — and this
striking result is consistent over a ten-year period and is highly significant. These figures strongly
suggest weak demand in our economy — over a long period — for less educated workers, and
greater demand for more educated workers. Even assuming an imperfect labor market, this indicates
rising wages for workers in demand (high educational attainment), and weak-to-flat wages for
workers not in demand (low educational attainment). At the extremes, if you have less than a high
school education, you’ve spent the last 10 years in a recession — with the lowest
unemployment rate being 7%, and the highest reaching 15%. If you have a four-year college
degree and at least some graduate school, recessions have been mild — with current
unemployment rates of 4.5%, compared to an overall rate of 9%. In many ways, our two
economies have created two separate societies. Those with low educational attainment drift
permanently between recessions and depressions, with little stability. Those with high
educational attainment experience increased wealth, only mild recessions, and interesting
projects with personal growth. Additionally, these numbers suggest that our lack of highly-skilled
knowledge workers is a major binding constraint on the growth of the American economy. In 2006
and 2007, unemployment rates for the highly-skilled group were as low as 2% — a figure viewed as
basically beyond full employment. These results also imply that further economic growth in 2007
would have resulted in even higher wages (and more income inequality) for the more highly
educated group. Interestingly, it appears that high school students are already reacting to these price
signals from the market. In 2000, 63% of high school completers enrolled in college. By 2009, this
number approached 70% (SAUS, Table 276).
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2AC AT: Solvency #3 “Need College Degree”
They say __________________________________________________, but
[GIVE :05 SUMMARY OF OPPONENT’S SINGLE ARGUMENT]

1. Extend our

evidence.

[PUT IN YOUR AUTHOR’S NAME]
It’s much better than their

evidence because:

[PUT IN THEIR AUTHOR’S NAME]
[CIRCLE ONE OR MORE OF THE FOLLOWING OPTIONS]:
(it’s newer)

(the author is more qualified)

(their evidence is not logical/contradicts itself)

(it has more facts)
(history proves it to be true)

(their evidence has no facts) (Their author is biased) (it takes into account their argument)
(

)

(their evidence supports our argument)

[WRITE IN YOUR OWN!]

[EXPLAIN HOW YOUR OPTION IS TRUE BELOW]
________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________
__________________________________________________________________________
[EXPLAIN WHY YOUR OPTION MATTERS BELOW]
and this reason matters because:
__________________________________________________________________________________
__________________________________________________________________________________
__________________________________________________________________________________
__________________________________________________________________________________
______________________________________________________________
2

Education is essential to get a high paying, quality job and it also improves the local
economy—low income communities can dramatically improve their quality of life
Khanna ’16 [Guarav, job-market candidate in Economics at the University of Michigan with interests
in Development Economics, Labor Economics and Applied Econometrics, writer for We Economic
Forum and published in the World Bank, “What’s the economic benefit of education?”, Jan. 5,
https://www.weforum.org/agenda/2016/01/whats-the-economic-benefit-of-education/]
Large-scale educational expansions represent substantial investments of public resources and
benefit households by increasing education levels, and therefore productivity in the local
economy. However, since they impact both individual behavior and labor markets, convincing causal
estimates of their overall benefits are hard to generate. While small-scale, carefully controlled,
researcher-led experiments provide promising evidence about which educational investments are
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effective, for a variety of reasons these estimates may not be valid for large-scale policies.
Importantly, large-scale education programs may have sizable general equilibrium (GE) effects in the
education sector and the labor market that may either undermine or enhance the effectiveness of
the intervention. Accurately estimating and understanding these GE effects are therefore crucial to
assessing the overall benefits of nationwide investments in education. Students who get more
schooling because of such policies may earn higher wages, but they are not affected in
isolation. In the labor market, an expansion in schooling makes skilled workers more abundant
and lowers their equilibrium earnings. At the same time, an increase in the size of the skilled
workforce may attract capital and technology, benefiting skilled workers. These changes to the
structure of the local economy will affect benefits to workers by changing the labor market
returns to schooling – a parameter that labor economists have been debating for at least the last
half century. In the education sector, on the other hand, additional public schools may simply crowdout private schools, diminishing the benefits of schooling expansions. In my job market paper, I
develop a new methodology to causally estimate these GE effects in order to determine the overall
economic consequences and benefits of a nationwide education program in India.
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2AC AT: Solvency #2 “Regulation Harms”
They say __________________________________________________, but
[GIVE :05 SUMMARY OF OPPONENT’S SINGLE ARGUMENT]

1. Extend our

evidence.

[PUT IN YOUR AUTHOR’S NAME]
It’s much better than their

evidence because:

[PUT IN THEIR AUTHOR’S NAME]
[CIRCLE ONE OR MORE OF THE FOLLOWING OPTIONS]:
(it’s newer)

(the author is more qualified)

(their evidence is not logical/contradicts itself)

(it has more facts)
(history proves it to be true)

(their evidence has no facts) (Their author is biased) (it takes into account their argument)
(

)

(their evidence supports our argument)

[WRITE IN YOUR OWN!]

[EXPLAIN HOW YOUR OPTION IS TRUE BELOW]
________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________
__________________________________________________________________________
[EXPLAIN WHY YOUR OPTION MATTERS BELOW]
and this reason matters because:
__________________________________________________________________________________
__________________________________________________________________________________
__________________________________________________________________________________
__________________________________________________________________________________
______________________________________________________________

2 Fair funding would increase overall equality without too much red tape
Center for American Progress ’15 [an independent nonpartisan policy institute that is dedicated to
improving the lives of all Americans, through bold, progressive ideas, as well as strong leadership and
concerted action., “A Fresh Look at School Funding 5 New Ideas for ESEA Reauthorization”, May 18,
https://www.americanprogress.org/issues/education/reports/2015/05/18/113397/a-fresh-look-atschool-funding/]
For years, the Center for American Progress has called on Congress to improve fiscal equity by
closing the “comparability loophole,” which allows local school districts to underinvest in their
low-income schools. CAP has also pushed for improvements to the ESEA Title I formula—which
determines how Title I funds are allocated—and better targeting of funds to the most needy
districts, as well as the implementation weighted student funding formulas in order to provide more
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resources to schools and districts that serve disadvantaged students. While all of these policies
remain valuable—and Congress should implement them—fresh thinking is also needed to achieve
the goal of greater equity in resources. As part of ESEA reauthorization, Congress should consider
new ideas to address inequities in education funding across and within districts, as well as other
measures to improve school financing. Five such ideas are presented below, as is the assertion that
Congress should make improving school finance a top priority in ESEA reauthorization. An
enhanced focus on equity is desperately needed. These proposals aim to level the fiscal playing field
by ensuring that all students receive an equitable share of education dollars. They provide a variety
of carrot-and-stick approaches to achieving similar goals and also include a focus on
productivity. In short, each of these five new ideas would begin to tackle the problem of inequitable
and ineffective funding for low-income districts and schools. Note that while some of these ideas
could be implemented together, they are not a package of reforms; in fact, the first three
proposals represent three different frameworks through which the same goal could be
achieved. Each of the proposals presents a number of different ways for Congress to address
resource equity gaps. They are as follows, in order of importance: Fair Funding Incentive Grants
Flexibility for progressivity Statewide progressive funding Minimum funding for all students Fiscal
assistance teams These five proposals are discussed in greater depth in the remainder of this issue
brief.
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Federal Funding Inequality Neg
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1NC Racism Frontline

1. No impact: racism in the justice system and police force are far worse than in the school
system
New York Times ’17 [Major news outlet, “Sacrificing Black Lives for the American Lie”, Jun. 24,
https://www.nytimes.com/2017/06/24/opinion/sunday/philando-castile-police-shootings.html]
Why are police officers rarely charged for taking black lives, and when they are, why do juries
rarely convict? Many Americans asked this question when a Minnesota jury decided that
Philando Castile was responsible for his own death and that the officer who shot him, Jeronimo
Yanez, did nothing wrong. Many Americans asked it again a few days later, when the police
released the seemingly damning video from the dashboard camera of Officer Yanez’s patrol car. We
may never know why justice is still segregated from black death. Prosecutors, like juries deliberate
behind closed doors. But that has not stopped people trying to find answers. On one side, people
say: America is racist, and jurors are like cops — they hate black people. On the other: The
police account is indisputable. Black lives do not matter. The deeper answer is that black death
matters. It matters to the life of America, by which I mean the blood flow of ideas that give life to
Americans’ perceptions of their nation. In these high-profile cases, it is not just police officers
who are on trial. America is on trial. Either these deaths are justified, and therefore America is
just, or these deaths are unjustified, and America is unjust. Many Americans — possibly most —
think the criminal justice system is fair. Nearly 63 million Americans elected a president who rejects
the idea that there is a systemic war against black people and accepts the idea that there is a
systemic war against cops. A survey by the Pew Research Center last year found that 50 percent
of whites feel the races are treated equally by the police, compared with 16 percent of blacks.
Even more whites feel the races are treated equally in the courts. The survey found that 38
percent of whites think their country has no more racial work to do. These Americans refuse to
see their country as a place where racist politicians and judges maintain laws that form a racist
criminal justice system that produces and defends racist cops who disproportionately kill innocent
black people. When they are told that black males aged 15 to 34 were nine times more likely
than other Americans to be killed by police officers last year, they assume something must be
wrong with those young men, since discrimination is over. They cannot help blaming Mr. Castile,
even though he calmly told the officer about his registered gun, even though he never pulled it out,
even though he had been stopped by officers 49 times in 13 years. “Post-racial” is a new term with
an old pedigree. Ever since Thomas Jefferson wrote “all men are created equal,” Americans have
seen their nation as post-racial, as egalitarian. As a result, Americans defended slavery by
characterizing it as a necessary evil or a positive good. As Florida secessionists stated in their
unpublished Declaration of Causes in 1861, Americans enslaved black people because “their natural
tendency” was toward “idleness, vagrancy and crime.” A century ago, Americans believed the
“Negro problem” had been solved through the separate but equal wings of Jim Crow, so those
who violated its laws deserved to be punished. “The greatest existing cause of lynching is the
perpetration, especially by black men, of the hideous crime of rape,” President Theodore Roosevelt
said in his Annual Message to Congress on Dec. 3, 1906.
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2. No internal link: changing funding will not stop the racist policies done by schools. Their
evidence argues that students are being discriminated against based on the school-toprison pipeline and school policies. The plan only changes funding.
3. No impact: despite inequality still existing, racism has declined over the past century
based on all metrics
Sklar ’17 [Dusty, contributing writer to our magazine and the author of Gods and Beasts: The Nazis
and the Occult, as well as numerous stories and articles, cites multiple studies, “IS RACISM ACTUALLY
IN DECLINE?”, Jan. 30, http://jewishcurrents.org/is-racism-actually-in-decline/]
DESPITE THE RISE in white supremacist activity and the increased visibility of police violence
against people of color, my impression is that non-whites are being accepted more and more
by “mainstream” America as part of the fabric of our culture and economy. There are a number
of signs pointing to that conclusion. Compared to forty years ago, racism in America is today thought
by most to be reprehensible — particularly by young people, whose attitudes are often quite
different from those of their elders. I believe that racism will continue to diminish, since our
younger generation grew up in a far more multicultural environment, which leaves them more
accepting of diversity. In his recent four-hour documentary series on PBS, Black America Since MLK:
And Still I Rise, Harvard professor Henry Louis Gates notes the contributions of African-Americans to
popular culture: “No one can talk about American popular culture without thinking about black
culture. The impact has been so grand and transcendent — the way we talk, the slang we use,
the music that we listen to . . . I wanted to remind people of how thoroughly integrated our
culture is.” The civil rights movement was instrumental in removing barriers to higher
education, and affirmative action programs have certainly helped swell the ranks of black
students matriculating on majority-white campuses. As of 1980, 8 percent of black Americans
had graduated from college; by 2006, 19 percent had completed their bachelor’s degrees. Black
college graduates have definitely affected the class structure of black America. They’ve also caused
remarkable gains in black income among those privileged enough to avail themselves of a college
education. Harvard sociologist William Julius Wilson refers to that as “the most significant change”
since the death of Martin Luther King, pointing out that, when adjusted for inflation to 2014 dollars,
the percentage of African-Americans making at least $75,000 more than doubled from 1970 to
2014, to 21 percent. Those making $100,000 or more nearly quadrupled, to 13 percent.
According to a 1998 report by the Brookings Institute, the number of black college and university
professors more than doubled between 1970 and 1990; the number of black physicians tripled;
the number of black engineers nearly quadrupled; and the number of black attorneys increased
more than sixfold. In 1940, reports Brookings, 60 percent of employed black women worked as
domestic servants; by 1998, that number was down to 2.2 percent, while 60 percent held
white-collar jobs. In 1958, 44 percent of whites said they would move if a black family became
their next-door neighbor. In 1998, the figure was 1 percent. In 1964, the year the Civil Rights
Act was passed, only 18 percent of whites claimed to have a black friend. That became 86
percent in 1998. The Nielsen Report for September 2015 shows the median income of black
households increasing by 3.5 percent from 2011 to 2013, growing more among AfricanAmerican households than among white households, according to the U.S. census. The growth
of black household income is expected to continue as more and more African-Americans avail
themselves of more education. Their college enrollment rates jumped significantly in 2014 to
70.9 percent from 59.3 percent in 2013, whereas the enrollment rate for non-Hispanic whites
went up 67.3 percent, according to the U.S. Bureau of Labor Statistics. A GENERAL SOCIAL SURVEY
reveals that since the 1970s, support for public and political forms of discrimination have diminished
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significantly. While 31 percent of white Southerners favored segregated schools in 1972, so few
people supported that view in 1985 that the question was entirely removed from the survey. In
1972, when whites were asked if they would vote for a black president assuming that he was
qualified for the role and championed by the party with which they were affiliated, 25 percent
nationally said they would not, and 48 percent of Southern whites said they would not. By
2010, only 6 percent of white Southerners declared that they would not vote for a black
president. Camille Charles, a professor of sociology at the University of Pennsylvania, who has
studied the General Social Survey, said that the average white person during the Jim Crow era
explained his or her perception of blacks in terms of biological or genetic difference, but that view
has all but vanished, she says, as the civil rights movement helped whites to understand inequalities
as being based on cultural and historical factors. Maria Krysan, a professor at the University of Illinois
in Chicago, has studied racial attitudes and survey methods for thirty years. She, like Charles, pointed
out the shift away from overtly racist attitudes. “In today’s contemporary race relations,” she says,
“there’s pressure to appear not racist and embrace racial equality.”
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2NC/1NR Racism #1 “Racism in Justice System” Extensions
They say racism in schools is more important , but
[GIVE :05 SUMMARY OF OPPONENT’S SINGLE ARGUMENT]

1. Extend our New York Times evidence.
[PUT IN YOUR AUTHOR’S NAME]
It’s much better than their NPR and Camera evidence because:
THEIR AUTHOR’S NAME]

[PUT IN

[CIRCLE ONE OR MORE OF THE FOLLOWING OPTIONS]:
(it’s newer)

(the author is more qualified)

(their evidence is not logical/contradicts itself)

(it has more facts)
(history proves it to be true)

(their evidence has no facts) (Their author is biased) (it takes into account their argument)
(Our argument is more immediate and important)

(their evidence supports our argument)

[WRITE IN YOUR OWN!]

[EXPLAIN HOW YOUR OPTION IS TRUE BELOW]
Policy shootings and unequal justice directly impact the lives of black and brown people every
single day. Having some funding inequality does not even come close to the shooting of Philando
Castile and many others slain. The mass incarceration of people of color must be resolved for
racism to end.
[EXPLAIN WHY YOUR OPTION MATTERS BELOW]
This matters because: leaving the racism in the justice system will cause it to be projected into
society. It does not matter if some funding is fixed. The police and judges will still be racist and
their impacts will happen.
2 The US prison system is incredibly racist
The Atlantic ’13 [Academic magazine, “How Prisons Change the Balance of Power in America”,
October 7, http://www.theatlantic.com/national/archive/2013/10/how-prisons-change-the-balanceof-power-in-america/280341/]
What has it really cost the United States to build the world’s most massive prison system? To answer
this question, some point to the nearly two million people who are now locked up in an
American prison—overwhelmingly this nation’s poorest, most mentally ill, and least-educated
citizens—and ponder the moral costs. Others have pointed to the enormous expense of having
more than seven million Americans under some form of correctional supervision and argued that the
system is not economically sustainable. Still others highlight the high price that our nation’s
already most-fragile communities, in particular, have paid for the rise of such an enormous
carceral state. A few have also asked Americans to consider what it means for the future of our
society that our system of punishment is so deeply racialized. With so many powerful arguments
being made against our current criminal justice system, why then does it persist? Why haven’t the
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American people, particularly those who are most negatively affected by this most unsettling and
unsavory state of affairs, undone the policies that have led us here? The answer, in part, stems from
the fact that locking up unprecedented numbers of citizens over the last forty years has itself
made the prison system highly resistant to reform through the democratic process. To an extent
that few Americans have yet appreciated, record rates of incarceration have, in fact, undermined
our American democracy, both by impacting who gets to vote and how votes are counted.
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2NC/1NR Racism #2 “Funding won’t Fix Discrimination” Extensions
They say __________________________________________________, but
[GIVE :05 SUMMARY OF OPPONENT’S SINGLE ARGUMENT]

1. Extend our

evidence.

[PUT IN YOUR AUTHOR’S NAME]
It’s much better than their

evidence because:

[PUT IN THEIR AUTHOR’S NAME]
[CIRCLE ONE OR MORE OF THE FOLLOWING OPTIONS]:
(it’s newer)

(the author is more qualified)

(their evidence is not logical/contradicts itself)

(it has more facts)
(history proves it to be true)

(their evidence has no facts) (Their author is biased) (it takes into account their argument)
(

)

(their evidence supports our argument)

[WRITE IN YOUR OWN!]

[EXPLAIN HOW YOUR OPTION IS TRUE BELOW]
________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________
__________________________________________________________________________
[EXPLAIN WHY YOUR OPTION MATTERS BELOW]
and this reason matters because:
__________________________________________________________________________________
__________________________________________________________________________________
__________________________________________________________________________________
__________________________________________________________________________________
______________________________________________________________
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2NC/1NR Racism #3 “Racism Reducing” Extensions
They say __________________________________________________, but
[GIVE :05 SUMMARY OF OPPONENT’S SINGLE ARGUMENT]

1. Extend our

evidence.

[PUT IN YOUR AUTHOR’S NAME]
It’s much better than their

evidence because:

[PUT IN THEIR AUTHOR’S NAME]
[CIRCLE ONE OR MORE OF THE FOLLOWING OPTIONS]:
(it’s newer)

(the author is more qualified)

(their evidence is not logical/contradicts itself)

(it has more facts)
(history proves it to be true)

(their evidence has no facts) (Their author is biased) (it takes into account their argument)
(

)

(their evidence supports our argument)

[WRITE IN YOUR OWN!]

[EXPLAIN HOW YOUR OPTION IS TRUE BELOW]
________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________
__________________________________________________________________________
[EXPLAIN WHY YOUR OPTION MATTERS BELOW]
and this reason matters because:
__________________________________________________________________________________
__________________________________________________________________________________
__________________________________________________________________________________
__________________________________________________________________________________
______________________________________________________________

2 Data and new generation overwhelmingly show decline in racism
Kenny ’17 [Charles, senior fellow at the Center for Global Development and author of "The Upside of
Down: Why the Rise of the Rest is Great for the West.", “The data are in: Young people are
increasingly less racist than old people”, May 24, https://qz.com/983016/the-data-are-in-youngpeople-are-definitely-less-racist-than-old-people/]
In the 1960s, almost half of white respondents in the US suggested they would move if a black
family moved in next door. But the proportion of Americans reporting to the World Values
Survey that they were uncomfortable living next to someone of a different race fell from 8% in
the 1980s to 6% today. Again, in 1958, only 4% of Americans approved of interracial marriage
according to Gallup polling. Support only crossed the 50% threshold in 1997. It has now
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reached 87%. Although people can lie to surveyors about their beliefs, the polling matches up
with behavioral change: in 1980, less than 7% of marriages were between spouses of a different
race or ethnicity in the United States. That climbed to 15% by 2010. There were 6,336 racially or
ethnically motivated hate crimes reported by the FBI in 1994—that dropped to 3,310 in 2015. And it
isn’t just the US: the World Values Survey has data on the question about being uncomfortable living
next to neighbors of a different race for 29 countries—home to 60% of the planet’s population,
covering two waves of the survey—1999 to 2004 and 2010 to 2014. Progress is far from universal:
sixteen countries have seen a decline in racism on this measure; in one country, attitudes remained
unchanged; and in twelve (seven of them in Europe), attitudes have become worse. But the data
suggests that about 23% of the world would have reported discomfort living next to someone
of a different race in the early 2000s compared to 17% in the early 2010s. In India, for example,
42% of respondents reported they wouldn’t want to live next door to someone of a different
race fifteen years ago, that has dropped to 26% more recently. In Argentina, fewer than 1%
display racism on this measure. Improving attitudes worldwide are reflected in a changed legal
environment: the political scientists Victor Asal and Amy Pate studied laws affecting ethnic minorities
in 124 countries between 1950 and 2003. Over that time, the proportion of countries with policies
discriminating against ethnic minorities fell from 44% to 19%, while the proportion with policies
favoring minorities increased from 7% to 25%. Even if reported racist attitudes may be on the
decline, attitudes can persist after people stop wanting to admit them to pollsters. And racism
remains a huge social and economic problem. In the US, it remains a major contributory factor to
outcomes including depression, ill health, lower employment and wages, and convictions and jail
time. Worldwide, New York University’s Debraj Ray and colleagues have shown that ethnic division
remains a major contributory factor to civil conflicts (although the silver lining is that some of that
conflict is linked to ethnic groups losing privileged status). Nonetheless, the trend towards less
discriminatory attitudes, matched by a trend towards less legal discrimination worldwide, is a
hopeful sign that racism is on the retreat—and it is likely that progress will continue, because
young people are less racist than their elders. In France, for example, although Le Pen did
comparatively well among youth voters in the first round of the election, young people overall are
significantly less likely to say they did not want to live next to people of another race than old people
in the last World Values Survey (14% of those under thirty compared to 31% of those above the age
of fifty). Thankfully, Le Pen and Trump represent a way of thinking that is dying out.
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1NC Poverty Frontline

1. No impact: global inequality is dramatically down and will continue to improve
Qiu ’16 [Linda, PolitiFact staff writer based in Washington. She has previously written for
PunditFact, National Geographic, and the Pulitzer Center on Crisis Reporting. She is a
graduate of the University of Chicago, “Did we really reduce extreme poverty by half in 30
years?”, Mar. 23, http://www.politifact.com/global-news/statements/2016/mar/23/gaylesmith/did-we-really-reduce-extreme-poverty-half-30-years/]
At the dawn of the new millennium, the United Nations set a goal of eradicating poverty
by 2030. With 14 years left to go, we’ve already reduced the proportion of destitute
people in world by 50 percent, according to U.S. Agency for International Development
administrator Gayle Smith. "I think everyone in the room knows that this is a moment of
extraordinary progress. Over the last 30 years, extreme poverty has been cut in half.
Boys and girls are enrolling in primary school at nearly equal rates, and there are half
as many children out of school today as there were 15 years ago," Smith said in a speech
on Capitol Hill. We looked at the education figures in a separate fact-check, but we also
wondered if extreme poverty really has been halved. According the World Bank, the
reduction is actually greater than what Smith stated. The global poverty line Extreme
poverty typically refers to the minimum consumption level of the world’s poorest
people. The World Bank first defined this in 1990 as living on $1 a day or less, by converting
the national poverty lines of a group of the poorest countries into a common currency based
on their purchasing power. Since then, the World Bank has raised the bar every few years to
adjust for inflation. A spokesperson for USAID referred us to a United Nations report based
on the 2008 definition of $1.25 a day or less. According to the report, the proportion of
people living in extreme poverty fell from 36 percent in 1990 to 15 percent in 2011 — a
58 percent reduction in 21 years, more than what Smith claimed. By the current metric
of $1.90 a day, the decline is even greater. According to the World Bank, 1.9 billion
people (or 37.1 percent of the global population) lived on less than $1.90 a day in 1990,
compared to a projected 702 million (9.6 percent) in 2015. That’s a 74.1 percent
decline in 25 years.
2. No impact and turn: funding is actually greater for minority students today than white
students and the plan mismanages federal money
Richwine ’11 [Jason, Senior Policy Analyst in the Center for Data Analysis (CDA) at The Heritage
Foundation., “The Myth of Racial Disparities in Public School Funding”, Apr. 20,
http://www.heritage.org/education/report/the-myth-racial-disparities-public-school-funding]
These commentators are mistaken on two levels. First, increasing school spending has rarely
led to better outcomes.[8] Second, and more fundamentally, based on data from the U.S.
Department of Education itself, the assumed funding disparities between racial and ethnic
groups do not exist. Existing Literature. Past research on educational resource disparities has often
avoided direct calculations of per-pupil spending. Darling-Hammond, for example, has written
extensively on specific inputs, particularly teacher certifications, that tend to be lower in schools with
large minority populations. But deficiencies in certain resources do not necessarily indicate an
overall disparity. Other analysts, such as Jonathan Kozol, have explored case studies of poorly
funded minority schools, but the limited set of examples are not representative of the national
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picture.[9] The Education Trust, a non-profit advocacy group committed to closing the achievement
gap, published a 2005 report on funding differences between the highest-minority and lowestminority school districts in states and large cities.[10] Leaving out the districts in the middle,
however, can lead to misleading results. One of the more rigorous reports on funding
disparities was published by the Urban Institute.[11] The authors of the study combined
district-level spending data with the racial and ethnic composition of schools within districts.
They found that spending on minority students eclipsed spending on white students in the
early 1980s and remained slightly higher through 2002, the most recent year in their study.
3. No impact: Government assistance improves people’s lives and prevents destitute poverty
The Guardian ’14 [Major European news outlet, “Welfare programs shown to reduce poverty in
America”, Nov. 12, https://www.theguardian.com/money/us-money-blog/2014/nov/12/socialwelfare-programs-food-stamps-reduce-poverty-america]
Pew Charitable Trusts imagines an America without social welfare programs More than 45
million Americans are currently living in poverty Without social security, the poverty rate for
Americans 65 and older would jump nearly 40%Food stamps. Unemployment benefits. Social
security. Earned income tax credits. Do these social welfare programs work? Yes, according to a
new study from the Pew Charitable Trusts. Safety nets like food stamps prevent millions more
people from struggling to put food on the table, says Jake Grovum, who analyzed the data for the
Pew Charitable Trusts. Consider Grovum’s findings: For people of all ages, the official poverty rate in
the US was 14.5%. That’s equivalent to 45.3 million people. Without food stamps, the poverty rate
would be 17.10% – another 8 million Americans would be living in poverty. Without social
security, the poverty rate for Americans 65 and older would be 52.67% instead of the current
14.6%. Without tax credits like the federal earned income tax credit, poverty for children under
18 would be 22.8% instead of the official poverty rate of 19.9%. These numbers are important.
US lawmakers have long struggled to show exactly how and where certain types of government
assistance are helping Americans stay out of poverty.
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2NC/1NR Poverty #1 “Poverty Declining” Extensions
They say inequality is increasing, but
[GIVE :05 SUMMARY OF OPPONENT’S SINGLE ARGUMENT]

1 Extend our Qiu evidence.
[PUT IN YOUR AUTHOR’S NAME]
It’s much better than their NPR and Camera evidence because:
IN THEIR AUTHOR’S NAME]

[PUT

[CIRCLE ONE OR MORE OF THE FOLLOWING OPTIONS]:
(it’s newer)

(the author is more qualified)

(their evidence is not logical/contradicts itself)

(it has more facts)
(history proves it to be true)

(their evidence has no facts) (Their author is biased) (it takes into account their argument)
(Our author cites more studies/authors)

(their evidence supports our argument)

[WRITE IN YOUR OWN!]

[EXPLAIN HOW YOUR OPTION IS TRUE BELOW]
Qiu writes”Over the last 30 years, extreme poverty has been cut in half”. That is a huge jump in
quality of life and at that rate, poverty will be reduced very fast as the world becomes more
wealthy. Also, Qiu draws from over three different UN organizations which all gather data
internationally.
[EXPLAIN WHY YOUR OPTION MATTERS BELOW]
This matters because: if global poverty is on the decline, then there is no need for plan. Society will
move forward to reduce poverty and improve people’s lives through employment and wealth
spread.
2 Our generation will end extreme poverty by 2030
The World Bank ’15 [Major international organization focused on free trade and poverty reduction,
“World Bank Forecasts Global Poverty to Fall Below 10% for First Time; Major Hurdles Remain in
Goal to End Poverty by 2030”, Oct. 4, http://www.worldbank.org/en/news/pressrelease/2015/10/04/world-bank-forecasts-global-poverty-to-fall-below-10-for-first-time-majorhurdles-remain-in-goal-to-end-poverty-by-2030]
The number of people living in extreme poverty around the world is likely to fall to under 10
percent of the global population in 2015, according to World Bank projections released today,
giving fresh evidence that a quarter-century-long sustained reduction in poverty is moving the
world closer to the historic goal of ending poverty by 2030. The Bank uses an updated
international poverty line of US $1.90 a day, which incorporates new information on
differences in the cost of living across countries (the PPP exchange rates). The new line preserves
the real purchasing power of the previous line (of $1.25 a day in 2005 prices) in the world’s poorest
countries. Using this new line (as well as new country-level data on living standards), the World Bank
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projects that global poverty will have fallen from 902 million people or 12.8 per cent of the global
population in 2012 to 702 million people, or 9.6 per cent of the global population, this year. Actual
poverty data from low income countries come with a considerable lag but the organization, which
released the information on the eve of its Annual Meetings in Lima, Peru, based its current
projections on the latest available data. Jim Yong Kim, World Bank Group President, said that the
continued major reductions in poverty were due to strong growth rates in developing countries
in recent years, investments in people’s education, health, and social safety nets that helped
keep people from falling back into poverty. He cautioned, however, that with slowing global
economic growth, and with many of the world’s remaining poor people living in fragile and conflictaffected states, and the considerable depth and breadth of remaining poverty, the goal to end
extreme poverty remained a highly ambitious target. “This is the best story in the world today -these projections show us that we are the first generation in human history that can end extreme
poverty,’’ Kim said. “This new forecast of poverty falling into the single digits should give us new
momentum and help us focus even more clearly on the most effective strategies to end extreme
poverty. It will be extraordinarily hard, especially in a period of slower global growth, volatile
financial markets, conflicts, high youth unemployment, and the growing impact of climate change.
But it remains within our grasp, as long as our high aspirations are matched by country-led plans that
help the still millions of people living in extreme poverty.”
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2NC/1NR Poverty #2 “Inequality Myth” Extensions
They say __________________________________________________, but
[GIVE :05 SUMMARY OF OPPONENT’S SINGLE ARGUMENT]

1 Extend our

evidence.

[PUT IN YOUR AUTHOR’S NAME]
It’s much better than their

evidence because:

[PUT IN THEIR AUTHOR’S NAME]
[CIRCLE ONE OR MORE OF THE FOLLOWING OPTIONS]:
(it’s newer)

(the author is more qualified)

(their evidence is not logical/contradicts itself)

(it has more facts)
(history proves it to be true)

(their evidence has no facts) (Their author is biased) (it takes into account their argument)
(

)

(their evidence supports our argument)

[WRITE IN YOUR OWN!]

[EXPLAIN HOW YOUR OPTION IS TRUE BELOW]
________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________
__________________________________________________________________________
[EXPLAIN WHY YOUR OPTION MATTERS BELOW]
and this reason matters because:
__________________________________________________________________________________
__________________________________________________________________________________
__________________________________________________________________________________
__________________________________________________________________________________
______________________________________________________________
2

Funding inequality is a myth and there are multiple factors that cause the achievement
gap unrelated to funding
Richwine ’11 [Jason, Senior Policy Analyst in the Center for Data Analysis (CDA) at The Heritage
Foundation., “The Myth of Racial Disparities in Public School Funding”, Apr. 20,
http://www.heritage.org/education/report/the-myth-racial-disparities-public-school-funding]
Nationwide, raw per-pupil spending is similar across racial and ethnic groups. The small differences
that do exist favor non-white students. After breaking down the data by region, the non-white
funding advantage becomes more pronounced. In the Northeast, for example, blacks receive over
$2,000 more than whites in per-pupil funding per year. The region with the smallest differences is
the South, where spending on black and Hispanic students is only slightly higher than on whites.
Adjusted for cost of living, the differences narrow. Asian and Hispanic students receive slightly
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less money than whites overall, while blacks receive slightly more. Regional differences persist
after the adjustment, especially in the Northeast. Discussion The results in the previous section are
straightforward—minority students receive about as much public school funding as white students.
However, there are two additional issues that complicate the debate over school financing: 1.
Funding Disparities Within Districts. The preceding analysis assigns each student the per-pupil
spending level of his or her district, meaning that the analysis cannot capture funding differences
within districts at the school level.[15] This limitation is unlikely to be a problem in smaller suburban
and rural districts, where socioeconomic differences are less pronounced. In big-city districts, such as
New York or Chicago, however, intra-district funding disparities are a potential issue. Indeed, DarlingHammond, the University of Washington’s Marguerite Roza, and other education analysts have
focused on possible disparities at the school level, particularly the tendency for veteran
teachers to avoid schools with low-income and high-minority student bodies.[16] District
policies often allow teachers with higher seniority to move to their preferred schools within the
same district. It is difficult to know how important this phenomenon is, since teaching experience is
a weak predictor of teacher quality.[17] Data from the 1990s indicate that young teachers in highminority schools are, if anything, more qualified than the average teacher, but they are also more
likely to desire a different career.[18] To the extent that money is indeed distributed inefficiently
within districts, it is the result of poor public administration, not a lack of appropriated funds.
Though minority students face many obstacles in getting a quality education from the public school
system, an inequitable commitment of resources from taxpayers is not one of them. 2. Accounting
for Differences in Student Needs. Since school funding is so similar across racial and ethnic groups, it
cannot be the proximate cause of group differences in school achievement. Still, some analysts now
argue that education funding is not equitable unless far more money is spent on minority students
compared to white students. Indeed, a 1998 NCES report used a student-needs adjustment that
made school funding “equitable” only if poor students (usually defined as qualifying for free or
reduced-fee lunch) received 20 percent more per-pupil funding than non-poor students.[19] The
justification is that poor and minority students face greater socioeconomic problems outside the
classroom, necessitating greater education spending as a kind of remediation. This revised view of
school funding is very different from the one espoused by the NAACP, Kozol, and others quoted
earlier. The original argument made by equalization advocates identified the alleged disparity in
school funding as the cause of lower minority achievement. Under the revised view, the cause
must be problems outside the classroom, and spending is considered equitable only if it is high
enough to remediate those problems. The degree to which student-needs adjustments are
appropriate is beyond the scope of this paper, which specifically focuses on refuting the claim that
minority students receive less funding for school than white students. Clearly, students with physical
handicaps or language barriers will require more resources than students without them, but whether
poverty by itself or low ability by itself requires statistical adjustment is questionable. Student-needs
adjustments taken to an extreme could imply that no level of school funding—no matter how
generous to minority students—could ever be considered “equitable” as long as achievement
disparities remain. That debate aside, it is a mistake to assume that funding increases for public
schools can close the achievement gap. Purchasing more educational resources is a popular idea,
but rigorous studies on reduced class sizes, graduate degrees for teachers, and enhanced
amenities in schools suggest little or no impact on student achievement.[20] Conclusion
Although it is often blamed for the racial achievement gap, unequal school funding is largely a
myth. Per-pupil spending in the U.S. is broadly similar across racial and ethnic groups. If any one
group enjoys an advantage in funding, it is black students, especially in the Northeastern states.
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Group differences in school achievement cannot be the result of an unequal commitment of
resources to minority students, and simple increases in public school funding are not likely to close
the gaps.
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2NC/1NR Poverty “Government Assistance” Extensions
They say __________________________________________________, but
[GIVE :05 SUMMARY OF OPPONENT’S SINGLE ARGUMENT]

1 Extend our

evidence.

[PUT IN YOUR AUTHOR’S NAME]
It’s much better than their

evidence because:

[PUT IN THEIR AUTHOR’S NAME]
[CIRCLE ONE OR MORE OF THE FOLLOWING OPTIONS]:
(it’s newer)

(the author is more qualified)

(their evidence is not logical/contradicts itself)

(it has more facts)
(history proves it to be true)

(their evidence has no facts) (Their author is biased) (it takes into account their argument)
(

)

(their evidence supports our argument)

[WRITE IN YOUR OWN!]

[EXPLAIN HOW YOUR OPTION IS TRUE BELOW]
________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________
__________________________________________________________________________
[EXPLAIN WHY YOUR OPTION MATTERS BELOW]
and this reason matters because:
__________________________________________________________________________________
__________________________________________________________________________________
__________________________________________________________________________________
__________________________________________________________________________________
______________________________________________________________
2 Not only is there a safety net, but employment is at all time highs
Reuters ’17 [News organization focused on domestic issues, “U.S. job growth rebounds sharply,
unemployment rate falls to 4.4 percent”, May 7, http://www.reuters.com/article/us-usa-economyidUSKBN1810BZ]
WASHINGTON U.S. job growth rebounded sharply in April and the unemployment rate dropped
to 4.4 percent, near a 10-year low, pointing to a tightening labor market that likely seals the case
for an interest rate increase next month despite moderate wage growth. Nonfarm payrolls surged
by 211,000 jobs last month after a paltry gain of 79,000 in March, the Labor Department said on
Friday. April's job growth, which was broad-based, surpassed this year's monthly average of
185,000. There were hefty increases in leisure and hospitality, healthcare and social assistance as
well as business and professional services payrolls. The drop of one-tenth of a percentage point in
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the jobless rate took it to its lowest level since May 2007 and well below the most recent
Federal Reserve median forecast for full employment. "These developments should keep the Fed
firmly on track to hike rates again in June and should motivate a hawkish shift in the interest rate
forecasts they will release at that meeting," said Michael Feroli, an economist at JPMorgan in New
York. The hiring rebound supports the U.S. central bank's contention that the pedestrian 0.7
percent annualized economic growth pace in the first quarter was likely "transitory," and its
optimism that economic activity would expand at a "moderate" pace. The Fed on Wednesday
kept its benchmark overnight interest rate unchanged and said it expected labor market conditions
would "strengthen somewhat further." It raised rates by a quarter of a percentage point in March
and has forecast two more increases this year. Financial markets are pricing in a roughly 83 percent
probability of a 25-basis-point rate increase at the Fed's June 13-14 policy meeting, according to CME
Group's FedWatch program.
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1NC Solvency Frontline

1. No solvency: the plan only reallocates money based on poverty. That does not necessarily
help people of color. Most of the funds will fix poverty in rural areas and do nothing for
black and brown folk. This means they don’t solve their racism advantage.
2. Solvency turn: regulations cause tax increases, more testing, teacher cuts, and are
fundamentally unfair
Camera ’16 [Lauren, writer for U.S. News & World Report, “Halting the Quest for Equality”, Sept. 1,
https://www.usnews.com/news/blogs/data-mine/2016/01/13/achievement-gap-between-whiteand-black-students-still-gaping]
But Kline and others argue the regulation would go beyond the scope of the law and that the
Education Department is overreaching. "America's poorest neighborhoods will be hit the
hardest as communities are forced to relocate teachers, raise taxes or both," Kline said, who
framed the regulation as a "multi-billion dollar regulatory tax" that would "wreak havoc" on
schools and students. The GOP lawmakers were backed by a broad coalition of education
organizations Wednesday, including, notably, both national teachers unions. "These regulations
attempt to circumvent congressional intent and create ripples that extend far beyond the regulations
to which they pertain," said Lily Eskelsen Garcia, president of the 3-million-member National
Education Association. Trying to prove the Title I funding is supplemental using one of the four
options, she underscored, would have a devastating impact on schools. "Schools would be reduced
to dollar signs, and people would be spending inordinate amount of time playing games with
numbers just to make them come out right," she said. For example, she explained: "You have two
school districts and one of them has a school nurse and the other one doesn't. Do you fire the
school nurse so it makes your dollar signs equal out? So instead of helping kids, you hurt them?
Instead of getting a school nurse for the school without one, you get rid of one at another
school?"
3. No solvency: a college degree is the real possibility for getting a quality job, the plan is not
enough
CNN Money ’16 [“College grads are getting nearly all the jobs”, Jun. 30,
http://money.cnn.com/2016/06/30/news/economy/college-grads-jobs/index.html]
Got a college degree? Then it's much more likely that you could land a job in the economic
recovery. Of the 11.6 million jobs created after the Great Recession, 8.4 million went to those
with at least a bachelor's degree, according to a new report from the Center on Education and the
Workforce at Georgetown University. Another 3 million went to those with associate's degrees or
some college education. Employers increasingly want workers with at least some college
education, be it a degree or even a certificate in a trade, such as nursing assistant or welding, from
a technical or community college. "College level skills determines access to decent jobs now,"
said Anthony Carnevale, the center's director and lead author of the report. "The modern economy
continues to leave Americans without a college education behind."S ome 45% of Americans age
25 to 64 have an associate's degree or higher, while 23% have at least a bachelor's degree. Some
42% of young adults age 18 to 24 are enrolled in higher education. Americans with only high school
diplomas represent a shrinking share of the workforce. This year, for the first time, college grads
made up a larger slice of the labor market than those without higher education, by 36% to 34%,
respectively. Until the early 80s, more than 70% of Americans entered the workforce right out of
high school. College grads are also more likely to get "good jobs," which Georgetown defines as
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paying more than $53,000 a year. An earlier study found that 2.8 million of these jobs went to
those with bachelor's degrees between 2010 and 2014, while 152,000 went to those with associate's
degrees or some college courses. Those with only high school diplomas lost 39,000 of these
positions. The Great Recession hit hard those who never went to college, and they have not
recovered. Of the 7.2 million jobs lost between December 2007 and January 2010, 5.6 million
were for workers with no more than high school diplomas. They've only recovered 1% of those
losses over the past six years.
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2NC/1NR Solvency #1 “Poverty Prevents Education” Extensions
They say education can fix poverty , but
[GIVE :05 SUMMARY OF OPPONENT’S SINGLE ARGUMENT]

1 Extend our American Psychological Association evidence.
[PUT IN YOUR AUTHOR’S NAME]
It’s much better than their New York Times evidence because:
THEIR AUTHOR’S NAME]

[PUT IN

[CIRCLE ONE OR MORE OF THE FOLLOWING OPTIONS]:
(it’s newer)

(the author is more qualified)

(their evidence is not logical/contradicts itself)

(it has more facts)
(history proves it to be true)

(their evidence has no facts) (Their author is biased) (it takes into account their argument)
(

)

(their evidence supports our argument)

[WRITE IN YOUR OWN!]

[EXPLAIN HOW YOUR OPTION IS TRUE BELOW]
Our evidence considers real life experiences of people in poverty today. Their evidence is about
future generations who will have to endure poverty. Their evidence is too theoretical. Our APA
evidence says that students are 4.5 times more likely to drop out of school and face psychological
stress.
[EXPLAIN WHY YOUR OPTION MATTERS BELOW]
This matters because: if students drop out before they can get an education, then they will not be
able to get gainful employment. We must address the poverty that is happening today before we
can solve poverty in the school system. This means that the aff cannot fix their problem.
2 Income inequality causes feelings of low self-worth and leaving school
Brookings Institute ’16 [Major international think tank, “Income Inequality, Social Mobility, and the
Decision to Drop Out Of High School”, Spring, https://www.brookings.edu/bpea-articles/incomeinequality-social-mobility-and-the-decision-to-drop-out-of-high-school/]
Low-Income Boys in Higher Inequality Areas Drop Out of School More Often than Low-Income Boys
in Lower Inequality Areas, Limiting Social Mobility, New Brookings Paper Finds “Economic despair”
may contribute if those at the bottom do not believe they have the ability to achieve middle
class status Greater income gaps between those at the bottom and middle of the income
distribution lead low-income boys to drop out of high school more often than their counterparts in
lower inequality areas, suggesting that there is an important link between income inequality and
reduced rates of upward mobility, according to a new paper presented today at the Brookings Panel
on Activity. The finding has implications for social policy, implying a need for interventions that
focus on bolstering low-income adolescents’ perceptions of what they could achieve in life. In
“Income Inequality, Social Mobility, and the Decision to Drop Out Of High School,” Brookings
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Nonresident Senior Fellow and University of Maryland economics professor Melissa S. Kearney and
Wellesley economics professor Phillip B. Levine propose a channel through which income inequality
might lead to less upward mobility—often assumed to be the case but not yet fully proven. The
conventional thinking among economists is that income inequality provides incentives for
individuals to invest more in order to achieve the higher income position in society, but
Kearney and Levine observe that if low-income youth view middle-class life as out of reach,
they might decide to invest less in their own economic future.
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2NC/1NR Solvency #2 “Regulations Hurt Education” Extensions
They say __________________________________________________, but
[GIVE :05 SUMMARY OF OPPONENT’S SINGLE ARGUMENT]

1 Extend our

evidence.

[PUT IN YOUR AUTHOR’S NAME]
It’s much better than their

evidence because:

[PUT IN THEIR AUTHOR’S NAME]
[CIRCLE ONE OR MORE OF THE FOLLOWING OPTIONS]:
(it’s newer)

(the author is more qualified)

(their evidence is not logical/contradicts itself)

(it has more facts)
(history proves it to be true)

(their evidence has no facts) (Their author is biased) (it takes into account their argument)
(

)

(their evidence supports our argument)

[WRITE IN YOUR OWN!]

[EXPLAIN HOW YOUR OPTION IS TRUE BELOW]
________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________
__________________________________________________________________________
[EXPLAIN WHY YOUR OPTION MATTERS BELOW]
and this reason matters because:
__________________________________________________________________________________
__________________________________________________________________________________
__________________________________________________________________________________
__________________________________________________________________________________
______________________________________________________________
2 Solvency Turn: increased regulations mean more testing which destroys learning
Walker ’14 [Tim, writer for National Education Association, “NEA Survey: Nearly Half Of Teachers
Consider Leaving Profession Due to Standardized Testing”, Nov. 4,
http://neatoday.org/2014/11/02/nea-survey-nearly-half-of-teachers-consider-leaving-professiondue-to-standardized-testing-2/]
U.S. Education Secretary Arne Duncan recently conceded that too much standardized testing was
“sucking the oxygen out of the room” and causing “undue stress.” Although some of the nation’s
educators may have been encouraged by Duncan’s words, most policymakers have spent the past
decade ignoring calls from teachers to curb high-stakes testing. But what is it about standardized
testing specifically that makes it toxic to so many educators? To help answer this question,
researchers at the National Education Association collected and analyzed phone survey data from
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1500 PreK-12 teachers. Four specific factors emerged that, taken together, reveal a teaching
force frustrated with the impact high stakes testing has had on students and on morale. Too
Much Pressure According to the NEA survey, a majority of teachers reported feeling considerable
pressure to improve test scores. 72 percent replied that they felt “moderate” or “extreme”
pressure from both school and district administrators. From fellow teachers and parents,
however, a large majority of respondents said they felt very little or no pressure. The fact that
increasing numbers of parents nationwide no longer want their children to be exposed to a
one-size-fits-all education approach may help explain the disparity between them and school
and district officials. Negative Impact on the Classroom Forty-two percent of the surveyed
teachers reported that the emphasis on improving standardized test scores had a “negative
impact” on their classroom, while only 15 percent said the impact was “positive.” Over the past
decade, the high stakes testing regime has squeezed out much of the curriculum that can make
schools an engaging and enriching experience for students, and teachers have been forced to
dilute their creativity to teach to the test. “I would much rather help students learn how to
conduct research and how to discuss and how to explore controversies and how to complete
multi-task projects than teach them how to recall this or that fact for an exam,” explains teacher
Connie Fawcett. Time Wasted The sheer volume of tests that teachers are tasked with administering
and preparing students for is enormously time-consuming. Fifty-two percent of teachers surveyed
said they spend too much time on testing and test prep. The average teacher now reports
spending about 30 percent of their work time on testing-related tasks, including preparing
students, proctoring, and reviewing results of standardized tests. Teresa Smith Johnson, a 5th grade
teacher in Georgia, says her school spends a minimum of 8 weeks testing during the school year.
“That doesn’t include preparing for testing, talking about testing, and examining data from testing,”
she adds. “Imagine what we could do with that time. There must be a better plan.” ‘Test and Punish’
Education “reformers” are obsessed with rooting out “bad” teachers, and they have persuaded
lawmakers across the nation that the only quick ‘n’ easy way to do that is to tie teacher
evaluation to test scores. Over 40 percent of surveyed members reported that their school
placed “moderate” to “extreme” emphasis on students’ test scores to evaluate their
performance. But using scores this way is losing support among the general public. According to the
recent PDK poll on the public’s attitude towards public education, only 38 percent of the public – and
only 31 percent of parents – support using students’ standardized test scores to evaluate teachers.
“Educators know that real accountability in public schools requires all stakeholders to place student
needs at the center of all efforts,” says NEA President Lily Eskelsen García. “Real accountability in
public schools requires that everyone—lawmakers, teachers, principals, parents and students—
partner in accepting responsibility for improving student learning.” Testing and Teacher Morale
While it’s clear from the survey that over-testing has taken its toll on classrooms across the country,
what’s the cumulative effect on teachers? Teachers love their work, and the NEA survey found that
75 percent of teachers are satisfied with their jobs. However, the data also indicate that toxic testing
environments contribute to lower job satisfaction and thoughts of leaving the profession. Despite
the high level of overall satisfaction, nearly half (45 percent) of surveyed member teachers have
considered quitting because of standardized testing. Teachers are dedicated individuals and many
succeed in focusing on the positive, but the fact that testing has prompted such a high percentage of
educators to contemplate such a move underscores its corrosive effect on the profession.
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3 Funding increases have not shown any results—other factors make educational efforts fail
McCluskey ’17 [Neal, director of The Cato Institute’s Center for Educational Freedom and author of
the book Feds in the Classroom: How Big Government Corrupts, Cripples, and Compromises
American Education, “Yes – you absolutely can, in good conscience, cut the federal education
budget”, May 25, http://hechingerreport.org/opinion-yes-%C2%AD%C2%AD%C2%AD-absolutelycan-good-conscience-cut-federal-education-budget/]
Or take the 21st Century Community Learning Centers program, a $1.2 billion effort to fund afterschool programming. Again the intention is laudable, and proposing to end the program at first blush
sounds cruel. But just as with student aid, we need to ask if the program works, among other
things, before declaring elimination to be good or bad. What federal studies have found is
essentially no positive outcomes and a negative impact on student behavior. There is, indeed,
little evidence that the overall federal role in education has been positive. While federal spending
has ballooned over the last several decades, test scores for 17-year-olds — essentially the K-12
system’s “final products”—have been stagnant. In higher education, prices have ballooned and
debt along with them, while the percentage of low-income students completing four-year
degrees has remained tiny and credentials have been rendered increasingly hollow.

4 Funding increases have been tremendous and have had no impact
Harrington ’11 [Elizabeth, writer for CNS News, cites multiple studies, “Education Spending Up 64%
Under No Child Left Behind But Test Scores Improve Little”, Sept. 26,
http://www.cnsnews.com/news/article/education-spending-64-under-no-child-left-behind-testscores-improve-little]
Although federal education spending has increased by nearly 64 percent since the inception of the
No Child Left Behind education law, there has been little improvement in America’s test scores and
an overall further diminishment of U.S. education on the world stage. President Barack Obama
unveiled his plan last week to grant waivers to states that cannot meet certain provisions in No Child
Left Behind, or the Elementary and Secondary Education Act (ESEA), which Congress passed in 2001
and which set national standards for achievement in Public Schools. No Child Left Behind requires
schools to reach proficient levels of Adequate Yearly Progress (AYP) by 2014, which many states are
currently far from reaching. Ten years of living under No Child Left Behind has brought billions of
dollars in increased appropriations to the U.S. Department of Education and no substantial
progress in the education of America's public school students. From 2000 to 2001, total
appropriations for the Education Department increased by 9 percent. By 2002, after No Child
Left Behind was implemented, appropriations had increased by 33.6 percent, going from $42.1
billion in 2001 to $56.2 billion the following year, according to the Education Department. (See
edhistory.pdf .) The increase in funding from 2000 to 2010 was 63.8 percent, as the department saw
an added $24.6 billion to its budget, according to the Education Department Web site. In the year
following implementation of No Child Left Behind, total mandatory and discretionary spending for
elementary and secondary schools jumped by $9.5 billion. Prior to the law, total appropriations for
the Department went up less than $3 billion per year.
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2NC/1NR Solvency #3 “College Key” Extensions
They say __________________________________________________, but
[GIVE :05 SUMMARY OF OPPONENT’S SINGLE ARGUMENT]

1 Extend our

evidence.

[PUT IN YOUR AUTHOR’S NAME]
It’s much better than their

evidence because:

[PUT IN THEIR AUTHOR’S NAME]
[CIRCLE ONE OR MORE OF THE FOLLOWING OPTIONS]:
(it’s newer)

(the author is more qualified)

(their evidence is not logical/contradicts itself)

(it has more facts)
(history proves it to be true)

(their evidence has no facts) (Their author is biased) (it takes into account their argument)
(

)

(their evidence supports our argument)

[WRITE IN YOUR OWN!]

[EXPLAIN HOW YOUR OPTION IS TRUE BELOW]
________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________
__________________________________________________________________________
[EXPLAIN WHY YOUR OPTION MATTERS BELOW]
and this reason matters because:
__________________________________________________________________________________
__________________________________________________________________________________
__________________________________________________________________________________
__________________________________________________________________________________
______________________________________________________________
2

No correlation—city high school graduates are at all time highs, but college attendance is
way down
Wong ’16 [Alia, associate editor at The Atlantic, where she oversees the education section., “Where
Are All the High-School Grads Going?”, Jan. 11,
https://www.theatlantic.com/education/archive/2016/01/where-are-all-the-high-school-gradsgoing/423285/]
The latest national data shows that more students are getting their high-school diplomas than
ever before. Just over 82 percent of the students who were high-school seniors during the
2013-14 year graduated, up from 81 percent the year before. The rate has inched up annually
over the last few years, largely because of strides made by disadvantaged students—an
accomplishment President Obama is likely to highlight in his State of the Union address Tuesday. But
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that doesn’t mean more kids are going to college. Quite the opposite. Recently released numbers
out of the National Student Clearinghouse Research Center suggests that college-enrollment
rates have actually decreased—and for the fourth straight year, all despite massive increases in
federal aid for students who can’t afford tuition. The number of students enrolling in colleges and
universities this year is 1.7 percent lower than it was last year. (The percentage of high-school
graduates who immediately enrolled in college fell from 69 percent in 2008 to 66 percent in 2013.)
This isn’t new information, but it is new data for a new year, so it’s worth asking again: Where are all
those high-school graduates going if they’re not ending up in higher education? For economists and
education experts, the answer is obvious. As the Stanford economist Caroline Hoxby and the
University of Illinois Urbana-Champaign economist Jeffrey Brown have famously argued, students
were more likely to enroll and stay in college during the Great Recession; at a time when there are
fewer jobs, would-be college students are more likely to invest in opportunities to develop skills and
enhance their chances at getting employed. People are drawn back toward the workforce once the
economy has started to recover, which is what experts suspect is happening now. So this collegeenrollment trend could be considered, as The Atlantic’s Derek Thompson wrote back in 2013,
“actually a sign of good news.” Something very different and quite noteworthy is happening at
the K-12 level, though, where traditionally at-risk students, particularly kids of color, are
responsible for the biggest improvements in high-school completion. Conversely,
disadvantaged students, in this case those who are poor or coming from families without a
history of going to college, are a big reason the college-enrollment numbers are going down, as
are people over age 25. Based on U.S. Census Bureau figures, the percentage of students from
low-income families attending college immediately after getting their high-school diplomas has
declined by 10 percentage points since 2008, to 46 percent. Only those institutions that serve the
largest percentages of disadvantaged students—two-year and for-profit colleges—have seen
enrollment drop; it’s actually slightly increased or remained steady at four-year institutions.
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STEM Aff
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Vocabulary
Hegemony: leadership or dominance, especially by one country or social group over others
Global Warming: a gradual increase in the overall temperature of the earth's atmosphere generally
attributed to the greenhouse effect caused by increased levels of carbon dioxide,
chlorofluorocarbons, and other pollutants
Next Generation Science Standards: The Next Generation Science Standards (NGSS) are K–12
science content standards. Standards set the expectations for what students should know and be
able to do.
STEM: an educational program developed to prepare primary and secondary students for college
and graduate study in the fields of science, technology, engineering, and mathematics (STEM)
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Plan Text
Plan Text: The United States Federal Government should mandate the all states receiving Title I
funds should adopt the Next Generation Science Standards (NGSS) in elementary and secondary
education classrooms.
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Contention One: Harms (Hegemony)

Job market is growing but there are not enough qualified workers to fit those positions- students
need to be exposed to STEM education a younger age to close this gap
OBEROI 16 (SIDHARTH, is the President & Chief Academic Officer of Zania, 6/21, The Economic
Impact of Early Exposure to STEM Education, https://www.ced.org/blog/entry/the-economic-impactof-early-exposure-to-stem-education, DD)
As the US continues to recover from the recession, optimism is rising about the health of our
economy. A key factor people often turn to in evaluating economic health is the unemployment rate,
which has hit a 20-year low in this country while jobs continue to be added monthly. However, it is
necessary for us to further evaluate the data to fully understand where these jobs are coming from,
and how various sectors of the workforce experience this impact. The May 2016 jobs report
indicated that there are currently 5.8 million job openings (CNNMONEY), which is a symptom of a
growing problem in the US: employers can’t find skilled workers for jobs in a number of sectors.
Much of this can be attributed to increasing disparity known as the job skills gap. This gap is a critical
issue that the country faces as vacant jobs can cost companies hundreds of dollars a day in lost
profits and can negatively drive America’s economic growth. When we look at Science, Technology,
Engineering, and Math (STEM) jobs specifically, economic projections point to a need for 1 million
more STEM professionals than the US will produce at the current rate over the next decade,
according to the President’s Council of Advisors on Science and Technology. STEM jobs alone have
grown 17 percent, which is much faster than the nearly 10 percent growth rate in all other areas. Yet
the civic infrastructure is not there to support this growth. One of the most important factors that
limits the United States’ ability to stay ahead of the STEM curve is the lack of introduction to these
educational areas at an early age. More school districts are providing laptops as resources for their
students. Laptops or iPads are great in terms of exposure to technology and a step in the right
direction. However, the use of this technology is not enough to meet the future workplace skills that
students need. This is not the fault of teachers who hope to positively impact the lives of their
students through more effective learning tools. Teachers continue to do their job, but education has
not embraced the notion of teaching students about technology itself. Students use technology as
consumers, but not as innovative developers through their formal education experience. The need
for this at an institutional level is increasingly important, and schools simply do not have sufficient
time, flexibility, or resources to offer these types of curricula. Looking at countries that are leading
the way in technological innovation, we find students spend a greater amount of time in education
outside of school – traditionally in a tutoring or enrichment capacity. The amount of time that a
student spends weekly on their educational enrichment activities is significantly greater around the
world compared to the US. This may be associated with a cultural influence which is directly
correlated to the rising importance of education needs in different industries, but can also be
attributed to increased importance placed on science and technology solutions provided to students.
In the United States we are in the midst of a STEM revolution. STEM is at the forefront of educators
and policymakers around the country. This is now also becoming increasingly important among
parents as they begin to see the paradigm shift in the economy that continues to favor individuals
seeking STEM jobs versus their counterparts. STEM is finally being integrated in schools, but not early
nor extensively enough. 38 percent of students who start college with a STEM major do not graduate
with one, which is reflected by the fact that 69 percent of high school graduates are not prepared for
college-level math or science, according to the National Math and Science Initiative. This is alarming
and can be traced back to students not receiving the appropriate supports and interventions they
need in early grades. An increasing number of institutions are beginning to immerse students in
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STEM at younger ages. This exposure is being facilitated outside of school hours and during school
vacations, which enables students to understand whether or not they are interested in further
pursuing a particular STEM career. Institutions like Zaniac introduce students to skills like computer
programming and 3-D printing as early as Kindergarten, and push the envelope through the eighth
grade to teach more advanced subjects, such as thermodynamics, physics, orbital mechanics, and
more. Such exposure helps promote students’ immersion in science and technology while building
their confidence about STEM at a young age. Creating a positive learning environment that
empowers students in STEM is critical to preparing the next generation for the future. The current
lack of infrastructure around this educational priority is disconcerting when we recognize the
individual and economic benefits of addressing these issues. The necessity for STEM to be introduced
at an early age has never been more important. Action needs to be taken on behalf of parents,
educators, and business leaders to make sure this comes to fruition.

STEM workers are key to prevent war, terrorism, and economic decline.
Lips and McNeill 9 (Dan, Senior Policy Analyst at the Heritage Foundation, Jenna Baker, Senior
Associate Fellow at the Heritage Foundation, 4/15, A New Approach to Improving Science,
Technology, Engineering, and Math Education, http://www.heritage.org/education/report/newapproach-improving-science-technology-engineering-and-math-education, DD)
On February 17, 2009, President Barack Obama signed into law the American Recovery and Reinvestment Act of 2009--the $787 billion legislative package hailed as an "economic stimulus." The
legislation includes $2.5 billion in additional federal funding for the National Science Foundation,
including new funding for science, technology, engineering, and math (STEM) education
programs.[1] This legislation continues recent federal efforts, including the America COMPETES Act
of 2007, to increase federal support for STEM education initiatives. Unfortunately, experience of the
past 50 years suggests that such federal initiatives are unlikely to solve the fundamental problem of
American underperformance in STEM education--the limited number of students who complete
elementary and secondary school with the skills and knowledge to pursue STEM coursework in
higher education and succeed in many parts of the workforce. The American education system is
supposed to be a pipeline that prepares children in elementary and secondary school to pursue
opportunities in post-secondary education and in the workforce. It is well known that this pipeline is
leaky--that millions of children pass through their K-12 years without receiving a quality education.
Too many students drop out and, all too often, those who do earn a high school degree lack the
academic qualifications to succeed in STEM fields in college or in the workforce. Improving learning
in STEM education should remain a priority for American policymakers. For students, succeeding in
K-12 STEM classes will open the door to future opportunities in higher education, and in the
workforce. Also, ensuring that the next generation of American workers has adequate skills and
training in critical areas is vital to America's national security and economic competitiveness. If the
United States lacks the tools to combat aggressors, America's future is at risk. Wars are won partly
with superior technologies--and America's survival depends on its ability to maintain an advantage
over its enemies. U.S. scientists and engineers work every day to develop new tools to protect
Americans from terrorism, such as lasers and explosives-detection devices. Tackling pressing global
problems--from energy security to vulnerable cyber infrastructure--will require the intellectual
curiosity and creativity of STEM-educated individuals. Given the importance of addressing these
needs, policymakers should recognize the need for a new approach to STEM education in America.
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Instead of continuing to pursue elusive federal solutions, national and state policymakers should
recognize the need for systemic K-12 education reforms at the state and local levels. Aggressive
reform is the most promising strategy for fixing the leaky pipeline in STEM education and for
increasing the population of American students prepared to pursue these fields in college and
beyond. State policymakers and the private sector should support reforms that allow greater
innovation to improve STEM education, including new school models, providing incentives for
teacher excellence, and supporting other initiatives to promote learning in STEM fields. The Broken
Pipeline The systemic problems in U.S. public elementary and secondary schools are well known.[2]
Millions of children continue to pass through American public schools without basic math and
reading skills. Long-term measurements, such as national test scores and graduation rates, have
remained flat despite significant increases in government spending. In many large cities, fewer than
half of all students even graduate from high school. On the 2005 National Assessment of Educational
Progress science test, 46 percent of 12th-graders scored "below basic."[3] On the NAEP math exam,
39 percent of 12th-graders scored below basic--suggesting that nearly half of all high school seniors
cannot answer basic algebra and geometry questions.[4] These evaluations found that few students
were excelling. In science, only 29 percent of 12th-graders scored "proficient" and only 3 percent
scored "advanced." The performance in math was similarly dismal: 35 percent "proficient"; 5 percent
"advanced." The performance of American students in science and mathematics compared to
students in other countries is also concerning. The percentage of American college students earning
degrees in STEM fields lags behind students in China, India, Japan, Russia, Mexico, and even the
Middle East.[5] The 2007 Trends in International Mathematics and Science Study (TIMSS) report
revealed that students in a number of developed countries and economic competitors were
outperforming U.S. students, particularly in the percentage of students excelling in science.[6] The
End of the STEM Pipeline. Policymakers and analysts concerned about American students' low
achievement in STEM fields often focus on the end of the pipeline--the percentage of American
college students earning degrees in STEM fields and the population of the workforce prepared for
science, technology, engineering, and math professions. But the situation does not look much better
as students continue to higher education. The Government Accountability Office (GAO) reported in
2006 that the percentage of U.S. post-secondary students earning degrees in STEM fields has fallen
over the past decade--from 32 percent in 1995 to 27 percent in 2004.[7] A closer examination of the
statistics shows that the number of degrees earned by college students in STEM fields has essentially
remained flat during this period, since the college-student population as a whole increased during
that period. In addition, an estimated one-third of these STEM degrees were awarded to students
from abroad. Moreover, the declining percentage of STEM degrees earned has occurred during a
period when the number of jobs in STEM fields has grown. The GAO reports that overall employment
in STEM fields grew by 23 percent between 1993 and 2004, compared to growth of 17 percent in
non-STEM fields. If these trends continue, American students may be less prepared to compete for
jobs in STEM fields than students with degrees from other countries. As the National Science
Foundation reports, the percentage of students earning STEM degrees in other countries is already
higher than in the United States.[8] STEM: A National Security and Economic Priority The bleak
outlook for America's collective STEM abilities is a cause for concern. A STEM-educated workforce
can help America gain a competitive edge in the global markets. For instance, America's ascent to
economic superpower status began during the Industrial Revolution. The new products and
processes that came out of this period of innovation significantly expanded America's economy,
created jobs, and gave the U.S. an advantage against foreign competitors. The value of a STEMeducated workforce does not diminish in hard economic times. In fact, in the current economic

121

CMSDL Core Files

2017-2018

climate, it is increasingly more important that the U.S. produce new and innovative technologies
that will expand and create new markets and add more jobs. Not Just Economics. The shortage of
STEM workers is not only an economic problem. America's ability to produce a STEM-educated
workforce has a direct effect on national security. The U.S. has enjoyed its status as the dominant
scientific power for many decades. But as the economies of China and India have expanded, this
position has fallen dramatically. A 2005 study by the National Bureau of Economic Research
indicated that China will produce more "scientific and engineering doctorates than the U.S. by
2010."[9] The decrease in America's STEM expertise was stressed in a Defense Science Board
report in 2008, which addressed the coming shortage of nuclear-deterrence know-how. The report
cited the importance of this knowledge, noting that "no threat can put the nation's existence at risk
as quickly and chillingly as nuclear weapons." The report also emphasized that "a significant part of
the workforce in the national laboratories and production facilities are at or near retirement age"-and that there simply are not enough students going into STEM fields to fill the void.[10] Those who
underestimate the impact of a STEM-educated work force on a nation's security need only look at
America's cyber security problem. Foreign intelligence efforts increasingly rely on cyber tools to
collect sensitive U.S. technology and economic information.[11] One of the major culprits is China-a country that has made cyber warfare one of its major espionage tools. China's People's Liberation
Army (PLA) organized its first cyber warfare unit in 2003. Its mission: to target foreign computer
network operations. In 2006, Chinese intelligence agencies covertly attacked at least four separate
U.S. government computer networks. In June 2007, 150 computers in the $1.75 billion computer
network at the U.S. Department of Homeland Security were quietly penetrated by programs that
sent an unknown quantity of information to a Chinese-language Web site. In the same month of June
2007, Chinese military hackers circumvented one of the Defense Department's computer networks.
The skills necessary for China to engage in this type of cyber warfare are a direct result of the
ingenuity of STEM-educated Chinese citizens. The new technologies and techniques America needs
to combat these types of attacks depend on America's ability to produce citizens with superior STEM
skills. The STEM Education Crisis: Fifty Years and Counting The most recent alarm highlighting the
crisis in STEM education sounded in 2007 with the publication of Rising Above the Gathering Storm:
Energizing and Employing America for a Brighter Economic Future--a report by the Committee on
Prospering in the Global Economy of the 21st Century, a distinguished group of national leaders
including Defense Secretary Robert Gates.[12] The report examined the changing trends in the
world's labor force and highlighted the need to implement a series of reforms to improve the
nation's economic competitiveness. The committee's first recommendation was to implement a new
strategy for improving K-12 science and math education. Rising Above the Gathering Storm
energized support for the Bush Administration's American Competitiveness Initiative, aimed at
strengthening U.S. education by improving math, science, and foreign language education, and
spurred support for new congressional action, including the 2007 America COMPETES Act--legislation
that authorized new programs and funding for federal STEM programs.[13] The U.S. Department of
Education's involvement in STEM fields was greatly expanded, including a new federal program to
train 70,000 new teachers to teach Advanced Placement or International Baccalaureate courses. The
act also authorized the U.S. Education Department to provide additional teacher training in STEM
fields and to encourage students pursuing STEM majors to obtain teaching certification. The
department and other federal agencies are also charged with providing additional funds and
resources to help schools develop and implement new programs and strategies to promote learning
in STEM fields. But those with a historical perspective on the STEM education crisis recognize the
Gathering Storm report as only the latest in a series of national warnings about the crisis in STEM
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education and the continuing failure of Washington-centric educational policies that have done little
to address the rampant under-education of America's children. In fact, the language of the report
was similar to the words of President Dwight Eisenhower in 1958 as he signed into law the National
Defense Education Act (NDEA), which was passed in part as a response to the growing concern about
American security and competitiveness in the wake of the Soviet Union's launch of the Sputnik
satellite.[14] Eisenhower called the legislation "an emergency undertaking" for a temporary federal
initiative to "strengthen our American system of education so that it can meet the broad and
increasing demands imposed upon it by considerations of basic national security."[15] The NDEA
included new benefits for college students and federal support for elementary and secondary
schools to improve science, math, and foreign language instruction. It also provided a foundation for
future federal support of post-secondary and K-12 education. During the 1960s, the federal
education budget grew, including the creation of the U.S. Department of Education. But the crisis in
America's schools persisted. In 1983, the National Commission on Excellence in Education published
the seminal report A Nation at Risk, highlighting the calamity that exists in the nation's education
system: Our nation is at risk. Our once unchallenged preeminence in commerce, industry, science,
and technological innovation is being overtaken by competitors throughout the world. This report is
concerned with only one of the many causes and dimensions of the problem, but it is the one that
undergirds American prosperity, security, and civility.... What was unimaginable a generation ago has
begun to occur--others are matching and surpassing our educational attainments. If an unfriendly
foreign power had attempted to impose on America the mediocre educational performance that
exists today, we might well have viewed it as an act of war.[16] The report highlighted American
students' poor performance in math and science. It also called for aggressive education reforms and
a greater focus on standards and testing.[17] But despite ever more spending by the federal and
state governments, little has changed. The deteriorating quality of American education--particularly
in STEM fields--continued to be a priority under subsequent Administrations. In 1989, President
George H. W. Bush convened a national summit of governors, including then-Governor Bill Clinton,
designed to forge a national consensus on the need for education reform. The summit was premised
on the belief that improving education was a key to ensuring American economic competitiveness.
Among the goals established at the summit was that "U.S. students will be first in the world in
mathematics and science achievement."[18] President Clinton would also highlight the need to
improve STEM education.
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Contention Two: Harms (Global Warming)

There is a lack of diversity in STEM fields, but there needs to be more diversity if there is ever
going to be a solution to Global Warming
Przystac 15 (Carley, a senior and founder of the Roosevelt @ U Mass Amherst chapter, 10/2,
Diversity in STEM Fields Is Key to Stopping Climate Change, http://rooseveltinstitute.org/diversitystem-fields-key-stopping-climate-change/, DD)
On November 30, representatives of 196 nations will converge on Paris to discuss how best to move
forward in combating climate change, with the ultimate goal of keeping global warming below 2
degrees Celsius. At the same time, thousands of STEM (science, technology, engineering, and
mathematics) students throughout the United States will be preparing for final exams. Any one of
these students could make the next big breakthrough in climate change mitigation technology. As
such, promoting diversity in established and emerging STEM fields is no longer just a goal but rather
an absolute necessity. President Obama has said that ”when Americans are called on to innovate,
that’s what we do—whether it’s making more fuel-efficient cars or more fuel-efficient appliances, or
making sure that we are putting in place the kinds of equipment that prevents harm to the ozone
layer and eliminates acid rain.” But in order to do that, we need scientists, technologists, engineers,
and mathematicians. Take, for example, the issue of green energy. By burning fewer greenhouse gasemitting fossil fuels, we get ever closer to the goal of COP21, the aforementioned conference
occurring this November in Paris. Innovations in nanoscience and nanotechnology increase the
efficiency of solar cells, an important fossil fuel alternative, by providing cheaper and more efficient
silicon. Continued innovation in these and other STEM fields will be required to achieve long-term
progress. Because of the nature of the problem they are trying to solve, the professionals developing
these technologies should come from diverse backgrounds and identities. Climate change is a human
rights issue because of its broad and indiscriminate effects as well as its disproportionate negative
consequences for marginalized populations. Researchers and advocates have argued that we must
examine not just where the most severe storms might hit, what locations will be flooded when sea
levels rise, and so on, but also which groups of people are likely to be most affected by these trends.
This vulnerability analysis shows that low-income communities that lack power and influence in
society are in the greatest danger. So far, we are not doing particularly well at achieving greater
representation in these fields. An American Community Survey report issued in 2013 found that only
6 percent of our workforce were employed in a STEM occupation. Of those, only 26 percent were
women (even though women as a whole make up half of the overall workforce) and 70.8 percent
identified as non-Hispanic whites. This disparity seems to result, at least in part, from unequal
education: The United States Department of Education reports that “women, underrepresented
minorities, first generation college students, and students from low-income backgrounds leave STEM
fields at higher rates than their counterparts.” Confronting this issue of inequality at the professional
level must start with confronting inequalities in our educational system. Mentorship in STEM, as in
any professional occupation, is lacking. The primary responsibility for mentoring programs has not
been given to any one body, and frequently starts too late in a professional’s development to have
an effect on the attrition in STEM in primary, secondary, and post-secondary education. It is in the
best interests of colleges, universities, and companies to leverage their considerable expertise
toward this effort, as doing so will ultimately provide them with more qualified and numerous
students and professionals. In order to increase opportunity in STEM for current students, the way
we teach these subjects must change. If STEM students come from a diverse background, instructors
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teaching these students cannot approach teaching with a one-size-fits-all approach. Research has
shown that traditional lecture-and-textbook approaches do not cater to women and minorities, as
these groups are more likely to show interest in people than in things, and showing these ideas in
isolation rather than in context disengages underrepresented groups in STEM. This was known as far
back as 1990, but the educational system is slow to change. In the same way that addressing climate
change is urgent, increasing the talent pool of STEM professionals in the educational pipeline must
be looked upon with the same necessity. Until the people designing technologies to help alleviate
the impact of climate change represent the populations affected by climate change, the technology
will ultimately come up short of its full potential. STEM research and development will benefit
immensely when the experiences of those who are doing the work are as diverse as the populations
they aim to help. COP21 is working to establish the urgency of the fight to mitigate climate change,
but in order to reduce global climate impacts, we first need to look at the educational system
producing the minds that are working to do just that.
Warming is real, anthropogenic, and presents several scenarios for catastrophe
IPCC 14, Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change, (“Summary for Policymakers”, http://ipccwg2.gov/AR5/images/uploads/WG2AR5_SPM_FINAL.pdf, 2014) Kerwin
A: OBSERVED IMPACTS, VULNERABILITY, AND ADAPTATION IN A COMPLEX AND CHANGING WORLD
A-1. Observed Impacts, Vulnerability, and Exposure In recent decades, changes in climate have
caused impacts on natural and human systems on all continents and across the oceans. Evidence of
climate-change impacts is strongest and most comprehensive for natural systems. Some impacts on
human systems have also been attributed5 to climate change, with a major or minor contribution of
climate change distinguishable from other influences. See Figure SPM.2. Attribution of observed
impacts in the WGII AR5 generally links responses of natural and human systems to observed climate
change, regardless of its cause.6 In many regions, changing precipitation or melting snow and ice are
altering hydrological systems, affecting water resources in terms of quantity and quality (medium
confidence). Glaciers continue to shrink almost worldwide due to climate change (high confidence),
affecting runoff and water resources downstream (medium confidence). Climate change is causing
permafrost warming and thawing in highlatitude regions and in high-elevation regions (high
confidence).7 Many terrestrial, freshwater, and marine species have shifted their geographic ranges,
seasonal activities, migration patterns, abundances, and species interactions in response to ongoing
climate change (high confidence). See Figure SPM.2B. While only a few recent species extinctions
have been attributed as yet to climate change (high confidence), natural global climate change at
rates slower than current anthropogenic climate change caused significant ecosystem shifts and
species extinctions during the past millions of years (high confidence).8 Based on many studies
covering a wide range of regions and crops, negative impacts of climate change on crop yields have
been more common than positive impacts (high confidence). The smaller number of studies showing
positive impacts relate mainly to high-latitude regions, though it is not yet clear whether the balance
of impacts has been negative or positive in these regions (high confidence). Climate change has
negatively affected wheat and maize yields for many regions and in the global aggregate (medium
confidence). Effects on rice and soybean yield have been smaller in major production regions and
globally, with a median change of zero across all available data, which are fewer for soy compared to
the other crops. Observed impacts relate mainly to production aspects of food security rather than
access or other components of food security. See Figure SPM.2C. Since AR4, several periods of rapid
food and cereal price increases following climate extremes in key producing regions indicate a
sensitivity of current markets to climate extremes among other factors (medium confidence).11 At
present the worldwide burden of human ill-health from climate change is relatively small compared
with effects of other stressors and is not well quantified. However, there has been increased heatrelated mortality and decreased cold-related mortality in some regions as a result of warming
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(medium confidence). Local changes in temperature and rainfall have altered the distribution of
some waterborne illnesses and disease vectors (medium confidence).12 Differences in vulnerability
and exposure arise from non-climatic factors and from multidimensional inequalities often produced
by uneven development processes (very high confidence). These differences shape differential risks
from climate change. See Figure SPM.1. People who are socially, economically, culturally, politically,
institutionally, or otherwise marginalized are especially vulnerable to climate change and also to
some adaptation and mitigation responses (medium evidence, high agreement). This heightened
vulnerability is rarely due to a single cause. Rather, it is the product of intersecting social processes
that result in inequalities in socioeconomic status and income, as well as in exposure. Such social
processes include, for example, discrimination on the basis of gender, class, ethnicity, age, and
(dis)ability.13 Impacts from recent climate-related extremes, such as heat waves, droughts, floods,
cyclones, and wildfires, reveal significant vulnerability and exposure of some ecosystems and many
human systems to current climate variability (very high confidence). Impacts of such climate-related
extremes include alteration of ecosystems, disruption of food production and water supply, damage
to infrastructure and settlements, morbidity and mortality, and consequences for mental health and
human well-being. For countries at all levels of development, these impacts are consistent with a
significant lack of preparedness for current climate variability in some sectors.14 Climate-related
hazards exacerbate other stressors, often with negative outcomes for livelihoods, especially for
people living in poverty (high confidence). Climate-related hazards affect poor people’s lives directly
through impacts on livelihoods, reductions in crop yields, or destruction of homes and indirectly
through, for example, increased food prices and food insecurity. Observed positive effects for poor
and marginalized people, which are limited and often indirect, include examples such as
diversification of social networks and of agricultural practices.15 Violent conflict increases
vulnerability to climate change (medium evidence, high agreement). Large-scale violent conflict
harms assets that facilitate adaptation, including infrastructure, institutions, natural resources, social
capital, and livelihood opportunities.16
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Contention Three: Solvency
NGSS teaches students that greenhouse emissions will increase global warming and science and
engineering is the only way to solve
Berry 15 (Susan, has a doctorate in psychology. She writes about cultural, educational, and
healthcare issues, 6/4, 13 States Have Already Adopted ‘Green’ Common Core Science Standards
That Indoctrinate on Climate Change, http://www.breitbart.com/big-government/2015/06/04/13states-have-already-adopted-green-common-core-science-standards-that-indoctrinate-on-climatechange/, DD)
As Tice notes, in 2011, the NRC published “America’s Climate Choices,” a report that launched its
efforts on global warming, and set up climate change as settled science bolstered by what it says is
significant evidence that the phenomenon is caused primarily by humans and their activities. In its
framework, Chapter 7 focuses on “Disciplinary Core Ideas – Earth and Space Sciences,” and the third
core idea, ESS3.D, is titled, “Global Climate Change.” From the framework: The most important
justification for the framework’s increased emphasis on ESS is the rapidly increasing relevance of
earth science to so many aspects of human society. It may seem as if natural hazards, such as
earthquakes and hurricanes, have been more active in recent years, but this is primarily because the
growing population of cities has heightened their impacts. The rapidly rising number of humans on
the planet—doubling in number roughly every 40 years—combined with increased global
industrialization, has also stressed limited planetary resources of water, arable land, plants and
animals, minerals, and hydrocarbons. Only in the relatively recent past have people begun to
recognize the dramatic role humans play as an essentially geological force on the surface of Earth,
affecting large-scale conditions and processes. The framework goes on to explain that “global climate
models” predict that “average global temperatures will continue to rise,” and that these outcomes
will “depend on the amounts of human-generated greenhouse gases added to the atmosphere each
year and by the ways in which these gases are absorbed by the ocean and the biosphere.” It is clear
from the framework that fossil fuels are to be viewed as a source of energy that is incompatible with
being “an effective member of the U.S. workforce” and a model citizen of the world. “Much energy
production today comes from nonrenewable sources, such as coal and oil,” the framework
continues. “However, advances in related science and technology are reducing the cost of energy
from renewable resources, such as sunlight, and some regulations are favoring their use. As a result,
future energy supplies are likely to come from a much wider range of sources.” By the end of grade
5, NGSS will ensure students learn that, “If Earth’s global mean temperature continues to rise, the
lives of humans and other organisms will be affected in many different ways.” The NGSS dictate that,
by the end of grade 8, students should know: Human activities, such as the release of greenhouse
gases from burning fossil fuels, are major factors in the current rise in Earth’s mean surface
temperature (global warming). Reducing human vulnerability to whatever climate changes do occur
depend on the understanding of climate science, engineering capabilities, and other kinds of
knowledge, such as understanding of human behavior and on applying that knowledge wisely in
decisions and activities. Finally, by the end of grade 12, NRC states students should know that
“science and engineering will be essential both to understanding the possible impacts of global
climate change and to informing decisions about how to slow its rate and consequences—for
humanity as well as for the rest of the planet.” As a result of groups like the National Academy of
Sciences and NRC that advise the federal government frequently, many of the resources and
materials used to teach the curricula associated with the NGSS are from federal agencies such as the

127

CMSDL Core Files

2017-2018

EPA, the National Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration, and the Energy Department. Tice notes
that his home state of New Jersey’s Department of Education has adopted the climate-change
learning concepts just about word for word, which means students in that state will only be exposed
to a single perspective – one that is tied to leftist economic ideology. Additionally, the NGSS’s
presentation of climate change as settled science is inaccurate, and, as is, students are not exposed
to other views of the issue. “Precisely because the science of climate change is still just a theory,
discussion would help to build student skills in critical thinking, argumentation and reasoning, which
is the stated objective of the new K-12 science standards,” writes Tice who believes a Socratic
approach to teaching the subject of climate change could lead to a “rational and thought-provoking
classroom debate on the merits of the case.” “However, that is not the point of this academic
exercise,” he concludes, “which seems to be to indoctrinate young people by using K-12 educators to
establish the same positive political feedback loop around global warming that has existed between
the federal government and the nation’s colleges and universities for the past two decades.” STEM
2AC
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2AC AT: Hegemony #1= “Squo Solves”

1. They say more students are getting STEM degrees, but
(Give a 5 sec summary of your opponent’s single argument)

Extend our Oberoi evidence.
(Put your author’s name)

It’s much better than their Bidwell evidence because:
(Put their author’s name)

Circle one or more of the following options:
(it’s newer) (the author is more qualified)
(their evidence is not logical/contradicts itself)

(it has more facts)
(history proves it to be true)

(their evidence has no facts) (Their author is biased) (it takes into account their argument)
(Their evidence is a bad comparison)

(their evidence supports our argument)

[WRITE IN YOUR OWN!]

Explain how your option is true:
Their evidence is quoting statistics from 2015 while our evidence is quoting statistics from 2016
Explain why your option matters:
This matters because we are showing how the STEM field is doing now and the most recent
statistics show a more accurate view of the status quo.

2. Even if more students are getting STEM degrees it is not enough to meet the million students
needed in the field.
3. The number of STEM jobs is growing faster than the number of students getting STEM degrees
U.S. News/Raytheon 16 (U.S. News & World Report is a digital news and information company
that empowers people to make better, more informed decisions about important issues
affecting their lives. Raytheon Company, with 2015 sales of $23 billion and 61,000 employees, is
a technology and innovation leader specializing in defense, civil government and cybersecurity
solutions. 5/17, The U.S. News/Raytheon STEM Index Shows America Will Have to Depend on
Foreign Workers to Fill STEM Jobs, https://www.usnews.com/info/blogs/pressroom/articles/2016-05-17/the-us-news-raytheon-stem-index-shows-america-will-have-todepend-on-foreign-workers-to-fill-stem-jobs, DD)
Washington, D.C. – May 17, 2016 – The U.S. will be dependent on foreign workers to fill future
STEM jobs, according to analysis of the third annual U.S. News/Raytheon STEM Index, unveiled
today at usnews.com/stemindex. While the 2016 STEM Index shows increases in STEM degrees
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granted and STEM hiring, America continues to have a shortage of STEM workers. There were
30,835 additional STEM graduates and 230,246 additional STEM jobs from 2014-2015. "While
our universities are producing more STEM graduates, many of these students are foreigners on
temporary visas," said Brian Kelly, editor and chief content officer of U.S. News. "Despite
significant public and private investment, we are still not developing an American STEM
workforce to fill the jobs of the future. It's clear that we need to focus our efforts on getting
more kids, particularly women and African-Americans, interested in pursuing STEM at a young
age. "The STEM Index, developed exclusively by U.S. News & World Report with support from
Raytheon, provides a national snapshot of STEM jobs and education. The index measures key
indicators of economic- and education-related STEM activity in the United States since the year
2000. Key findings on America's STEM workforce from the 2016 U.S. News/ Raytheon STEM
Index: STEM degrees granted and STEM jobs and salaries are all increasing: There was a 6
percent increase in STEM graduate degrees granted and a 5 percent increase in all STEM degrees
granted. STEM jobs have increased much faster than overall employment: 28 percent since 2000
compared to 6 percent for all jobs. Computer jobs hold the top seven positions for the highest
number of employees.
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2AC AT: Hegemony #2-3= “Terrorism Turn”

1. They say _______________________ , but

(Give a 5 sec summary of your opponent’s single argument)

Extend our _______________________ evidence.
(Put your author’s name)

It’s much better than their _______________________ evidence because:
(Put their author’s name)

Circle one or more of the following options:
(it’s newer) (the author is more qualified)
(their evidence is not logical/contradicts itself)

(it has more facts)
(history proves it to be true)

(their evidence has no facts) (Their author is biased) (it takes into account their argument)
(Their evidence is a bad comparison)

(their evidence supports our argument)

[WRITE IN YOUR OWN!]
Explain how your option is true:

Explain why your option matters:

2. New STEM technology can solve for terrorism
Kushmaro 16 (Philip, the VP of Operation @ Ranky. A Junkie of many things. Start ups and how
the world works are what interests him most, especially the psychology behind everything, 4/25,
How Tech Is Helping Us Fight Terrorism, http://www.huffingtonpost.com/philip-kushmaro/howtech-is-helping-us-fi_b_9767624.html, DD)
Lately, a week doesn’t pass without reports of a terrorist attack flooding the news — there is a
sinking realization that terrorism and martyrdom are gaining traction as an effective means of
expressing ideology or political dysfunction. Still, amid the seeming chaos, it is heartening to
know that law enforcement and tech companies often partner up to prevent, thwart, and catch
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terrorists. Some of their heroics and efforts are described below. Video Analytics In 2013, Boston
was shaken to its core. I don’t need to rehash the tragic terrorist attack that injured hundreds
and killed three innocent civilians. It was about three days after the attack that the FBI released
photos of their leading suspects and asked the public to help identify the two unnamed men
wearing backpacks. But how did the FBI pinpoint these two men, out of the thousands of people
at the Marathon, as the leading suspects? The answer: Big data. Investigators collected and
combed through thousands of photographs and hours and hours of video from nearby
surveillance cameras and snippets of footage from camera phones. If you’re thinking, wow,
that’s a daunting task — you’re right. So, in order to sift through the immense amount of video
they had in their hands, investigators turned to Video Synopsis by BriefCam, a video analytics
tool that compresses long hours of footage into single frames. Video Synopsis displays activity
that takes place at different times and presents it as a single event, effectively condensing hours
of footage into just minutes. Plus, the tool only displays when something has changed or moved
within the frame so that investigators can recognize patterns and notice when something
significant occurs. For example, if in several frames we view the same backpack lying in the same
place, and then notice that in the previous frame it’s missing, we can deduce what time the
backpack was left behind and more or less who was last seen with that backpack. Or at the very
least, understand that we should be looking for individuals wearing backpacks. And, the
backpack was the key to this investigation, meaning that BriefCam was critical in identifying and
capturing Dzhokhar Tsarnaev. Geospatial Intelligence Let’s take a look at another example:
geospatial intelligence — something us laypeople don’t even realize is going on all around us and
at all times. Often, government satellites and UAVs fly above targeted areas and gather
geospatial information on what happens down here on Earth. (That means, yes, Big Brother is
watching). In some instances, defense agencies target a geographical area for suspicious terror
activity, hoping to gain intelligence on a specific situation. But once agencies have collected this
geospatial data, they have yet to accomplish the most important task: analyzing it. First, think
Jack Bauer, and imagine a stereotypical CIA operation, in which an inconspicuous ice cream truck
is actually a disguised data center, gathering intelligence on nearby targets and suspected
terrorists. Because data centers are often massive, contain hundreds of servers, and can take up
entire rooms and even buildings — this scenario seems a bit implausible, right? In reality, this is
actually somewhat possible. In particular, SQream Technologies, an Israeli company that
developed a high-performing big data analytics solution, has installed its technology, which fits
within a standard 2U server, in various size-limited warehouses so that international defense
companies can more conveniently conduct geospatial analytics — meaning that yes, SQream
could absolutely fit in a disguised ice cream truck. Of course, there’s more to geospatial analysis
than just shoving a powerful database into a small, size-limited area. SQream is often used by
defense companies to insert and query concurrent geospatial data at super-fast speeds, all while
delivering various methodical outcomes like target movement monitoring and distance
calculation. In a specific case, a defense company loaded constantly streaming data from a UAV
into SQream in order to track the route of moving targets in Queens. It permitted the defense
company to monitor any suspicious movement or activity, for example if a person of interest
moved beyond a predefined area. SQream’s ability to crunch massive amounts of data in just
seconds instead of hours, permitted the defense company to analyze suspicious terrorist
behavior quickly and respond immediately. Virtual Private Networks In authoritarian countries
where central governments are weak, terrorist organizations like Islamic State and Al Qaeda hold
great power. Often, these organizations seize the government and enact harsh censorship laws,
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hoping their citizens will acquiesce. In these locations, the safety of everyday civilians and
activists wishing to speak out against oppression are at risk — it’s common for authoritarian
regimes to jail citizens they deem traitors, when really, they’re typical citizens simply blogging
about harsh experiences. It’s important then, that citizens living in oppressive regimes are able
to conceal their identities online. Often, they use Virtual Private Networks (VPN) to do so. A VPN
is a group of networks that overlay a public network. It secures your computer’s internet
connection, guaranteeing that the data you send and receive is encrypted and secured from
third-parties. This way, activists are free to blog about topics their government might dislike. In
December 2014, SaferVPN began their “Unblock The Web” campaign, realizing that their VPN
service could greatly benefit activists and dissidents living in closed societies. In an inteview with
the CEO of SaferVPN: “We were inspired to start this campaign when a person in Azerbaijan
contacted us saying that their son had been abducted by the government. Yet they had no
secure or financial means to get his voice heard. That was our first time giving away our privacy
tools for free. Now, our goal is to give secure freedom of speech to the masses and society’s
voiceless so they can share their stories,” -Co-Founder Sagi Gidali. While it might feel at times
like humankind has lost its virtue, it’s important to keep moving forward and recognize that
there are people out there — whether law enforcement agents, politicians, human rights
activists, and big data scientists — making sure we never experience something like Brussels,
Ankara, Paris, or San Bernardino (the list can go on) again
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2AC AT: Hegemony #4= “Heg Sustainable”

1. They say _______________________ , but

(Give a 5 sec summary of your opponent’s single argument)

Extend our _______________________ evidence.
(Put your author’s name)

It’s much better than their _______________________ evidence because:
(Put their author’s name)

Circle one or more of the following options:
(it’s newer) (the author is more qualified)
(their evidence is not logical/contradicts itself)

(it has more facts)
(history proves it to be true)

(their evidence has no facts) (Their author is biased) (it takes into account their argument)
(Their evidence is a bad comparison)

(their evidence supports our argument)

[WRITE IN YOUR OWN!]
Explain how your option is true:

Explain why your option matters:

2. U.S. hegemony is declining
KUPCHAN 12 (CHARLES A., is Professor of International Affairs at Georgetown University and
Whitney Shepardson Senior Fellow at the Council on Foreign Relations, 3/20, The Decline of the
West: Why America Must Prepare for the End of Dominance,
https://www.theatlantic.com/international/archive/2012/03/the-decline-of-the-west-whyamerica-must-prepare-for-the-end-of-dominance/254779/, DD)
Those of us who write about foreign policy--or any topic, for that matter--yearn for the day
when the president of the United States lauds our work. That is exactly what happened in
January to Robert Kagan, a fellow at the Brookings Institution and an adviser to the Romney
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campaign. Just before delivering the State of the Union address, President Obama told a
collection of news anchors that his thinking had been influenced by Kagan's recent cover essay in
The New Republic, "Not Fade Away: The Myth of American Decline." It is not often that a
president running for reelection praises his chief rival's counselor. Kagan's article, which draws
on his new book, The World America Made, contests the emerging consensus in foreign-policy
circles that American primacy is eroding thanks to the shift in global power from the West to the
"rising rest." China and other nations are steadily ascending, this view holds, while the United
States and its allies are stuck in an economic rut. The long era of Western hegemony seems to be
coming to an end. Kagan begs to differ. He contends that U.S. primacy is undiminished and that
Americans, as long as they set their minds to it, are poised to sit atop the global pecking order
for the indefinite future. The nation's share of global economic output has been holding steady,
and its military strength "remains unmatched." China, India, Brazil, Turkey, and other emerging
powers are certainly on the move, Kagan acknowledges, but he maintains that only China will
compromise U.S. interests. The others will either align with the United States or remain on the
geopolitical sidelines. The biggest threat to U.S. hegemony is that "Americans may convince
themselves that decline is indeed inevitable"--and choose to let it happen. Kagan wants to
persuade them otherwise and to call forth the political energies needed to ensure that the
United States remains "the world's predominant power." Although it sounds reassuring, Kagan's
argument is, broadly, wrong. It's true that economic strength and military superiority will
preserve U.S. influence over global affairs for decades to come, but power is undeniably flowing
away from the West to developing nations. If history is any guide, the arrival of a world in which
power is more widely distributed will mean a new round of jockeying for position and primacy.
While it still enjoys the top rank, the United States should do its best to ensure that this
transition occurs peacefully and productively. The worst thing to do is to pretend it's not
happening. By overselling the durability of U.S. primacy, Kagan's analysis breeds an illusory
strategic complacency: There is no need to debate the management of change when one denies
it is taking place. Even worse, the neoconservative brain trust to which Kagan belongs chronically
overestimates U.S. power and its ability to shape the world. The last time that like-minded
thinkers ran the show--George W. Bush's first term as president--they did much more to
undermine American strength than to bolster it. Neoconservative thinking produced an assertive
unilateralism that set the rest of the world on edge; led to an unnecessary and debilitating war
in Iraq, the main results of which have been sectarian violence and regional instability; and
encouraged fiscal profligacy that continues to threaten American solvency. Kagan would have us
fritter away the nation's resources in pursuit of a hollow hegemony. Instead, it is time for thrift:
Washington should husband its many strengths, be more sparing with military force, and rely on
judicious diplomacy to tame the onset of a multipolar world.The Clock is Running American
primacy is not as resilient as Kagan thinks. His most serious error is his argument that Americans
need not worry about the ascent of new powers because only Europe and Japan are losing
ground to them; the United States is keeping pace. It's true that the U.S. share of global output
has held at roughly 25 percent for several decades. It's also the case that "the rise of China,
India, and other Asian nations ... has so far come almost entirely at the expense of Europe and
Japan, which have had a declining share of the global economy." But this is not, as Kagan implies,
good news for the United States. The long run of Western hegemony has been the product of
teamwork, not of America acting alone. Through the 19th century and up until World War II,
Europe led the effort to spread liberal democracy and capitalism--and to guide Western nations
to a position of global dominance. Not until the postwar era did the United States take over
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stewardship of the West. Pax Britannica set the stage for Pax Americana, and Washington
inherited from its European allies a liberal international order that rested on solid commercial
and strategic foundations. Moreover, America's many successes during the past 70 years would
not have been possible without the power and purpose of Europe and Japan by its side. Whether
defeating communism, liberalizing the global economy, combating nuclear proliferation, or
delivering humanitarian assistance, Western allies formed a winning coalition that made
effective action possible. The collective strength of the West is, however, on the way down.
During the Cold War, the Western allies often accounted for more than two-thirds of global
output. Now they represent about half of output--and soon much less. As of 2010, four of the
top five economies in the world were still from the developed world (the United States, Japan,
Germany, and France). From the developing world, only China made the grade, coming in at No.
2. By 2050, according to Goldman Sachs, four of the top five economies will come from the
developing world (China, India, Brazil, and Russia). Only the United States will make the cut; it
will rank second, and its economy will be about half the size of China's. Moreover, the turnabout
will be rapid: Goldman Sachs predicts that the collective economic output of the top four
developing countries--Brazil, China, India, and Russia--will match that of the G-7 countries by
2032.Kagan is right that the United States will hold its own amid this coming revolution. But he is
certainly misguided to think that the relative decline of Europe and Japan won't matter. Their
falling fortunes will compromise America's ability to maintain global sway. Indeed, Kagan seems
to admit as much when he acknowledges, "Germany and Japan were and are close democratic
allies, key pillars of the American world order."Kagan is ready to gloss over the consequences of
the West's diminishing clout because he thinks that most emerging nations will cast their lot
with the United States rather than challenge American hegemony. "Only the growth of China's
economy," he writes, "can be said to have implications for American power in the future." Kagan
is confident that the rise of others--including Brazil, India, and Turkey--"is either irrelevant to
America's strategic position or of benefit to it." But Washington simply can't expect emerging
powers other than China to line up on its side. History suggests that a more equal distribution of
power will produce fluid alignments, not fixed alliances. During the late 19th century, for
example, the onset of a multipolar Europe produced a continually shifting network of pacts.
Large and small powers alike jockeyed for advantage in an uncertain environment. Only after
imperial Germany's military buildup threatened to overturn the equilibrium did Europe's nations
group into the competing alliances that ultimately faced off in World War I. As the 21st century
unfolds, China is more likely than other emerging nations to threaten U.S. interests. But unless
or until the rest of the world is forced to choose sides, most developing countries will keep their
options open, not obediently follow America's lead. Already, rising powers are showing that
they'll chart their own courses. Turkey for decades oriented its statecraft westward, focusing
almost exclusively on its ties to the United States and Europe. Now, Ankara looks primarily east
and south, seeking to extend its sway throughout the Middle East. Its secular bent has given way
to Islamist leanings; its traditionally close connection with Israel is on the rocks; and its relations
with Washington, although steadier of late, have never recovered from the rift over the U.S.
invasion of Iraq in 2003. India is supposedly America's newest strategic partner. Relations have
certainly improved since the 2005 agreement on civilian nuclear cooperation, and the two
nations see eye to eye on checking China's regional intentions. But on many other fronts,
Washington and New Delhi are miles apart. India frets, for instance, that the U.S. will give
Pakistan too much sway in Afghanistan. On the most pressing national security issue of the day-Iran's nuclear program--India is more of a hindrance than a help, defying Washington's effort to
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isolate Iran through tighter economic sanctions. And the two democracies have long been at
loggerheads over trade and market access. Nations such as Turkey and India, which Kagan
argues will be either geopolitically irrelevant or solid American supporters, are already pushing
back against Washington. And they are doing so while the United States still wields a
pronounced preponderance of power. Imagine how things will look when the playing field has
truly leveled out. Despite his faith that rising powers (save China) will be America's friends,
Kagan at least recognizes that their ascent could come at America's expense. Will not the
"increasing economic clout" of emerging powers, he asks, "cut into American power and
influence?" He offers a few reasons not to worry, none of which satisfies. For starters, he claims
that the growing wealth of developing nations need not diminish U.S. sway because "there is no
simple correlation between economic growth and international influence." He continues, "Just
because a nation is an attractive investment opportunity does not mean it is a rising great
power." True enough. But one of the past's most indelible patterns is that rising nations
eventually expect their influence to be commensurate with their power. The proposition that
countries such as India and Brazil will sit quietly in the global shadows as they become economic
titans flies in the face of history. Other than modern-day Germany and Japan--both of which
have punched well below their weight due to constraints imposed on them after World War II--a
country's geopolitical aspirations generally rise in step with its economic strength. During the
1890s, for instance, the United States tapped its industrial might to launch a blue-water navy,
rapidly turning itself from an international lightweight into a world-class power. China is now in
the midst of fashioning geopolitical aspirations that match its economic strength--as are other
emerging powers. India is pouring resources into its navy; its fleet expansion includes 20 new
warships and two aircraft carriers. To support his thesis that emerging powers are not rising at
the expense of U.S. influence, Kagan also argues that pushback against Washington is nothing
new. He then cites numerous occasions, most of them during the Cold War, when adversaries
and allies alike resisted U.S. pressure. The upshot is that other nations are no less compliant
today than they used to be, and that the sporadic intransigence of emerging powers is par for
the course. But today's global landscape is new. By presuming that current circumstances are
comparable with the Cold War, Kagan underestimates the centrifugal forces thwarting American
influence. Bipolarity no longer constrains how far nations--even those aligned with Washington-will stray from the fold. And the United States no longer wields the economic influence that it
once did. Its transition from creditor to debtor nation and from budget surpluses to massive
deficits explains why it has been watching from the sidelines as its partners in Europe flirt with
financial meltdown. The G-7, a grouping of like-minded democracies, used to oversee the global
economy. Now that role is played by the G-20, a much more unwieldy group in which
Washington has considerably less influence. And it is hardly business as usual when foreign
countries lay claim to nearly 50 percent of publicly held U.S. government debt, with an emerging
rival--China--holding about one-quarter of the American treasuries owned by foreigners. Yes,
U.S. leadership has always faced resistance, but the pushback grows in proportion to the
diffusion of global power. China may prove to be America's most formidable competitor, but
other emerging nations will also be finding their own orbits, not automatically aligning
themselves with Washington. America's most reliable partners in the years ahead will remain its
traditional allies, Europe and Japan. That's why it spells trouble for the United States that these
allies are on the losing end of the ongoing redistribution of global power. The Wrong Lesson
Finally, Kagan's timing is off. He is right that power shifts over decades, not years. But he
underestimates the speed at which substantial changes can occur. He notes, for example, "The
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United States today is not remotely like Britain circa 1900, when that empire's relative decline
began to become apparent. It is more like Britain circa 1870, when the empire was at the height
of its power." After two draining wars, an economic crisis, and deepening defense cuts, this
assertion seems doubtful. But let's assume that the United States is indeed "at the height of its
power," comparable with Britain circa 1870. In 1870, British hegemony rested on a combination
of economic and naval supremacy that looked indefinitely durable. Two short decades later,
however, that picture had completely changed. The simultaneous rise of the United States,
Germany, and Japan altered the distribution of power, forcing Britain to revamp its grand
strategy. Pax Britannica may have technically lasted until World War I, but London saw the
writing on the wall much earlier--which is precisely why it was able to adjust its strategy by
downsizing imperial commitments and countering Germany's rise. In 1896, Britain began
courting the United States and soon backed down on a number of disputes in order to advance
Anglo-American amity. The British adopted a similar approach in the Pacific, fashioning a naval
alliance with Japan in 1902. In both cases, London used diplomacy to clear the way for
retrenchment--and it worked. Rapprochement with Washington and Tokyo freed up the fleet,
enabling the Royal Navy to concentrate its battleships closer to home as the Anglo-German
rivalry heated up. It was precisely because Britain, while still enjoying preponderant strength,
looked over the horizon that it was able to successfully adapt its grand strategy to a changing
distribution of power. Just like Britain in 1870, the United States probably has another two
decades before it finds itself in a truly multipolar world. But due to globalization and the spread
of new manufacturing and information technologies, global power is shifting far more rapidly
today than it did in the 19th century. Now is the time for Washington to focus on managing the
transition to a new geopolitical landscape. As the British experience makes clear, effective
strategic adjustment means getting ahead of the curve. The alternative is to wait until it is too
late--precisely what London did during the 1930s, with disastrous consequences for Britain and
Europe. Despite the mounting threat posed by Nazi Germany, Britain clung to its overseas
empire and postponed rearmament. After living in denial for the better part of a decade, it
finally began to prepare for war in 1939, but by then it was way too late to stop the Nazi war
machine. Even Kagan seems to recognize that comparing the United States to Britain in 1870
may do his argument more harm than good. "Whether the United States begins to decline over
the next two decades or not for another two centuries," he writes, "will matter a great deal,
both to Americans and to the nature of the world they live in." The suggestion here is that the
United States, as long as it marshals the willpower and makes the right choices, could still have a
good 200 years of hegemony ahead of it. But two decades--more in line with the British analogy-is probably the better guess. It strains credibility to propose that, even as globalization speeds
growth among developing nations, a country with less than 5 percent of the world's population
will run the show for two more centuries. Whether American primacy lasts another 20 years or
another 200, Kagan's paramount worry is that Americans will commit "preemptive superpower
suicide out of a misplaced fear of their own declining power." In fact, the greater danger is that
the United States could head into an era of global change with its eyes tightly shut--in denial of
the tectonic redistribution of power that is remaking the globe. The United States will remain
one of the world's leading powers for the balance of the 21st century, but it must recognize the
waning of the West's primacy and work to shepherd the transition to a world it no longer
dominates. Pretending otherwise is the real "preemptive superpower suicide."
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2AC AT: Hegemony #5= “No impact”

1. They say _______________________ , but

(Give a 5 sec summary of your opponent’s single argument)

Extend our _______________________ evidence.
(Put your author’s name)

It’s much better than their _______________________ evidence because:
(Put their author’s name)

Circle one or more of the following options:
(it’s newer) (the author is more qualified)
(their evidence is not logical/contradicts itself)

(it has more facts)
(history proves it to be true)

(their evidence has no facts) (Their author is biased) (it takes into account their argument)
(Their evidence is a bad comparison)

(their evidence supports our argument)

[WRITE IN YOUR OWN!]
Explain how your option is true:

Explain why your option matters:
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2AC AT: Global Warming #1= “Squo Solves”

1. They say _______________________ , but

(Give a 5 sec summary of your opponent’s single argument)

Extend our _______________________ evidence.
(Put your author’s name)

It’s much better than their _______________________ evidence because:
(Put their author’s name)

Circle one or more of the following options:
(it’s newer) (the author is more qualified)
(their evidence is not logical/contradicts itself)

(it has more facts)
(history proves it to be true)

(their evidence has no facts) (Their author is biased) (it takes into account their argument)
(Their evidence is a bad comparison)

(their evidence supports our argument)

[WRITE IN YOUR OWN!]
Explain how your option is true:

Explain why your option matters:

2. Not enough is being done to decrease Warming
Kahn 16 (Brian, a Senior Science Writer at Climate Central. He previously worked at the
International Research Institute for Climate and Society and partnered with climate.gov to
produce multimedia stories, manage social media campaigns and develop version 2.0 of
climate.gov., 11/3, The World Isn’t Doing Enough to Slow Climate Change,
http://www.climatecentral.org/news/unep-report-climate-change-20846, DD)
The Paris Agreement to limit global warming goes into effect Friday. It’s stated goal is to keep
the world from warming more than 2°C (3.6°F) above pre-industrial times. There’s just one
problem: the greenhouse gas emissions reductions countries have pledged so aren’t nearly
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enough to meet that goal, according to the United Nations’ Environmental Program’s fifth
annual emissions gap report published on Thursday. Global greenhouse gas emissions continue
to rise, but they'll need to peak and start declining soon to avoid dangerous climate change. The
carbon pollution cuts on the table from now through 2030 will put the world on a trajectory to
warm 3.4°C (6.1°F) by 2100. In order to keep warming close to the 2°C threshold, the world will
have to find a way to cut an additional 25 percent of its carbon pollution. Last year, around 39
gigatons of carbon dioxide was emitted globally. While the Paris Agreement will limit emissions,
particularly in developed countries, a number of developed countries will still likely see their
emissions rise over the coming decade. For example, China is expected to peak its emissions in
2030. That means the world’s cumulative emissions could reach 52 gigatons by 2030 — even if
all Paris Agreement pledges are met (and that’s a big if). The findings are based on the concept
of a carbon budget — basically how much carbon pollution the world can emit while still
remaining below the 2°C threshold. The world is already halfway through the 2°C carbon budget.
Current trends will take us well past the carbon budget for 1.5°C and right against the limits of
the 2°C carbon budget. We've already come close to the 1.5°C threshold for a few months this
year (which will incidentially be the world's hottest). To keep the world on a trajectory that
makes 2°C feasible and doesn’t require even more drastic cuts, the world will have to find a way
to cut an additional 12-14 gigatons of carbon pollution by 2030. Releasing this report so close to
the Paris Agreement going into force and the climate talks kicking off next week in Morocco is an
important reminder to policymakers that more has to be done. Climate change is an issue with
little regard for wiggle room and the overdraft penalty for overshooting the carbon budget is
steep. Entire nations could disappear under rising seas. Conflict, disease and food insecurity
could become more common. Some of the ecosystems that support us could collapse. For all the
bad news about the current trajectory, the report shows that there’s a path forward where the
world closes its carbon emissions gap and stands a better chance of achieving the 2°C goal.
Cities, private corporations and regional governments could play a big role in doing that. New
York, for example, is planning to reduce its emissions 80 percent by 2050. That’s both a larger
cut and a longer timeframe than the current U.S. commitment to the Paris Agreement, which is
to cut emissions 26-28 percent below 2005 level in 2025. Energy efficiency could also help shave
another few gigatons off the carbon budget overdraft, particularly emissions from buildings.
Ultimately, the report shows that keeping global warming in check isn’t solely the responsibility
of large government or small ones, but everyone on the planet.
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2AC AT: Global Warming #2= “Timeframe”

1. They say _______________________ , but

(Give a 5 sec summary of your opponent’s single argument)

Extend our _______________________ evidence.
(Put your author’s name)

It’s much better than their _______________________ evidence because:
(Put their author’s name)

Circle one or more of the following options:
(it’s newer) (the author is more qualified)
(their evidence is not logical/contradicts itself)

(it has more facts)
(history proves it to be true)

(their evidence has no facts) (Their author is biased) (it takes into account their argument)
(Their evidence is a bad comparison)

(their evidence supports our argument)

[WRITE IN YOUR OWN!]
Explain how your option is true:

Explain why your option matters:
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2AC AT: Global Warming #3= “Tipping Point”

1. They say _______________________ , but

(Give a 5 sec summary of your opponent’s single argument)

Extend our _______________________ evidence.
(Put your author’s name)

It’s much better than their _______________________ evidence because:
(Put their author’s name)

Circle one or more of the following options:
(it’s newer) (the author is more qualified)
(their evidence is not logical/contradicts itself)

(it has more facts)
(history proves it to be true)

(their evidence has no facts) (Their author is biased) (it takes into account their argument)
(Their evidence is a bad comparison)

(their evidence supports our argument)

[WRITE IN YOUR OWN!]
Explain how your option is true:

Explain why your option matters:

2. Warming is reversible
Chichilinisky 16 (Graciela, Columbia University Professor of Economics and of Statistics Graciela
Chichilnisky, who is also the author and architect of the Kyoto Protocol Carbon Market and CEO
and cofounder of Global Thermostat, 10/3, Climate Change is Reversible: An Interview with
Graciela Chichilnisky and Peter Wadhams,
http://www.globalpolicyjournal.com/blog/03/10/2016/climate-change-reversible-interviewgraciela-chichilnisky-and-peter-wadhams-0, DD)
Is there a way to stabilize or even reverse climate change and thus avert a potentially
catastrophic scenario that could threaten human civilization as we know it? In the interview that
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follows, two leading scholars and scientists, Columbia University Professor of Economics and of
Statistics Graciela Chichilnisky, who is also the author and architect of the Kyoto Protocol Carbon
Market and CEO and cofounder of Global Thermostat, and Peter Wadhams, Professor of Ocean
Physics at Cambridge University and UK's most experienced sea ice scientist, say it is possible to
do so through the deployment of technology that can remove carbon dioxide from the air.
Marcus Rolle with C. J. Polychroniou: Climate change poses a massive threat to the world
economy, to human civilization and to the planet on the whole, yet little seems to be done by
the world community to break cultural and political inertia. What's your explanation for climate
change inertia? Graciela Chichilnisky: Climate change involves extraordinary and unprecedented
risks that people and organizations are ill equipped to deal with. Put simply, most people do not
know what can be done about it, and they do not even know how to think about climate change.
This paralyzes them from action. In addition, there is an erroneous perception that the economic
costs of taking action against climate change are too high making action impossible in economic
terms, which is untrue. The global scope and complexity of the issue defies standard knowledge
and paralyzes most people, and this couples with economic interests of groups and businesses
that are invested in conventional energy sources such as fossil fuels. About 45% of all global
emissions come from electricity plants, which are a $55 trillion global infrastructure that is 87%
run by fossil fuels. Exxon Mobil is facing several law suits after allegedly misleading the public
about the risks of climate change caused by burning fossil fuels, the source of their revenues,
and presenting obstacles for solutions. Dated economic interests couple with denial, ignorance
and fear, and cause climate change inertia. Because the issue is complex, even well-meaning
people and organizations can be confused or ill informed. For example, the United Nations
Framework Convention on Climate Change (UNFCCC), which is the single global organization
responsible for preventing climate change, and its Green Climate Fund created recently to make
funding available to avert climate change, focus on "adaptation and mitigation" towards climate
change, particularly in the developing nations that will suffer the worst damages. This would be
a natural reaction to disasters such as earthquakes, droughts or tornadoes, which are of a
smaller magnitude. The situation is quite different with climate change. It is not possible for
human societies to adapt or mitigate the global damages caused by catastrophic climate change,
and we should be focused on resolving the problem rather than in adapting to it, or mitigating it
after the fact. The North and the South poles are melting, raising the world's oceans ravaging
coastal areas around the world and eventually submerging under the swollen seas 43 island
nations that make up about 20% of the UN vote. Very little can be done to "adapt and mitigate"
the human damages in a nation that is quickly and inexorably submerging under the oceans.
There is no way to adapt to the chaos and destruction in large cities like New York as they face
several disasters a year of the scope of hurricane Sandy, severing access to electricity and
drinking water and to law and order, making transportation and working conditions impossible,
with cars and vehicles floating in the flooded streets. Rather than well-meaning but illusory
adaptation and mitigation to catastrophic climate change, what is needed is to resolve the
problem. We need to reverse climate change and to do it now. This is possible with existing
technologies and it can be done within reasonable costs and conditions. This requires action
right away since the costs increase rapidly the longer we wait. The action required was
summarized in a 2014 UN IPCC 5th Assessment Report that states (page 101) that what is
needed is massive removal of CO2 from the atmosphere to avert catastrophic climate change.
The IPCC is the worlds leading scientific authority on this area, and was awarded the Nobel
Peace Prize for its work in documenting climate change. I used to be the US lead author of the
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IPCC and know that it no longer suffices to reduce emissions because CO2 remains in the
atmosphere for hundreds of years and we are dangerously close to the carbon budget that our
atmosphere will tolerate before irreversible and catastrophic changes occur. We need to remove
the CO2 emitted by humans in the process of industrialization based on burning fossil fuels.
There is hope if we act fast: there are now proven technologies to achieve these removals within
manageable costs. Indeed, the project can itself create jobs and increase exports, providing a
dramatic boost to innovation in the world economy. Why is this not already done? Most people
have difficulties with innovation and in conceiving new solutions as the IPCC indicates are
needed. But it is possible and indeed desirable for economic as well as environmental reasons.
Existing technologies can provide an extraordinary stimulus to the world economy; they are mild
and safe, providing low cost solutions that increase energy available and help overcome poverty.
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2AC AT: Global Warming #4= “No Impact”

1. They say _______________________ , but

(Give a 5 sec summary of your opponent’s single argument)

Extend our _______________________ evidence.
(Put your author’s name)

It’s much better than their _______________________ evidence because:
(Put their author’s name)

Circle one or more of the following options:
(it’s newer) (the author is more qualified)
(their evidence is not logical/contradicts itself)

(it has more facts)
(history proves it to be true)

(their evidence has no facts) (Their author is biased) (it takes into account their argument)
(Their evidence is a bad comparison)

(their evidence supports our argument)

[WRITE IN YOUR OWN!]
Explain how your option is true:

Explain why your option matters:
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2AC AT: Solvency #1= “States don’t adopt”

1. They say _______________________ , but

(Give a 5 sec summary of your opponent’s single argument)

Extend our _______________________ evidence.
(Put your author’s name)

It’s much better than their _______________________ evidence because:
(Put their author’s name)

Circle one or more of the following options:
(it’s newer) (the author is more qualified)
(their evidence is not logical/contradicts itself)

(it has more facts)
(history proves it to be true)

(their evidence has no facts) (Their author is biased) (it takes into account their argument)
(Their evidence is a bad comparison)

(their evidence supports our argument)

[WRITE IN YOUR OWN!]
Explain how your option is true:

Explain why your option matters:

2. 26 states were involved with creating the NGSS
NGSS No Date (Lead State Partners, https://www.nextgenscience.org/lead-state-partners, DD)
During the Next Generation Science Standards development process, 26 lead state partners
provided leadership to the standards writing team. These lead state partners continue to
provide guidance to states as they consider adoption of the NGSS, and address common issues
involved in adoption and implementation of the standards. The lead state partners made
commitments to: Give serious consideration to adopting the resulting Next Generation Science
Standards as presented. Identify a state science lead who will attend meetings with writers to
provide direction and work toward agreement on issues around the standards, adoption, and
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implementation. Participate in Multi-State Action Committee meetings (Committee of the Chief
State School Officers) to discuss issues regarding adoption and implementation of the new
standards. Publicly announce the state is part of the effort to draft new science standards and
make transparent the state’s process for outreach/receiving feedback during the process. Form
a broad based committee that considers issues regarding adoption and provides input and
reactions to drafts of the standards. Publicly identify timeline for adopting science standards.
Utilize the collective experiences of the states to develop implementation and transition plans
while the standards are being developed that can be used as models for all states. The following
map and content reflects the state's application for Lead State Partner in 2011. Click on the lead
state partner names below to learn more about their work: Arizona Arkansas California
Delaware Georgia Illinois Iowa Kansas Kentucky Maine Maryland Massachusetts Michigan
Minnesota Montana New Jersey New York North Carolina Ohio Oregon Rhode Island South
Dakota Tennessee Vermont Washington West Virginia
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2AC AT: Solvency #2= “NGSS =/= Solve”

1. They say _______________________ , but

(Give a 5 sec summary of your opponent’s single argument)

Extend our _______________________ evidence.
(Put your author’s name)

It’s much better than their _______________________ evidence because:
(Put their author’s name)

Circle one or more of the following options:
(it’s newer) (the author is more qualified)
(their evidence is not logical/contradicts itself)

(it has more facts)
(history proves it to be true)

(their evidence has no facts) (Their author is biased) (it takes into account their argument)
(Their evidence is a bad comparison)

(their evidence supports our argument)

[WRITE IN YOUR OWN!]
Explain how your option is true:

Explain why your option matters:

2. Based on the Fordham Institute Report, the NGSS still ranked higher than the programs that 32
states currently have. Even if it’s not the best it is way better than what most states have now
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2AC AT: Solvency #3= “Not Enough Teachers”

1. They say _______________________ , but

(Give a 5 sec summary of your opponent’s single argument)

Extend our _______________________ evidence.
(Put your author’s name)

It’s much better than their _______________________ evidence because:
(Put their author’s name)

Circle one or more of the following options:
(it’s newer) (the author is more qualified)
(their evidence is not logical/contradicts itself)

(it has more facts)
(history proves it to be true)

(their evidence has no facts) (Their author is biased) (it takes into account their argument)
(Their evidence is a bad comparison)

(their evidence supports our argument)

[WRITE IN YOUR OWN!]
Explain how your option is true:

Explain why your option matters:

2. NGSS helps teachers become better STEM teachers
NSTA No Date (National Science Teachers Association, NGSS in Action: Alison Hapka, High School
Physics, http://ngss.nsta.org/teacher-profile-alison-hapka.aspx, DD)
Alison Hapka knows what active science learning can do for a classroom. For one thing, it makes
a giant mess: everyone talking at once, papers and supplies scattered all over, and desks
pointing every which way. This is what it looks like in the science classes she teaches at Elkton
High School. She’s leading an effort to bring this style of teaching to her school, and working as
an executive board member for the Maryland Association of Science Teachers to help others
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learn to implement the Next Generation Science Standards effectively. Linking Science With Life
Alison became interested in inquiry-based learning 10 years ago, at a residential training
program on activity-based physics instruction. She found a reinvigorated approach to some of
the same concepts in the Framework for K-12 Science Education and volunteered to weave them
into her school’s curriculum. Later, she was invited to be on her states review committee for the
Next Generation Science Standards and participated in its public reviews. “It’s a 180 from how
we look at what the students are doing, how we link science and learning to their life in general,
how we connect where they’re beginning to where they need to end up,” says Alison. The NGSS
build on the way we naturally learn and apply that knowledge to our lives, Alison says. Changes
for the Classroom For teachers, that means a shift from the way lessons have traditionally been
designed to an approach that better motivates students to figure things out for themselves. “You
start from the skeleton of what you’ve done before, but change how it’s delivered,” Alison says.
You’re providing all the pieces they need and setting them free to put together the puzzle. But
the content is still the same. “The disciplinary core idea is the ‘lesson,’ or the meat and potatoes
of what’s being taught,” says Alison. “The science practices are how the kids digest learning and
connect it to what they’ve done before. I post the practices around my classroom straight from
the performance expectations, so students can see what they are and how they connect through
the lessons.” The Freedom to Fail This reboot of traditional instructional design will take some
getting used to, for students and teachers, as well as for education administrators.
"Administrators have to let teachers take risks and make mistakes,” Alison says. “The only way to
get real rigor and depth is to try, revise, and try again.” “You can’t give the kids the answers.
They have to come to it themselves. Let them try a dead-end approach for a 45-minute
experiment, because that teaches them just as much. They learn so much by making mistakes,
so you have to give yourself permission to let the kids fail, and to let us fail.”Helping students
take a more active role in learning means investing in a curriculum that’s difficult to standardize
on a large scale. It has to allow flexibility for students to progress at different paces, and
assessment must focus on knowledge application rather than on scores and scantrons. “It will
look a lot different from the traditional classroom,” says Alison. “It’s going to be messy, and
loud, and the end of the period might not look like the outcome written on the board. But
administrators must be flexible and realize we’re doing the best thing for student learning, and
we have to give space to let the teachers learn, too.” Where to Start Changing the way we’ve
always done things is scary. The standards themselves can be overwhelming, and the idea of
implementing them in entire school systems seems like a monumental task. But every
improvement starts with a first step. And for the students and teachers she’s worked with,
Alison has seen that the risk well worth the reward.
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1NC Hegemony Frontline

1. Status quo Solves- more students are earning STEM degrees
Bidwell 15 (Allie, an education reporter for U.S. News & World Report, 5/12, The Next Generation of
STEM: Students at the Cutting Edge of Innovation, https://www.usnews.com/news/the-nextgeneration-of-stem/articles/2015/05/12/students-across-the-us-show-off-stem-prowess, DD)
Engaging students in science, technology, engineering and math fields over the last five years has
emerged as a national priority not just for the nation’s educational system, but also for the economy,
as forecasts have shown a need for millions more workers with STEM skills. And though the tide is
turning, educators, politicians and employers alike say there’s still a long way to go. More students
are earning degrees in STEM fields – driven by a growth in the “hard sciences,” such as computer
science, engineering and physical and biological science – and an increasing number of high school
students are expressing interest in STEM. Nearly 900,000 students who took the ACT in 2014
reported an interest in STEM. That level of interest has remained steady, at about half of ACT testtakers, even as the pool of college-bound students increases. But as the country inches toward
improvement, there are students who are on the cutting edge of innovation in STEM fields. U.S.
News & World Report is proud to introduce 16 of these students, age 13 to 21, as the Next
Generation of STEM. The White House, too, has shone a spotlight on the work of students with a
passion for STEM through its annual science fair, now in its fifth year. The Obama administration also
developed a five-year strategic plan for STEM education. But it will take time before those
incremental improvements are reflected in the workforce, says Matt Sigelman, CEO of Burning Glass
Technologies. “We spend a lot of time tracking demand in the job market. And demand moves
quickly,” Sigelman says. “But supply – that is the supply of graduates to the market, the people who
have the skills needed to get jobs – intrinsically can’t move as quickly because programs of study
take a long time to complete.”
2. Turn: Terrorism is inevitable as long as U.S. heg is sustained
Layne 07 (Christopher, Associate Professor of International Affairs at the Bush School of Government
and Public Service, Texas A&M University, “American Empire: A Debate,” Routledge publishing 2007,
pg. 69)
Terrorism: When Over There Becomes Over Here 9/11 was not a random act of violence
visited upon the United States. The United States was the target of al Qaeda's terrorist strikes
because that group harbored specific political grievances against the United States. If we step
back for a moment from our horror and revulsion at the events of September 11, we can see
that the attack was in keeping with the Clausewitzian paradigm of war: force was used against
the United States by its adversaries to advance their political objectives. As Michael Scheurer,
who headed the CIA analytical team monitoring Osama bin Laden and al Qaeda, put it, "In the
context of ideas bin Laden shares with his brethren, the military actions of al Qaeda and its
allies are acts of war, not terrorism ... meant to advance bin Laden's clear, focused, limited,
and widely popular foreign policy goals .... "50 Terrorism, Bruce Hoffman says, is "about
power: the pursuit of power, the acquisition of power, and use of power to achieve political
change.">' As Clausewitz himself observed, "war is not an act of senseless passion but is
controlled by its political object."52 Terrorism really is a form of asymmetric warfare waged
against the United States by groups that lack the military wherewithal to slug it out with the
United States toe-to-toe. 9/11 was a violent counterreaction to America's geopolitical-and
cultural-primacy. As Richard K. Betts presciently observed in a 1998 Foreign Affairs article, "It
is hardly likely that Middle Eastern radicals would be hatching schemes like the destruction of
the World Trade Center if the United States had not been identified so long as the mainstay of
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Israel, the shah of Iran, and conservative Arab regimes and the source of a cultural assault on
Islam."53 U.S. primacy fuels terrorist groups like al Qaeda and fans Islamic fundamentalism,
which is a form of "blowback" against America's preponderance and its world role. 54 As long
as the United States uses its global primacy to impose its imperial sway on regions like the
Persian Gulf, it will be the target of politically motivated terrorist groups like al Qaeda.
3. Status quo Solves: U.S. Heg is sustainable
Hunt 3/13 (Edward, writer for Jacobin magazine, 2017, The American Empire Isn’t in Decline,
https://www.jacobinmag.com/2017/03/obama-trump-mattis-united-states-empire/, DD)
Over the past few years, a number of high-level officials have expressed great confidence in the
durability of US hegemony. Not only have they insisted that the declinist thesis is wrong, but they
have argued that the United States will remain the world’s dominant power well into the future. In
May 2016, two former high-level officials laid out the more confident view for the Senate Committee
on Foreign Relations. In a statement to the panel, former Secretary of State James Baker said that
the United States would continue to lead the international system. Certainly, “much of the rest of
the world — countries like China, Brazil and India — are catching up with us,” Baker conceded. “Still,
we should remain the world’s preeminent leader for the foreseeable future.” Former National
Security Advisor Thomas Donilon agreed. As long as the United States takes the proper precautions,
he said, it “will continue to be the world’s leading and most powerful nation for a long time to
come.” Donilon also rejected the declinist thesis, calling it a “myth” that should not be taken
seriously: “The idea that America is in decline does not stand up to a rigorous analysis of our national
balance sheet of strategic assets and liabilities,” Donilon asserted. “The truth is that no nation can
match our comprehensive set of enduring strengths.”Other Obama administration officials offered
similar views. Last October, for example, Secretary of State John Kerry noted that the United States
maintains tremendous economic advantages. “We’re the richest country on the face of the planet,”
Kerry said. In fact, the Obama administration made great strides in expanding US economic power
across the globe. President Obama, who acknowledged during his final months in office that he had
“made it a priority to open up new markets overseas,” boasted that his administration had
“increased US exports to the world by more than 40 percent — to record levels.” At the same time,
administration officials also pointed to their other great advantage in world affairs: American military
power. As Secretary of Defense Ashton Carter noted in April 2015, “it will take decades — and let me
repeat that: decades — for anyone to build the kind of military capability the United States possesses
today.” Obama expressed similar sentiments during his farewell tour. The United States possesses
“the greatest military in the history of the world,” Obama declared. “Make no mistake,” he
continued, “even with the challenges of recent years — and there have been challenges — our allies
and adversaries alike understand America’s military remains, by far, the most capable fighting force
on the face of the Earth.” In short, contrary to those who warn of waning US hegemony, high-ranking
officials insist that the United States remains the most powerful country in the world. “We are,
without a doubt, the world’s superpower,” CIA Director John Brennan said this past September.
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1. Status quo solves: Actions are being taken now to decrease environmental destruction
Biello 14 (David, contributing editor at Scientific American. He has been reporting on the
environment and energy since 1999, 11/17, 7 Solutions to Climate Change Happening Now,
https://www.scientificamerican.com/article/7-solutions-to-climate-change-happening-now/,
DD)
Here are seven solutions to global warming that are advancing and gathering steam in the U.S.—
and around the world. 1. Clean Power Plants—More than 20 percent of new, large power plants
built in the U.S. in 2013 employ sunlight to generate electricity. And that does not include solar
panels on people's rooftops, which alone added nearly two gigawatts of capacity last year. In
addition, natural gas replaced coal as the largest source of new electricity generation. The shale
revolution enabled the U.S. to reduce its carbon dioxide emissions “while maintaining economic
growth by switching from coal to gas," notes Nobuo Tanaka, former head of the International
Energy Agency (IEA) and a now a visiting fellow at Columbia University. Of the two coal-fired
power plants that were completed last year, one was the coal gasification facility in
Edwardsport, Ind., which could one day incorporate technology to capture its CO2 emissions. Per
megawatt-hour, the new power plant also spews half the CO2 as the old coal-fired power plant it
replaced. Although the U.S. is currently retiring more nuclear reactors than it is building, the
same is not true in China. In addition to its 22 operating reactors, it has 26 under construction
and plans for even more. That's because the Chinese leadership sees nuclear power as one of
the key ways—besides solar, wind and hydropower—to cut down on the country's coal burning,
which is responsible both for its choking air pollution and swelling greenhouse gas emissions.
Without nuclear power the IEA and other energy experts suggest that curtailing climate change
may prove impossible. Regardless, nuclear power today, along with hydropower, provides the
bulk of low-CO2 electricity production. "We need everything," Tanaka says. "We need CCS
[carbon capture and storage]. We need nuclear. We need renewables." 2. Local Action—In 2008
six states in the northeastern U.S. launched a regional effort to cap CO2 pollution from power
plants in the region via the use of alternative sources and energy-efficiency programs. By 2014,
the effort had grown to include nine states and had helped cut such greenhouse gas emissions in
nearly half. In fact, the program has been so successful that the states agreed to lower the
overall cap by an additional 45 percent starting this year. The Regional Greenhouse Gas
Initiative, aka RGGI, or "Reggie" for short, is not the only climate action in the U.S. in the absence
of a federal effort. California has launched its own cap-and-trade market, and it has, along with
34 other states, some form of mandate for electricity generated from less polluting sources, such
as the wind, sun and Earth's geothermal heat. Cities large (New York) and small (Dubuque, Iowa)
have set targets to reduce greenhouse gas emissions. In fact, cities around the world are
reducing CO2 in a bid for self-preservation, and some, such as Copenhagen and Melbourne, are
aiming to cancel out any CO2 emitted with CO2 absorbed or otherwise avoided. As a result of
these actions—and the surge in generation from cleaner power sources—U.S. greenhouse gas
pollution has dropped by 10 percent since 2005. And the recent election holds out the prospect
that RGGI may gain another member state—Pennsylvania. 3. Control of Methane Leaks—
Colorado has become the first state in the nation to try to address methane—a greenhouse gas
even more potent than CO2. Leaks in pipelines, storage tanks and other infrastructure will have
to be fixed within weeks after their discovery, among other new regulations administered by the
Colorado Air Quality Control Commission. The Rocky Mountain state is unlikely to remain the
only place to act to control such pollution. In this case even the federal government is taking
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action. The Obama administration has implemented new rules to capture the methane leaking
from garbage dumps, coal mines and the manure piles created by large animal farms. And both
the EPA and U.S. Bureau of Land Management are considering rules around methane for the oil
and gas industry. At the local level Google has partnered with environmental groups and cities to
sniff out leaks in aging gas infrastructure. Methane currently accounts for 9 percent of U.S.
greenhouse gas pollution—and growing because of fracking for oil and the gas itself. In fact, that
number does not include all the methane that is flared—that is, burned off as a precaution to
prevent explosions but in the process releasing CO2. So action against methane can buy more
time to address the problem of rising CO2 pollution. 4. Tougher Emissions and Efficiency
Standards—New standards for cars are becoming a global phenomenon, whether it’s more
stringent rules in China, the European Union or the U.S. As the world heads toward two billion
vehicles, making sure that these cars emit less pollution—both smog-forming nitrogen oxides
and heat-trapping carbon dioxide—will be crucial, whether it is accomplished via more efficient
internal combustion engines or better hybrids. Electric cars, including the Chevy Volt, Nissan
LEAF or Tesla Model S, can help, too, provided the electricity does not come from burning fossil
fuels. At the same time, power plants face ever-tighter requirements for air pollution. As a
result, U.S. pollution is already 10 percent below 2005 levels and will drop lower. "You can't
build a coal plant in the U.S. unless it complies with high emission reductions," says Ethan
Zindler, head of policy analysis at Bloomberg New Energy Finance. "People do the low-cost
option for compliance, which is to build a new gas plant." One day even natural gas–fired power
plants may have to employ CO2 capture and storage, much like new coal-fired power plants in
Mississippi and Texas do today. And new efficiency standards for appliances, from air
conditioners to washing machines, have helped keep electricity demand from growing, paired
with improvements in basic technology, such as light-emitting diodes, or LEDs, replacing less
efficient incandescent bulbs. 5. Greener Farming—The U.S. Department of Agriculture is helping
farmers adapt to climate change, even if they don't believe in global warming. Regional climate
hubs now provide extension agents with technical support on best practices to deal with a
changing climate, including preserving buffer wetlands to cut down on both erosion and
flooding. National forests and grasslands will now be managed with the goal of storing CO2,
among other aims. Already farmers have begun adopting various techniques to reduce
greenhouse emissions, including precision agriculture to grow crops efficiently, cover crops to
reduce soil erosion and biodigesters to reduce animal waste. Ultimately, farms may even help
address climate change by providing energy crops for biofuels. Such fuel from plants paired with
the kind of CCS used on coal-fired power plants could even begin to draw down the amount of
CO2 already in the atmosphere. And the regrowth of U.S. forests as less land is devoted to
farming is already helping restrain global warming. 6. Private Sector Action—It's not just that
tech giants like Apple and Google are powering data centers with wind and solar. It's not just big
food brands like General Mills and PepsiCo preparing their businesses for the crop and water
scarcity predicted by climate change. It's not even the internal carbon prices employed at oil
companies like Shell and even ExxonMobil. It's the fact that—outside of coal companies, a few
coal-burning utilities and the U.S. Chamber of Commerce—it's hard to find businesses that do
not accept the science on global warming or have plans to deal with it. The simple fact is that
climate change also means changes to business models, whether the company is an insurance
giant like Swiss Re facing extreme weather risk or a utility, like NRG Energy, facing new
regulations as well as customers desirous of a new relationship with power production and
producers. And for those in the energy business like Alstom, General Electric, Siemens, Toshiba
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or Westinghouse, fortunes will be made—or lost—as China and other fast-developing countries
build out cleaner energy options. 7. New Kinds of Geopolitical Consensus—On November 12
China and the U.S., the world's two most polluting countries, signed an agreement to combat
climate change. China will cap its CO2 emissions by 2030 and plan to get 20 percent of its
electricity from the wind, sun, dams and fission. The U.S. will ratchet up its pollution reduction
trajectory aiming for a doubling of the annual rate of decline from just over 1 percent per year to
more than 2 percent per year. Combined with the pledge of 28 countries of the European Union
to reduce CO2 as well in the same time frame, more than half of global pollution is now set to
decline in coming decades. "The politics in both countries are easier if both countries move
forward together," notes Jennifer Morgan, global director of the climate program at the World
Resources Institute (WRI). "If both are acting together, others cannot hide behind them and they
can inspire greater ambition." Nor is the U.S.–China deal the only bright spot, internationally.
Brazil and Indonesia—the two countries where deforestation is fastest—are both attempting to
reverse course. At the same time, developing countries are aiming to skip fossil fuels in their
drive for prosperity. Kenya has become the world's hotspot for geothermal power, thanks to the
Rift Valley, where geology brings hot rocks close to the surface. Both Brazil and India have made
big pushes for more solar power. And a recent survey by Bloomberg New Energy Finance found
that 55 developing countries installed nearly twice as much renewable power as developed
countries between 2008 and 2013. "If you're burning diesel to light your home, that isn't great,"
says Bloomberg's Zindler. "You can now displace that with PV," or photovoltaics, thanks to the
price drop in these cleaner technologies in recent years. That's one thing individuals can do: join
the growing ranks of solar homeowners. But, at least in the U.S., there is another action that is
probably more important to the fight against climate change in the long run: voting for
politicians and policies that promise climate action. As WRI's Morgan notes, to keep the global
average temperature from rising more than 2 degrees Celsius by 2100, “the pace and scale of
change just needs to increase dramatically."
2. The affirmative’s impacts will happen before they can get enough STEM workers in the market
to solve
3. We are beyond the tipping point for CO2 emissions
Ritchie 3/16 (Earl J., Lecturer, Department of Construction Management, 2017, Have We Passed the
Climate Change Tipping Point?, https://www.forbes.com/sites/uhenergy/2017/03/16/have-wepassed-the-climate-change-tipping-point/#387c686f7e12, DD)
A few years ago, 400 parts per million for carbon dioxide was widely cited as the tipping point for
climate change. Now that we have passed that value, it has become common to say that it wasn’t
really a tipping point, that it was symbolic or a milestone. Whether it’s a tipping point or a milestone,
we have decisively passed it and CO2 levels appear certain to continue higher. Ralph Keeling, the
originator of the famous Keeling Curve, said “it already seems safe to conclude that we won’t be
seeing a monthly value below 400 ppm this year – or ever again for the indefinite future.” Let’s
consider what a tipping point actually is. The IPCC describes it as “abrupt and irreversible change.”
Lenton, et al. say it “will inevitably lead to a large change of the system, i.e., independently of what
might happen to the controls thereafter.” In other words, past the tipping point there will be drastic
changes even if we stop emitting CO2. Rather than staying “well below 2 degrees Celsius above preindustrial levels” as is the target of the United Nations Framework Convention on Climate Change
(UNFCCC), there could be warming of several degrees, with associated sea level rise and rainfall
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changes. In contrast to these definitions, others say climate change at projected CO2 levels may be
reversible. Reversibility is important because otherwise it’s impossible, or at least very difficult, to do
anything once you have passed the tipping point. I’ll return to this. Where do we stand on CO2?
Atmospheric CO2 has not only been increasing; it has been accelerating. The 2001-2016 annual
average increase is double that of 1960-1980. As pointed out in an earlier post, commitments under
the UNFCC Paris Agreement do not decrease global CO2 emissions, so it is virtually certain that CO2
concentrations will continue to rise. Much has been made of the potential impact of Trump’s policies
on CO2 emissions. The frequently quoted Lux Research analysis of Clinton and Trump policies
projected a difference well under a billion metric tons in 2025. This is just over 1% of the world total
under the Paris Agreement commitments. The difference is not significant insofar as it relates to
tipping mechanisms.
4. Their impacts are over exaggerated and not backed by peer-reviewed research
Idso 11 (Craig D., PhD Center for the Study of Carbon Dioxide and Global Change, 6/15/11, Center for
the Study of Carbon Dioxide and Global Climate Change, “Estimates of Global Food Production in the
Year 2050: Will We Produce Enough to Adequately Feed the World?” AS)
Many people have long believed that the ongoing rise in the air’s carbon dioxide or CO2 content
has been causing the world to warm, due to the “greenhouse effect” of this radiatively-active
trace gas of the atmosphere; and they believe that the planet will continue to warm for decades -- if
not centuries -- to come, based upon economic projections of the amounts of future fossil fuel (coal,
gas and oil) usage and climate-model projections of the degree of global warming they expect to be
produced by the CO2 that is emitted to the atmosphere as a result of the burning of these fuels. The
same people have also long believed that CO2-induced global warming will lead to a whole host
of climate- and weather-related catastrophes, including more frequent and severe floods,
droughts, hurricanes and other storms, rising sea levels that will inundate the planet’s coastal
lowlands, increased human illness and mortality, the widespread extinction of many plant and
animal species, declining agricultural productivity, frequent coral bleaching, and marine life
dissolving away in acidified oceans. And because of these theoretical model-based projections,
they have lobbied local, regional and national governments for decades in an attempt to get the
nations of the world to severely reduce the magnitudes of their anthropogenic CO2 emissions. But
are the scenarios painted by these climate alarmists true portrayals of what the future holds for
humanity and the rest of the biosphere if their demands are not met?¶ This is the question recently
addressed in our Center’s most recent major report: Carbon Dioxide and Earth’s Future: Pursuing the
Prudent Path. In it, we describe the findings of many hundreds of peer-reviewed scientific studies
that analyzed real-world data pertaining to the host of climate- and weather-related
catastrophes predicted by the world’s climate alarmists to result from rising global temperatures.
The approach of most of these studies was to determine if there had been any increasing trends
in the predicted catastrophic phenomena over the past millennia or two, the course of the 20th
century, or the past few decades, when the world’s climate alarmists claim that the planet warmed
at a rate and to a degree that they contend was unprecedented over the past thousand or two years.
And the common finding of all of this research was a resounding No!¶ But even this nearuniversal repudiation of climate-alarmist contentions has not been enough to cause them to
alter their overriding goal of reducing anthropogenic CO2 emissions. Invoking the
precautionary principle, they essentially say that the potential climatic outcomes they foresee are
so catastrophic that we cannot afford to gamble upon them being wrong, evoking the old adage that
it is better to be safe than sorry, even if the cost is staggering.¶ If this were all there were to
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the story, we all would agree with them. But it is not, for they ignore an even more ominous
catastrophe that is rushing towards us like an out-of-control freight train that is only years
away from occurring. And preventing this ominous future involves letting the air’s CO2 content
continue its historical upward course, until the age of fossil fuels gradually peaks and then
naturally, in the course of unforced innovation, declines, as other sources of energy gradually
become more efficient and less expensive, and without the forced intervention of government.
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1. NGSS are no better than the standards that exist and are not enough to create change in STEM
Finn and Porter-Magee 13 (Chester and Kathleen, writers for the Thomas B Fordham Institute,
6/13, Final Evaluation of the Next Generation Science Standards, http://edex.s3-us-west2.amazonaws.com/publication/pdfs/20130612-NGSS-Final-Review_7.pdf, DD)
Let us start with the bottom line: We know this Fordham report will be controversial, if only
because so many have invested much time, treasure, and energy in the development of the Next
Generation Science Standards (NGSS) and they urgently want these standards to be embraced
throughout American K–12 education. We respect them, acknowledge their hard work, and
honor their intentions. Having carefully reviewed the standards, however, using substantially the
same criteria as we previously applied to state science standards—criteria that focus primarily
on the content, rigor, and clarity of K–12 expectations for this key subject—our considered
judgment is that NGSS deserves a C. Before you gasp or grump or lash out, let us remind you
that, only a year ago, twenty-six state science standards received grades of D or F from our
reviewers, while twelve also earned Cs. Just thirteen jurisdictions—one in four—had standards
worthy of honors grades. Only seven earned grades in the A range. (You can see which in the
table below.) As is widely understood, weak standards are not the only—or the most
worrisome—problem facing science education in the United States in 2013. Achievement in this
field has been dismal. The most recent appraisals by the National Assessment of Educational
Progress (NAEP, 2009) found barely one-third of fourth graders at or above the “proficient” level
in science, followed by a mere 30 percent in eighth grade and an embarrassing 21 percent at the
end of high school. Other studies have shown that just 30 percent of U.S. high school graduates
are prepared for college-level work in science.1 By international standards, our performance in
science is even worse. According to results from the most recent PISA assessment (released in
2010), fifteen-year-olds in the United States ranked twenty-third out of sixty-five countries. On
the 2007 TIMSS science assessment, U.S. eighth graders overall ranked eleventh out of fortyeight nations, with only 10 percent of American students scoring at or above the TIMSS
“advanced” level. In short: American science education at the K–12 level needs a radical
upgrade. And in our estimation, such an upgrade begins with dramatic improvements in the
expectations that drive curriculum, teaching, learning, and assessment in this crucial realm.
Evaluated against our criteria (spelled out in Appendix A), NGSS earned a higher score than the
standards currently in place in twenty-six states (and they are clearly superior to the standards
of at least sixteen of those states).2 If schools in those states aligned their curricula and
instruction to the NGSS, their students would likely be better off when it comes to science
education. Having said that, by our lights the NGSS are inferior to the science standards of an
almost equal number of states, and qualitatively on par with the expectations of a number of
others. Students in those states would do better to be taught to the expectations of one of the
states that have already done this really well. (Or to standards constructed upon the NAEP or
TIMSS frameworks, both of which earned grades of A- from Fordham’s reviewers.) At day’s end,
of course, whether standards have any impact on achievement hinges on implementation and
execution across the many moving parts of the education enterprise. Standards are just the
beginning—a description of the goals to be attained, the destinations to be reached. They’re not
vehicles for getting there. Alas, we have long, glum experience with states whose standards look
swell on paper but whose achievement is dreadful—because they never really operationalized
their own standards. That could turn out to be as true of NGSS as of individual state standards.
Final Evaluation of the Next Generation Science Standards Page 5 One more crucial point at the
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outset: most states already have full plates of education reforms that are plenty challenging to
implement, often including the Common Core State Standards for English language arts and
math. Before undertaking any major change in their handling of science education, state leaders
would be wise to consider whether they have the capacity to accomplish this in the near term,
too. We caution against adopting any new standards until and unless the education system can
be serious about putting them into operation across a vast enterprise that stretches from
curriculum and textbooks to assessment and accountability regimes, from teacher preparation
to graduation expectations, and much more. Absent thorough and effective implementation,
even the finest of standards are but a hollow promise.
2. There are not enough qualified STEM teachers
Kobler 11 (Jason, a freelance writer based in New York City, 6/8, Many STEM Teachers Don't
Hold Certifications, https://www.usnews.com/education/blogs/high-schoolnotes/2011/06/08/many-stem-teachers-dont-hold-certifications, DD)
With teacher layoffs and staff shortages nationwide, some teachers are being asked to teach
subjects they are not certified to teach. Roughly 30 percent of chemistry and physics teachers in
public high schools did not major in these fields and haven't earned a certificate to teach those
subjects, according to a new survey released Monday by the National Center for Education
Statistics (NCES). Half of earth science teachers are similarly unqualified. Tom Luce, CEO of
the National Math and Science Initiative (NMSI) and a former assistant secretary at the U.S.
Department of Education, says that, oftentimes, a certificate to teach science isn't enough."In
our mind, a certificate doesn't necessarily mean somebody has content knowledge," he says.
Although subject certification varies state to state, Luce says that taking one chemistry class in
college might qualify a teacher to teach the subject. "If you don't have content knowledge then
it's very difficult to not only teach the class, but it's virtually impossible to inspire somebody."
According to the NCES study, which surveyed high school teachers during the 2007-2008 school
year, fewer than half of chemistry and physics teachers majored in those subjects, and a quarter
of math teachers don't hold math degrees. The problem extends to history, where less than two
thirds of teachers hold a history degree. Conversely, 82 percent of English teachers, 90 percent
of art teachers, and 95 percent of music teachers hold a bachelor's degree or higher in their
field. Luce says the problem is most prevalent in middle school, where more than two thirds of
math teachers aren't qualified to teach the subject, a 2007 report by the National Academies
shows. Only 1 in 10 middle school physical science teachers have a degree or certification in the
subject, according to the same report. "That's when you lose a kid's interest," he says. "They
don't even want to try in high school because they think, 'I didn't like this in middle school.'"
NMSI's UTeach science, technology, engineering, and math (STEM) teacher training program has
been heralded by President Obama. The program, operated in 22 universities, allows
undergraduate students to earn a bachelor of science in math or science while earning a
teaching certificate. A similar program by The Woodrow Wilson National Fellowship foundation
will train 450 STEM teachers in three states. But when districts need to fill teaching vacancies,
they are often forced to take the best available option—which means a math teacher might be
asked to teach physics, or a biology teacher might teach chemistry. [Learn how companies
are promoting STEM education.] Luce doesn't blame the teachers. "Their principal comes to
them and says 'Guess what, you're going to teach algebra next year.' Well, I'll put it very simply,"
he says. "You can't teach what you don't know." Linda Rosen, chief executive officer of Change
the Equation, a STEM education advocacy group and former math teacher, agrees that districts
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are sometimes forced to choose from a small pool. "If a state or district is really down to the
wire and school is fast approaching, they need an adult in that classroom. They're not just going
to choose a warm body off the street, but they may give out emergency certification at that
point," she says. Some districts are implementing mentoring and training programs led by highly
trained teachers, and may pay for teachers to take classes in the subject they will be teaching.
But in many poor school districts, both urban and rural, schools are facing teacher shortages.
"Teaching in high-poverty, high-needs schools is not necessarily an appealing option," Rosen
says. Even though many teachers may find themselves teaching outside their specialty, that
doesn't necessarily mean they are bad teachers, she says, noting, "There are a lot of dedicated
people who are trying their best."
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2NC/1NR Hegemony#1 Extension

1. They say that there are not enough students getting STEM degrees, but
(Give a 5 sec summary of your opponent’s single argument)

Extend our Bidwell evidence.
(Put your author’s name)

It’s much better than their U.S. News/Raytheon evidence because:
(Put their author’s name)

Circle one or more of the following options:
(it’s newer)

(the author is more qualified)

(their evidence is not logical/contradicts itself)

(it has more facts)
(history proves it to be true)

(their evidence has no facts) (Their author is biased) (it takes into account their
argument)
(Their evidence is a bad comparison)

(their evidence supports our argument)

(Their evidence offers another way to solve)

[Write your own]

Explain how your option is true:
There evidence states that colleges are producing more STEM degrees but they are
students with temporary visas

for

Explain why your option matters:
If we increased the number of visas the U.S. gives then we could increase the number of
STEM workers quicker than waiting for students to complete 12 years of
primary/secondary schooling.

2. Increasing H-1B Visas would increase STEM workers in the U.S.
Ruiz 13 (Neil, Former Senior Policy Analyst and Associate Fellow - Metropolitan Policy Program,
4/9, America’s Foreign Students and Immigration Reform,
https://www.brookings.edu/blog/up-front/2013/04/09/americas-foreign-students-andimmigration-reform/, DD)
Despite bipartisan consensus in favor of retaining foreign students studying at U.S. universities
to make America economically competitive, Congress continues to disagree over the details.
Over the past couple of years, we have seen introduced a panoply of cleverly-named legislative
proposals—see STAPLE, STEM, STAR, BRAINS, and SMART—to create a green card for foreign
students receiving graduate degrees in the science, technology, engineering, and mathematics
(STEM) fields can work in the United States immediately post-graduation. Yet, some fear that an
accelerated inflow of foreign workers may depress wages and crowd out opportunities for
Americans. Very soon, the American public will see some version of these proposals in a muchanticipated comprehensive immigration reform bill. To understand the potential impact of this
legislation, the Brookings Institution’s Metropolitan Policy Program has compiled new facts
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about America’s foreign student population. This is part of a new Brookings Immigration Facts
series, which will shed light on the potential national and local impacts of immigration reform. If
legislation is passed to create an easier pathway for retaining foreign students that obtain
advanced STEM degrees at U.S. universities, the impact could be large: about 96,200 incoming
foreign students on F-1 visas in 2010 could have become eligible for a green card upon
graduation. Currently, only a fraction of these students attain a temporary skilled-worker visa
after graduating. The H-1B visa program has been one of the main pathways for retaining
American-trained foreign students, though only 19,922 H-1B recipients in 2010 (26 percent of
all H-1B visas) were foreigners with advanced degrees from U.S. universities.
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2NC/1NR Hegemony #2 Extension

1. They say

, but

(Give a 5 sec summary of your opponent’s single argument)

Extend our

evidence.
(Put your author’s name)

It’s much better than their

evidence because:

(Put their author’s name)

Circle one or more of the following options:
(it’s newer)

(the author is more qualified)

(their evidence is not logical/contradicts itself)

(it has more facts)
(history proves it to be true)

(their evidence has no facts) (Their author is biased) (it takes into account their
argument)
(Their evidence is a bad comparison)

(their evidence supports our argument)

[WRITE IN YOUR OWN!]
Explain how your option is true:

Explain why your option matters:

2. U.S. heg motivates terrorism
Brzezinski 4 (Zbigniew, Counselor at the Center for Strategic and International Studies and a
professor of foreign policy @ Johns Hopkins “The Choice: Global Domination or Global
Leadership” p 34)
Last but not least, a policy of unilateral compulsion would breed an international state of mind
in which the surreptitious acquisition ofWMD would become a high priority for states unwilling
to be intimidated. Such states would then have an additional incentive to assist terrorist groups,
which, fueled by a thirst for revenge, would be even more likely to anonymously unleash
weapons of mass destruction against America. Survival of the fittest, always inherent to some
degree in international politics (though gradually mitigated by international conventions
guiding the conduct of states), would thereby becomethe law of the global jungle. In the long
run, that could prove to be the fatal undoing of America's national security.
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2NC/1NR Hegemony #3 Extension

1. They say

, but

(Give a 5 sec summary of your opponent’s single argument)

Extend our

evidence.
(Put your author’s name)

It’s much better than their

evidence because:

(Put their author’s name)

Circle one or more of the following options:
(it’s newer)

(the author is more qualified)

(their evidence is not logical/contradicts itself)

(it has more facts)
(history proves it to be true)

(their evidence has no facts) (Their author is biased) (it takes into account their
argument)
(Their evidence is a bad comparison)

(their evidence supports our argument)

[WRITE IN YOUR OWN!]
Explain how your option is true:

Explain why your option matters:

2. U.S. heg is sustainable
Smith 16 (Rishi Gillman, PPE (Philosophy, Politics and Economics) Undergraduate Student,
4/19, The Era of the US Hegemony Continues, http://themarketmogul.com/the-era-of-the-ushegemony-continues/, DD)
A hegemonic state occurs due to an unequal distribution of power amongst states, causing a
particular state to have the most power across the world. After World War II, the US was seen as
the world’s hegemon. The ‘power’ exerted by the US to be known as a hegemon comes in two
forms: hard coercive power and diplomatic soft power, with hard power, enforcing more
authority. It is of popular consensus that the era of the US hegemony is on the decline, and the
US will eventually be no longer seen as the muscle of the current world. I am here to go against
this school of thought and argue that the US is still and will carry on being the world’s
hegemonic power. There have been many studies into showing how the United States’
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hegemony of the global economic system may eventually be overtaken. A popular study was
about a group of countries labeled the BRICs (Brazil, Russia, India, China) by Goldman Sachs,
that predicted that in the 21st century these countries would rule the world economy based on
their GDP and productivity growth; with the United States’ GDP eventually being only threequarters the size of China’s by 2050. Resulting, with the United States, no longer being the
driving force or leader in world economics. Looking at the incredibly simplistic measure of the
current GDP of the economies of the five countries at hand, it shows that the GDP of United
States is larger than the combined GDP values of the BRICs. It is of widespread consensus that
China poses the most significant threat out of the BRICs to overtake the US as the hegemonic
power in economics. Although China has invested heavily in its homegrown innovation industry,
the evidence is that these new innovative Chinese products and companies are seen as copycats
of US companies, insinuating that for the Chinese companies to be successful, they need to have
similarities to American products. Furthermore, these companies, even though successful within
mainland China, will never be able to break out of the shackles of staying within the Chinese
borders since they are simply low-cost alternative versions of already worldwide established
American companies, such as Baidu and Alipay being copycat technologies of Google and PayPal
respectively. This exemplifies how the US continues to retain it’s leadership in the global
economic system as leading innovation companies and technologies choose to grow within the
American borders, and eventually becoming the world’s economic giants.For example, in 2014,
the United States accounted for 31.1 percent of total world research and development (R&D)
spending. Moreover, many companies are unwilling to establish and invest in long-term projects
within China due to the bureaucratic and political systems. Resulting in American
establishments remaining within their borders where they are safe within the knowledge of the
established and reliable, legal and political systems. Hence, this inevitably means the United
States can retain leadership in the global economic system for leading innovation and
technologies. This is further illustrated by the fact that the United States continues to house the
majority of the most economically successful brands such as Apple and IBM. Another of the
BRICs, Brazil, tipped for major economic success is predicted to shrink economically by 2.5%3%, due to high pensions and tax breaks for favored companies. A comparison can then be made
to the Untied States’ economy that is expected to expand by about 2.5% which should then also
create over two million more jobs and still retain the highest GDP in the world. This itself fits in
with Gilpin’s idea of a hegemonic power, where the hegemonic leader in the world acts as the
Keynesian leader within economics, and when there is high unemployment it should spend
more money on creating jobs and inducing world economic growth. The United States
undoubtedly has the largest global political influence than any other country, which in turn
results in more power for the United States. One form of political persuasion that many
countries use is foreign aid, which in 2013 was $31.5 billion from the United States to other
countries, in comparison to Britain which had the second highest foreign aid of around half of
the US budget. This foreign aid handed out by the United States can be transformed into
cooperation from the countries receiving the aid; this can be done in many ways. One way is for
the countries receiving aid to purchase American products or to buy food produced via
American farmers that has been processed from the United States, or to obtain arms and
components to build arms from the United States. Furthermore, this adds to the bolstering
economy of the United States, whilst gaining allies which in the long term will support the US in
the economic/political arena, assisting the US’s hegemonic status.The West, and in particular the
US, is seen as a more attractive proposition, to live and invest in compared to anywhere else, due
to its democratic diplomatic soft power, pluralist political culture and freedom of speech. As a
result, people from all over the world seek to move to the United States. A comparison of that
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can be made with China where there is a state-ruled communist regime that does not
necessarily promote the type of diplomatic soft power as that of the West, particularly for
example as the United States. This liberal culture, coalesced with a strong educational system
and high standard of living gives rise to the draw of people with various capabilities from
around the world. Specifically from two Asian countries within the BRICs, China and India; who
make up over 40% of the international student enrollment into universities in the United States.
The students that are coming to study at these world-renowned American universities are the
cream of the crop with regards to academics and are wealthy enough to afford the high tuition
fees. This migration of students from countries across the world implies that the United States is
able to arguably gain future leaders; pioneers and entrepreneurs from around the world whom
inevitably end up contributing to the economic success of the United States, hence further
contributing to assisting the US to retain its hegemonic leadership in the global economic
system. In conclusion, even though countries such as China boast powerful economies
themselves, they are not able to overtake that of the United States. The United States does not
only have an outright powerful economy, but it contains steady and solid political systems that
enable its economy to continue growing. The strong dollar and the steady growth of the US
economy remain attractive to investors all over the world, hence continuing the era of US
hegemonic leadership of the global economic system.
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2NC/1NR Global Warming #1 Extension

1. They say

, but

(Give a 5 sec summary of your opponent’s single argument)

Extend our

evidence.
(Put your author’s name)

It’s much better than their

evidence because:
(Put their author’s name)

Circle one or more of the following options:
(it’s newer)

(the author is more qualified)

(their evidence is not logical/contradicts itself)

(it has more facts)
(history proves it to be true)

(their evidence has no facts) (Their author is biased) (it takes into account their
argument)
(Their evidence is a bad comparison)

(their evidence supports our argument)

[WRITE IN YOUR OWN!]
Explain how your option is true:

Explain why your option matters:

2. The international community is determined to decrease warming
McHugh and Moulson 7/9 (David & Geir, The Associated Press, 7/9/17, G-20 nations reaffirm
support for global warming fight, https://www.reviewjournal.com/news/politics-and-government/g20-nations-reaffirm-support-for-global-warming-fight/, DD)
HAMBURG, Germany — World powers lined up against U.S. President Donald Trump on climate
change, reaffirming their support for international efforts to fight global warming. The Group of 20
summit that ended Saturday in Hamburg also revealed tensions on trade, as the U.S. administration
and international partners forged a deal that endorsed open markets but acknowledged countries
had a right to put up barriers to block unfair practices The summit’s final statement made clear that
the other countries and the European Union unanimously supported the Paris climate agreement
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rejected by Trump. They called the deal to reduce greenhouse gases “irreversible” and vowed to
implement it “swiftly” and without exception. The other countries, from European powers such as
Germany to emerging ones such as China and energy producers such as Saudi Arabia, merely “took
note” of the U.S. position, which was boxed off in a separate paragraph that the summit host,
German Chancellor Angela Merkel, made clear applied only to the United States. She said the U.S.
position was “regrettable” but that the summit had achieved “good results in some areas,” and cited
a hard-won agreement on trade that included Trump and the United States but did not erase the
differences over the issue. She said the talks had been at times “difficult.” Trump’s chief economic
adviser played down tensions between the U.S. and other nations as the president headed home
from his first G-20 summit.
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2NC/1NR Global Warming #2 Extension

1. They say

, but

(Give a 5 sec summary of your opponent’s single argument)

Extend our

evidence.
(Put your author’s name)

It’s much better than their

evidence because:

(Put their author’s name)

Circle one or more of the following options:
(it’s newer)

(the author is more qualified)

(their evidence is not logical/contradicts itself)

(it has more facts)
(history proves it to be true)

(their evidence has no facts) (Their author is biased) (it takes into account their
argument)
(Their evidence is a bad comparison)

(their evidence supports our argument)

[WRITE IN YOUR OWN!]
Explain how your option is true:

Explain why your option matters:

2. It takes over a decade to get through the STEM pipeline from Kindergarten to College, even if we
started now the process would take too long. All their evidence calls for immediate solutions for
Warming.
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2NC/1NR Global Warming #3 Extension

1. They say

, but

(Give a 5 sec summary of your opponent’s single argument)

Extend our

evidence.
(Put your author’s name)

It’s much better than their

evidence because:

(Put their author’s name)

Circle one or more of the following options:
(it’s newer)

(the author is more qualified)

(their evidence is not logical/contradicts itself)

(it has more facts)
(history proves it to be true)

(their evidence has no facts) (Their author is biased) (it takes into account their
argument)
(Their evidence is a bad comparison)

(their evidence supports our argument)

[WRITE IN YOUR OWN!]
Explain how your option is true:

Explain why your option matters:

2. Too late to reverse the effects of global warming
Emerson 16 (Sarah, a San Francisco-based Motherboard reporter covering the environment, tech
culture, and science oddities, 9/28, Goodbye World: We’ve Passed the Carbon Tipping Point For
Good, https://motherboard.vice.com/en_us/article/z43wpx/goodbye-world-weve-passed-thecarbon-tipping-point-for-good, DD)
It's a banner week for the end of the world, because we've officially pushed atmospheric carbon
levels past their dreaded 400 parts per million. Permanently. According to a blog post last
Friday from the Scripps Institution of Oceanography, "it already seems safe to conclude that we
won't be seeing a monthly value below 400 ppm this year—or ever again for the indefinite
future." Their findings are based on weekly observations of carbon dioxide at Hawaii's Mauna
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Loa Observatory, where climate scientists have been measuring CO2 levels since 1958. What's
so terrifying about this number? For several years now, scientists have been warning us that if
atmospheric carbon were allowed to surpass 400 parts per million, it would mark a serious
"milestone." In 2012, the Arctic was the first region on Earth to cross this red line. Three years
later, for the first time since scientists had begun to record them, carbon levels remained above
400 parts per million for an entire month. Chart: National Oceanic and Atmospheric
Administration. Some description adapted from the Scripps CO2 Program website, "Keeling
Curve Lessons."This time, experts believe we're stuck here for good, due to the cyclical effects of
Mauna Loa's CO2 curve. Carbon levels usually reach an annual low point near the end of
September, Scripps notes, but this year, those numbers are hovering around 401 parts per
million. There's a chance that we've haven't seen 2016's lowest carbon levels yet, but the
institution deems that occurrence "almost impossible." If there's an inkling of a silver lining
here, it's that scary numbers could scare people into action. For example, the Paris Agreement—
an international convention dedicated to fighting climate change and its effects—has laid out
some firm goals directly tied to carbon levels. All countries who adopt the agreement are bound
to prevent global average temperatures from rising beyond 1.5°C above pre-industrial levels.
One of the primary means for achieving that will be to limit emissions, and enforce ambitious
clean energy mandates. However, the 60 nations who have ratified the agreement so far only
account for 47.76 percent of the world's carbon emissions. So in light of that, here are some of
climate change's other permanent effects, listed in no particular order.
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2NC/1NR Global Warming #4 Extension

1. They say

, but

(Give a 5 sec summary of your opponent’s single argument)

Extend our

evidence.
(Put your author’s name)

It’s much better than their

evidence because:
(Put their author’s name)

Circle one or more of the following options:
(it’s newer)

(the author is more qualified)

(their evidence is not logical/contradicts itself)

(it has more facts)
(history proves it to be true)

(their evidence has no facts) (Their author is biased) (it takes into account their
argument)
(Their evidence is a bad comparison)

(their evidence supports our argument)

[WRITE IN YOUR OWN!]
Explain how your option is true:

Explain why your option matters:

2. Their impact claims are not valid
Sadar 14 (Anthony J., Prof @ Geneva College specializing in Earth and Environmental Science,
Statistics, Air Pollution Meteorology and Engineering, Why the former Ice Age became global
warming, then climate change, Washington Examiner 7/7/14,
http://washingtonexaminer.com/why-the-coming-ice-age-became-global-warming-thenclimate-change/article/2550565)//mm)
Today, it is fashionable to expect disaster from too much warmth. So the smart money is on
promoting dire predictions and consequences of rising thermometers, even in the face of no global
warming for more than 15 years. From my own 35 years of experience in the atmospheric science
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profession as an air-pollution meteorologist, air quality program administrator and science educator,
I can attest the fact that long-range, global climate-change outlooks are nothing but insular
professional opinion. Such opinion is not worthy of the investment of billions of dollars to avoid the
supposed catastrophic consequences of abundant, inexpensive fossil fuels and, subsequently, to
impoverish U.S. citizens with skyrocket energy costs. I have conducted or overseen a hundred airquality studies, many using sophisticated atmospheric modeling. Such modeling — comparable to or
even involving the same models as those used in climate modeling — produced results for relatively
short-term, local areas that, although helpful to understanding air quality impact issues, were far
from being able to bet billions of taxpayer dollars on. Yet similar climate models that imagine
conditions for the entire globe for decades into the future are used to do just that — bet billions of
taxpayer dollars. Bottom line, nobody can detail with any billion-dollar-spending degree of
confidence what the global climate will be like decades from now. But, it’s easy to predict that, given
enough monetary incentive and the chance to be at the pinnacle of popularity, some climate
prognosticators — and certainly every capitalizing politician — will continue to proffer convincing
climate claims to an unwary public.
3. Turn: Their exaggerated impacts only lead to inaction or climate change denial
Mann, Hassol, and Toles 7/13 (Michael E. Mann is distinguished professor of atmospheric science at
Pennsylvania State University and director of the Penn State Earth System Science Center. Susan Joy
Hassol is the director of Climate Communication LLC. Tom Toles is the editorial cartoonist for The
Post, 7/12/17, Doomsday Scenarios Are as Harmful as Climate Change
Denial,https://www.ecowatch.com/doomsday-climate-change-2458562034.html, DD)
It is easy to understand why advocates for climate action have become somewhat dispirited in
recent months. In the space of less than a year, we've seen the U.S. go from playing a leading role in
international climate negotiations to now being the only nation in the world to renege on its
commitment to the 2015 Paris climate accord. It is in this environment of defeat and despair that
we've witnessed a dramatic rise in the prominence of climate doomism—commentary that portrays
climate change not just as a threat that requires an urgent response but also as an essentially lost
cause, a hopeless fight. Some of the more egregious examples can be found among fringe characters
such as ecologist Guy McPherson—a doomist cult hero who insists that exponential climate change
likely will render human beings and all other species extinct within 10 years. Such rhetoric is in many
ways as pernicious as outright climate change denial, for it leads us down the same path of inaction.
Whether climate change is a hoax (as President Trump has asserted) or beyond our control (as
McPherson insists), there would obviously be no reason to cut carbon emissions. Doomist narratives,
albeit of a more nuanced and subtle variety, are now starting to appear in respected, mainstream
venues, written by otherwise able and thoughtful journalists. In this vein comes a recent New York
Magazine article The Uninhabitable Earth by David Wallace-Wells. It is important to be up front
about the risks of unmitigated climate change, and it is critical to keep in mind the potential for
unpleasant surprises and worst-case scenarios, the so-called fat tail of risk. It is, moreover,
appropriate to criticize those who understate the risks. But there is also a danger in overstatement
that presents the problem as unsolvable and future outcomes as inevitable. The New York magazine
article paints an overly bleak picture, arguing that climate change could render the Earth
uninhabitable by the end of this century. Its opening story about the "flooding" of a seed vault in
Norway leaves out that one of the vault's creators told NPR "there was really no flood." It
exaggerates the near-term threat of climate "feedbacks" involving the release of frozen methane. It
mischaracterizes one recent study as demonstrating that the globe is warming "more than twice as
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fast as scientists had thought," when in fact the study in question simply showed that one dataset
that had tended to show less warming than other datasets has now been brought in line with the
others after some problems were corrected for. The warming of the globe is progressing as models
predicted. And that is plenty bad enough. The evidence that climate change is a serious challenge
that we must tackle now is very clear. There is no need to overstate it, particularly when it feeds a
paralyzing narrative of doom and hopelessness. Some seem to think that people need to be shocked
and frightened to get them to engage with climate change. But research shows that the most
motivating emotions are worry, interest and hope. Importantly, fear does not motivate, and
appealing to it is often counter-productive as it tends to distance people from the problem, leading
them to disengage, doubt and even dismiss it. It is important to communicate both the threat and
the opportunity in the climate challenge. Those paying attention are worried, and should be, but
there are also reasons for hope. The active engagement of many cities, states and corporations, and
the commitments of virtually every nation (minus one) is a very hopeful sign. The rapid movement in
the global energy market towards cleaner options is another. Experts are laying out pathways to
avoid disastrous levels of climate change and clearly expressing the urgency of action. There is still
time to avoid the worst outcomes, if we act boldly now, not out of fear, but out of confidence that
the future is largely in our hands.
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2NC/1NR Solvency #1 Extension

1. They say

, but

(Give a 5 sec summary of your opponent’s single argument)

Extend our

evidence.
(Put your author’s name)

It’s much better than their

evidence because:
(Put their author’s name)

Circle one or more of the following options:
(it’s newer)

(the author is more qualified)

(their evidence is not logical/contradicts itself)

(it has more facts)
(history proves it to be true)

(their evidence has no facts) (Their author is biased) (it takes into account their
argument)
(Their evidence is a bad comparison)

(their evidence supports our argument)

[WRITE IN YOUR OWN!]
Explain how your option is true:

Explain why your option matters:

2. No Solvency: The standards are flawed and confusing
Vander Hart 13 (Shane, is one of the administrators and frequent writer at Truth in American
Education and an advocate with this network of grassroots activists this website represents, 3/11/13,
Problems with Next Generation Science Standards, https://truthinamericaneducation.com/nextgeneration-science-standards/problems-with-next-generation-science-standards/, DD)
The Next Generation Science Standards are projected to be completed this month. The process has
been slightly different than we saw with the Common Core State Standards, but ultimately it seems
like we’ll have the same result. Special interest groups driving the standards with state departments
and boards of education adopting them with little feedback from the public. There were public
comment periods, but those were poorly publicized with short time frames. True state-led and
vetted standards must include in-state public comment and vetting by elected representatives of the
people. Any process that doesn’t include this step is inherently flawed. That said reviewers have
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found problems with the content. The Fordham Institute, who endorsed the Common Core Math
and ELA Standards, in their review of the Next Generation Science Standards second draft made
public briefly in January of this year. They said “large problems still abound” and those include: In an
apparent effort to draft fewer and clearer standards to guide K–12 science curriculum and
instruction, the drafters continue to omit quite a lot of essential content. The pages that follow
supply many examples. Among the most egregious omissions are most of chemistry;
thermodynamics; electrical circuits; physiology; minerals and rocks; the layered Earth; the essentials
of biological chemistry and biochemical genetics; and at least the descriptive elements of
developmental biology. As in version 1.0, some content that is never explicitly stated with regards to
earlier grades seems to be taken for granted when referring to later grades—where, we fear, it won’t
actually be found if the earlier-grade teachers do not see it made explicit. Real science invariably
blends content knowledge with core ideas, “crosscutting concepts,” and various practices, activities,
or applications. The NGSS erroneously claims that presenting science as such an amalgam is a major
innovation (“conceptual shift”), which it isn’t. Much more problematic, the NGSS has imposed so
rigid a format on its new standards that the recommended “practices” dominate them, and basic
science knowledge—which should be the ultimate goal of science education—becomes secondary.
Such a forced approach also causes the language of these standards to become distractingly
stereotyped and their interpretation a burden. As noted above (and praised), the drafters made a
commendable effort to integrate “engineering practices” into the science rather than treating
engineering as a separate discipline. Still—once again—their insistence on finding such practices in
connection with so many standards sometimes leads to inappropriate or banal exercises—and blurs
the real meaning of “engineering.” The effort to insist on “assessment boundaries” in connection
with every standard often leads to a “dumbing down” of what might actually be learned about a
topic, seemingly in the interest of “one-size-fits-all” science that won’t be too challenging for
students. This is a mistake in at least two ways. First, it potentially limits how far and how deep
advanced students (and their teachers) might go. (The vague assertion that this can be dealt with via
“advanced” high school courses helps almost not at all.) Second, it usurps the prerogative of
curriculum builders and those constructing (and determining proficiency levels on) assessments to
make these decisions for themselves. It’s one thing to set forth what must be covered in school; it’s
quite another to try to put limits on how much more might be covered—and to suggest that not
going farther is perfectly okay, even for pupils who could and would. What’s more, these
“boundaries” are often used to strip science of critical mathematics content. A number of key terms
(e.g., “model” and “design”) are ill defined or inconsistently used. Even as the amplitude of new
appendices adds welcome explanation and clarification of what is and isn’t present and why, it also
produces a structure for NGSS that most users, especially classroom teachers, will find complex and
unwieldy. Even the attempts to help users understand and apply these standards (as in the four-page
PDF document titled “How to read the NGSS standards”) are complicated and confusing. Moreover,
the various appendices are clearly aimed at different audiences without ever saying so. Will a fifthgrade teacher actually make her way to Appendix K to obtain additional (and valuable) information
about science-math alignment and some pedagogically useful examples? Will the final version of
NGSS omit some of the intervening appendices that have more to do with the philosophical, political,
and epistemological leanings of the project and its leaders than with anything of immediate value to
real schools? Although the “alignment” of NGSS math with Common Core math is improved, there
also seems to have been a conscious effort by NGSS drafters not to expect much science to be taught
or learned of the sort that depends on math to be done properly. This weakens the science and
leads, once again, to a worrisome dumbing down, particularly in high school physics—which, as the
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reviewers note, “is inherently mathematical.” It must also be noted that Appendix K, valuable as it is
in grades K–5, is essentially AWOL from the middle and high school grades, where it is most needed.
Indeed, our math reviewers found “no guidance about the specific mathematics to be used for
individual science standards at the high school level. And only occasional guidance at the middle
school level.”
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2NC/1NR Solvency #2 Extension

1. They say

, but

(Give a 5 sec summary of your opponent’s single argument)

Extend our

evidence.
(Put your author’s name)

It’s much better than their

evidence because:
(Put their author’s name)

Circle one or more of the following options:
(it’s newer)

(the author is more qualified)

(their evidence is not logical/contradicts itself)

(it has more facts)
(history proves it to be true)

(their evidence has no facts) (Their author is biased) (it takes into account their
argument)
(Their evidence is a bad comparison)

(their evidence supports our argument)

[WRITE IN YOUR OWN!]
Explain how your option is true:

Explain why your option matters:

2. NGSS only focuses on education but does not provide a framework to create more STEM
teachers.
3. STEM education fails because there are not enough teachers
Rotherham 11 (Andrew, writes the blog Eduwonk, is a co-founder and partner at Bellwether
Education, a nonprofit working to improve educational outcomes for low-income students. School of
Thought, his education column for TIME.com, 5/26/11 The Next Great Resource Shortage: U.S.
Scientists, http://content.time.com/time/nation/article/0,8599,2074024,00.html, DD)
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The word "stem" is tossed around so much at education meetings these days, you'd think you were
at a gardening seminar. STEM is shorthand for "science, technology, engineering, and mathematics"
— all fields that are growing, providing lucrative jobs, and key to future American competitiveness.
That's why everyone from President Obama to the United States Chamber of Commerce is worried
about whether we're producing enough STEM graduates from our colleges and universities. That this
is a problem is one of the few things that everyone in education seems to agree upon. Part of the
push for better STEM education stems — sorry — from American companies claiming there are
shortages of American workers able to take on certain roles. Each year, American technology and
engineering firms push to expand the number of workers allowed under the "H-1B" visa program, a
category that allows companies to hire foreigners in roles where they cannot find a qualified
American citizen. Critics claim the H-1B program is more a ploy to allow companies to hire skilled
workers cheaper. (See the 20 Best-and Worst-Paid College Majors.) STEM anxiety is also an
outgrowth of larger concerns about American competitiveness. The growing number of STEM
workers in countries like China and India has policymakers on edge. You often hear that China and
India are producing many more engineers than the United States, but when researchers from Duke
University looked closely at the numbers, they found that what's counted as an engineering degree
in those countries would often be considered a vocational certificate or two-year degree in this
country. The Duke team found relative parity between the United States and China and India when
the engineering comparison was apples to apples. And part of our STEM obsession is frankly just
longtime habit. In the 1950s, it was Admiral Hyman Rickover calling for more math and science
education as part of the effort to keep us competitive with the Soviets. Congress passed legislation
to support math and science education in 1958 and advocates have been pushing for more ever
since. Congress passed several STEM measures in just the last decade, including the 2007 America
Competes Act, which includes measures to recruit and train teachers in STEM subjects. Still,
debatable need, confused statistics, and force of habit doesn't mean there isn't an actual STEM
problem facing the United States. American students should be doing better in math and science
than they are now, and we are arguably producing too few college STEM majors. If the global
competitiveness race turns into a numbers game, we're in trouble absent dramatic improvements: If
it were its own country, the populations of China and India aged 14 and younger would each still be
among the top five nations in the world in terms of population. That means that even marginal
improvements in education in those countries will pay big dividends and put them on a stronger
competitive footing. Besides, there is little doubt that our own economic future hinges in no small
part on remaining a leader in innovation in science and technology. (See TIME's special report on
paying for college.) So we want more college graduates in STEM careers. How do we get them? Right
now policymakers are fixated on upgrading the quality of the math and science teaching force
through better recruitment and training. "Out-of-field" teachers — meaning those without proper
training in the subject — remain an acute problem in math and science. Scholarships, loanforgiveness, and even higher pay are all used to attract more teachers into STEM fields. More
creative ideas are emerging, too. Math For America provides $100,000 fellowships for math teachers
and Partners in Science gives science teachers the opportunity to undertake actual scientific work at
national laboratories during the summer. All good ideas, but to some extent we're chasing our tail:
Not enough STEM graduates means not enough STEM teachers, regardless of the incentives.
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Topicality
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Vocabulary

Limits: The amount of arguments that can be run. This is usually about how many affirmatives are
topical under a certain interpretation. If there are many, many affs—think 50+—that would make it
super hard to be negative. On the other hand, if there were only 2 affs, then that would make it too
hard for the aff. When people talk about limits, this is the discussion.
Ground: Which arguments that can be run depending on the interpretation. Basically, which DA’s,
CP’s, K’s, and Case arguments can you read. If you couldn’t read ANYTHING in the core files against
an aff, that would make it challenging to be negative.
Mixing Burdens forces the judge or debaters to look at solvency to determine if the aff is topical. The
argument is that it should be very clear if the aff is topical by just looking at the plan text, not
solvency or the effects of the plan.
Bi-directional is when the resolution makes the aff increase something and/or decrease something
at the same time. For example, this year an aff can increase regulation which would theoretically
reduce school freedoms, control what they do, and possibly decrease funding. Another aff could
increase funding which would increase school freedoms. This makes it very hard to be neg because
you have to have arguments against increased funding and decreased funding, increased regulations
and decreased regulations.
Core of the Topic is usually an aff argument that says that the case is something that should be
discussed. It’s an argument that their case is essential to the resolution and should be included
because it’s particularly educational and predictable.
Great resource defining many of the traditional words in most topics!
https://www.nfhs.org/media/1017641/topicality-china-2016.pdf
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1NC Funding Equality Regulations Topicality

A. Interpretation: regulations must be a mandatory requirement
Environmental Protection Agency ’16 [Government agency responsible for protecting the
environment, “The Basics of the Regulatory Process”, Oct., https://www.epa.gov/lawsregulations/basics-regulatory-process]
Have you ever wondered how EPA protects the environment? We use a variety of tools and
approaches, like partnerships, educational programs, and grants. One of our most significant tools
is writing regulations. Regulations are mandatory requirements that can apply to individuals,
businesses, state or local governments, non-profit institutions, or others. Congress passes the
laws that govern the United States, but Congress has also authorized EPA and other federal
agencies to help put those laws into effect by creating and enforcing regulations. Below, you'll find
a basic description of how laws and regulations are developed, what they are, and where to find
them, with an emphasis on environmental laws and regulations.
B. Violation: the “progressive funding” model encourages states to give more equal funding
through grants and cuts. The plan is not actually a mandatory law.
C. Reasons to vote negative:
1. Mixing burdens: It’s impossible to tell if the plan will actually solve the problem directly
based on the plan text. Mandatory laws are topical just by looking at the plan text. Having
uncertain solving is not only bad for education, but also bad for fairness since we base our
strategy off the plan text.
2. Limits: there are many more cases that give incentives or penalties. Any case that just tries
to have the states change education would be considered topical. With so many cases, it
will be impossible to have predictability and therefore depth of education and fairness will
be destroyed.
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2AC AT: Funding Equality Regulations Topicality

1. We meet—our Center for American Progress evidence argues that states will be forced to
fund more equally by the government. If they do not, huge amounts of funding will be cut
and redistributed. These states will also lose out on grants so they will do the plan.
2. Counter interpretation: regulations must be voluntary incentives
Consortium for Policy Research in Education ’92 [Policy research organization located in New Jersey
with many contributors focused on education, “Ten Lessons about Regulation and Schooling.
Reporting on Issues and Research in Education Policy and Finance”]
Policymaker and educator references to education regulation frequently encompass a variety
of governmental policies, including but not limited to regulation. The term is used to refer to
policies that set standards, be they laws or statutes, rules with the force of law, or guidelines that
are in fact voluntary. Only sometimes is the term regulation applied literally to rules
established, generally by state boards of education, to implement statute.
3. Counter Standards:
A. Topic Education—regulations on education are almost always incentive based. It’s not
possible to make states do something on education, especially with the 10th amendment
balancing power. Our interpretation gives the debaters the best education about the topic
itself and mechanisms that the government uses which increases policy education.
B. No case meets—all laws are just penalties and incentives. Even laws that the
interpretation is talking about cannot force a person or organization to do something. The
threat of jail or fines is exactly the same incentive as grants and economic cuts. They limit
the topic so much no education or fairness is possible.
C. Real World—all negotiations between people include give and take. Most interactions and
relationships are based on compromise, incentives, and collaboration. Just forcing a school
to do something does not teach real negotiation skills that can be used in job situations or
life in general.
4. Reasonability: We are having a fair debate. They have enough things to say against our
AFF. Unless the judge is certain we have abused the neg, let’s focus on the substance of
the debate.
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2NC/1NR AT #1: “We Meet”

1. They don’t meet—extend our EPA evidence. It states that regulations are mandatory
requirements that force individuals, states, or organizations to comply with the
government.
2. Extend the violation—their solvency evidence talks about grant incentives and cuts that
will be made for non-compliance. These do not force the states to equalize funding,
instead they just give or take away money to encourage states to equalize funding.
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2NC/1NR AT #2: “Counter Interpretation”

1. Extend our EPA interpretation. Our interpretation is preferable for debate because of
limits, ground, fairness, and education.
2. There’s a topical version of the Aff—they can just make a law which demands that states
comply with funding equalization under the law. It can also be a federal crime to leave
funding grossly unequal. With this direct regulation, states will be forcesd to comply.
3. They’ve abused us in the debate round because they
___________________________________________________________________________
___________________________________________________________________________
_________________________________
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2NC/1NR AT #3: “Topic Education”

1. They explode limits—allowing incentives or penalties means that the plan is not directly
topical. The aff is effectually topical which means they may result in change, but not
necessarily so. This means that multiple steps can be taken to be topical which makes
almost all aff fit. There are also almost an infinite amount of incentives or penalties which
could be switched out which also explodes the amount of cases.
2. We must keep regulations and funding small because there are almost infinite education
regulations—loose interpretations destroy neg. ground
Longley ’16 [Robert, ogged over 26 years of experience in municipal government in Texas and
California cities. He has also served as About.com/ThoughtCo's Expert on U.S. Government since
October 1997.” Federal Regulations”, Nov. 26, https://www.thoughtco.com/federal-regulations3322287]
How Many Federal Regulations are There? According to the Office of the Federal Register, in 1998,
the Code of Federal Regulations (CFR), the official listing of all regulations in effect, contained a
total of 134,723 pages in 201 volumes that claimed 19 feet of shelf space. In 1970, the CFR totaled
only 54,834 pages. The General Accountability Office (GAO) reports that in the four fiscal years from
1996 to 1999, a total of 15,286 new federal regulations went into effect. Of these, 222 were
classified as "major" rules, each one having an annual effect on the economy of at least $100 million.
While they call the process "rulemaking," the regulatory agencies create and enforce "rules"
that are truly laws, many with the potential to profoundly effect the lives and livelihoods of
millions of Americans. What controls and oversight are placed on the regulatory agencies in
creating the federal regulations?
3. Topic too broad already—there are four qualifiers in the resolution already—
“elementary”, “secondary”, “regulation”, and “funding”. All of these mixes dramatically
increase the topic size. The judge must put their foot down and protect negative limits
because of the aff bias.
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2NC/1NR AT #3: “No Case Meets”

1. Cross apply the topical version of their own case. They can just make it law punishable as a
crime if states do not comply. This also means that the federal and state courts would
have to enforce it. This means that they can have all of the funding equality conversation
without exploding limits.
2. Many cases fit: banning or capping charter schools, any direct funding affs, changing
common core standards, implementing curriculum, or banning discriminatory behavior in
schools. This is enough cases to fit under our interpretation to give a fair balance of cases.
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2NC/1NR AT #3: “Real World”

1. We’re more grounded in policy education—our interpretation is from the Environmental
Protection Agency. The interpretation is rooted in one of the largest regulatory
organizations in the government. Therefore, we have the most predictable interpretation
grounded in the literature which is preferable for fairness and education.
2. Real world—many things in the world are just laws and people must comply. The
government does not give people money for not hurting each other. There are laws
against violence with the threat of jail for non-compliance. Pretending that there is always
a reward or incentive is unrealistic so we access their real world argument.
3. Only the round matters—we need good, educational, and fair rounds. It doesn’t matter if
we can use something outside if everyone quits because the rounds are awful. If there is
no debate community, the activity collapses and there are no rounds.
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2NC/1NR AT #4: “Reasonability”

1. Reasonability is subjective—it’s impossible to tell how fair is fair enough. Like all
preferences, each person has different tastes. Because these differ for every person, each
round would be unpredictable and based on the judge’s choices.
2. Look to the best interpretation—whichever interpretation is best for education and
fairness should win. The Aff should have to defend their counter interpretation and win
that it’s educational and fair.
3. Err neg on T—there’s an aff bias because the topic is enormous with the four qualifying
terms in the resolution. The judge must protect the limits and ground of the Neg.
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1NC English Language Learners Substantial Topicality

A. Interpretation: Substantial is at least 25%
Federal Tax Regulation Code ’08 [Government organization responsible for tax codes]
Federal Tax Regulation, Section 1.409A-3(j)6, INCOME TAX REGULATIONS (Wolters Kluwer Business
Publication), 2008, 723. For this purpose, a reduction that is less than 25% of the deferred amount
in dispute is not a substantial reduction.”

B. Violation: ELL students make up less than 10% of total students in the U.S.
National Center for Education Statistics ’17 [Organization in the U.S. with the focus of gathering
education data, “English Language Learners in Public Schools”, March,
https://nces.ed.gov/programs/coe/indicator_cgf.asp]
The percentage of public school students in the United States who were English language
learners (ELLs) was higher in school year 2014–15 (9.4 percent, or 4.6 million students) than in
2004–05 (9.1 percent, or 4.3 million students). In 2014–15, the percentage of public school
students who were ELLs ranged from 1.0 percent in West Virginia to 22.4 percent in California.
Students who are English language learners (ELLs) participate in language assistance programs to
help ensure that they attain English proficiency and meet the same academic content and
achievement standards that all students are expected to meet. Participation in these types of
programs can improve students' English language proficiency which, in turn, has been associated
with improved educational outcomes.1 The percentage of public school students in the United States
who were ELLs was higher in school year 2014–15 (9.4 percent, or an estimated 4.6 million students)
than in 2004–05 (9.1 percent, or an estimated 4.3 million students) and 2013–14 (9.3 percent, or an
estimated 4.5 million students).2

C. Reasons to vote negative for education and fairness:
1. Limits: allowing small affs means that the number of cases would explode. Instead of having
25 affs max, there would be hundreds because any small change with education policy or
funding would be considered topical. This prevents teams from getting depth learning and
destroys negative fairness.
2. Ground: a non-substantial change will not be enough for the negative to get DA or case
links. We can’t get DA links about policies that impact the majority of students. A tiny
change will not be in the negative literature either because nobody will have heard about it.
This makes the debate unfair for the neg and prevents generic DA use which is key for
learning.
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2NC/1NR AT #1: “We Meet”

1. You don’t at all—extend our federal tax code interpretation that a substantial increase
must be at least 25%. Also, extend our National Center for Education Statistics evidence
that proves that ELL students make up less than 10% of the student population. There 15%
less than topical at best.
2. Even if ELL students will increase in the future, they aren’t topical now. There are no DAs
that focus on a future link all ground is based on numbers today that the plan impacts.
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2NC/1NR AT #2: “Counter Interpretation”

1. Extend our federal tax code evidence. Our interpretation is preferable for debate because
of limits, ground, fairness, and education.
2. There’s a topical version of the Aff—they can increase employment through increasing
education to ELL students and the broader student population. They could redistribute
funding to help all students. This would solve the economy and discrimination while giving
fair neg ground.
3. They’ve abused us in the debate round because they
___________________________________________________________________________
___________________________________________________________________________
_________________________________
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2NC/1NR AT #3: “Core of the Topic”

4. Your AFF is not core—ELL’s make up a small portion of the overall educational system as
per our National Center for Education Statistics evidence. This sets an awful precedent
where teams can pick smaller and smaller sections of the topic that the neg won’t be able
to predict. They could have a wheelchair ramp aff, freshman biology aff, or basketball
after school aff.
5. We must keep regulations and funding small because there are almost infinite education
regulations—loose interpretations destroy neg. ground
Longley ’16 [Robert, ogged over 26 years of experience in municipal government in Texas and
California cities. He has also served as About.com/ThoughtCo's Expert on U.S. Government since
October 1997.” Federal Regulations”, Nov. 26, https://www.thoughtco.com/federal-regulations3322287]
How Many Federal Regulations are There? According to the Office of the Federal Register, in 1998,
the Code of Federal Regulations (CFR), the official listing of all regulations in effect, contained a
total of 134,723 pages in 201 volumes that claimed 19 feet of shelf space. In 1970, the CFR totaled
only 54,834 pages. The General Accountability Office (GAO) reports that in the four fiscal years from
1996 to 1999, a total of 15,286 new federal regulations went into effect. Of these, 222 were
classified as "major" rules, each one having an annual effect on the economy of at least $100 million.
While they call the process "rulemaking," the regulatory agencies create and enforce "rules"
that are truly laws, many with the potential to profoundly effect the lives and livelihoods of
millions of Americans. What controls and oversight are placed on the regulatory agencies in
creating the federal regulations?
6. Topic too broad already—there are four qualifiers in the resolution already—
“elementary”, “secondary”, “regulation”, and “funding”. All of these mixes dramatically
increase the topic size. The judge must put their foot down and protect negative limits
because of the aff bias.
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2NC/1NR AT #3: Precise

1. Vague—their interpretation allows anything that creates a material or social impact.
Those ideas are subjective because some people may interpret those words differently.
They allow for hundreds of affs that anyone thinks are “impactful”
2. We’re precise—we set a clear brightline for being topical. The aff must increase funding
25% or impact 25% of the student population through regulations. All other versions of
substantial force judge intervention where they decide what is “substantial”. This is unfair
because every judge has a different opinion.
3. Predictable—Our interpretation comes from the government. It’s not directly about
education, but it is from a government organization. This makes way more sense when we
talk about government policy in comparison to their interpretation from the Oxford
dictionary.
4. Imprecise definitions destroy solvency and turn the aff case
Consortium for Policy Research in Education ’92 [Policy research organization located in
New Jersey with many contributors focused on education, “Ten Lessons about Regulation
and Schooling. Reporting on Issues and Research in Education Policy and Finance”]
The effect of the ambiguity may be to misstate the constraints imposed by regulation and to
pin too much hope on the potential of deregulation as a strategy to encourage school
innovation. Policy discussions of deregulation would benefit from precision and clarity.
In considering deregulation as a means of enhancing school flexibility, policy
mamarkers should assess the contribution of each of the following to creating
constrains on practice: statute, rule, guidelines, policies and interpretation of these
instruments by local educators and policymakers.
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2NC/1NR AT #3: Overlimiting

1. They underlimit—cross apply the limits debate here. They allow almost any aff that is
about education to be topical. This destroys negative ground by making the aff impossible
to predict. That kills fairness for the neg and prevents depth education on a focused topic.
2. Many possible affs—they could read any court case aff about the school system, funding
equality, STEM, or charters. There are absolutely enough affs to choose from.
3. Better to overlimit—it’s preferable to keep the focus small. Even if we only allow 10 affs,
that’s much better than 200. Also, teams will have to switch sides which makes all of their
arguments apply to us next round anyway.
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2NC/1NR AT #4: Reasonability

1. Reasonability is subjective—it’s impossible to tell how fair is fair enough. Like all
preferences, each person has different tastes. Because these differ for every person, each
round would be unpredictable and based on the judge’s choices.
2. Look to the best interpretation—whichever interpretation is best for education and
fairness should win. The Aff should have to defend their counter interpretation and win
that it’s educational and fair.
3. Err neg on T—there’s an aff bias because the topic is enormous with the four qualifying
terms listed above. The judge must protect the limits and ground of the Neg.
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2AC AT: English Language Learners T Substantial

1. We meet—ELL are an increasingly growing population. Their own violation evidence
indicates that over ten years ELL students have been a huge growing student group.
2. Counter interpretation: “Substantial” means “socially important.”
Oxford College Dictionary ‘07
Christine Lindberg, (Editor), OXFORD COLLEGE DICTIONARY, 2nd Ed., 2007, 1369. Substantially:
Important in material or social terms.
3. Counter Standards:
A) Core of the topic: ELL’s are an essential part of the conversation about how to help
students. Moreover, our aff interpretation’s focus on material and social change is at the
core purpose of schools. We are predictable and essential to the topic.
B) Precise: Their interpretation is horrible and out of context. It talks about a substantial
“reduction” and it’s referring to taxes, not students. The interpretation must make sense
for students, otherwise it destroys ground and makes the debate completely random.
C) Overlimiting: our interpretation only allows for Affs that truly have a social or material
impact. Very few policies actually would impact a quarter of all students. There would
only be a handful of affs which would make being aff impossible destroying fairness.
4. Reasonability: We are having a fair debate. They have enough things to say against our
AFF. Unless the judge is certain we have abused the neg, let’s focus on the substance of
the debate.
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1NC STEM Its/USfg Topicality

A. Interpretation: Its refers to the federal government of the United States
The United States federal government refers to the national government of the US
The Essential Law Dictionary ‘08
Amy Blackwell, (J.D., Staff, U. Virginia Law Library), THE ESSENTIAL LAW DICTIONARY,
2008, 187. Federal: Relating to the central government of a union of states, such as the national
government of the United States.
Its connects belonging with the previously mentioned thing
New Oxford American Dictionary ‘10
Augustus Stevenson, (Editor), NEW OXFORD AMERICAN DICTIONARY, 3rd Ed., 2010, 924. Its:
Belonging to or associated with a thing previously mentioned or easily identified.
B. Violation: Next Generation Science Standards were created by individuals outside of the
federal government and so the AFF does not increase federal government regulation
Jumbo Minds no date [Scientific and educational organization, “CONNECTING WITH NEXT
GENERATION SCIENCE STANDARDS”, https://jumbominds.com/ngss-connections/]
About the Standards: The NGSS, released in 2013, were created by 40 experts from 26 states.
NGSS were designed to update the 15 year old science standards based on current research and
science understanding. The foundation for NGSS was the Framework for K-12 Science Education,
which presents each standard with three dimensions. These three facets include: scientific behaviors
(Practices) ideas that connect regions of science (Crosscutting Concepts) deeper instruction and
assessments (Disciplinary Core Ideas)
C. Reasons to vote negative:
1. Limits: all regulation and funding must come from the federal government. It is the single
largest limit on the topic and makes the number of affs much smaller. Allowing not-forprofits and outside organizations explodes the amount of cases destroying predictability
and thus fairness and education.
2. Ground: all of our DAs and case arguments are based on federal government regulation. If
outside organizations can be filtered into the process, our arguments specific to the
federal government will not apply. They could argue that since the states made the
standards, they avoid fed based arguments.
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2NC/1NR AT: #1 “We Meet”

1. No, they don’t—extend our two definitions from New Oxford American Dictionary and
Jumbo Minds. The USfg is the federal government responsible for laws in the U.S. and its
refers to that federal government. That means that the regulation or funding must come
from the federal government.
2. Extend the violation—their regulatory system was created by experts from across the
states. They won’t be increasing the federal government regulation, but just having states
and this separate organization’s standards do it.
3. Regulations determine legality
Environmental Protection Agency ’16 [Government agency responsible for protecting the
environment, “The Basics of the Regulatory Process”, Oct., https://www.epa.gov/lawsregulations/basics-regulatory-process]
Once a law is official, here's how it is put into practice: Laws often do not include all the details
needed to explain how an individual, business, state or local government, or others might
follow the law. The United States Code would not tell you, for example, what the speed limit is in
front of your house. In order to make the laws work on a day-to-day level, Congress authorizes
certain government agencies - including EPA - to create regulations. Regulations set specific
requirements about what is legal and what isn't. For example, a regulation issued by EPA to
implement the Clean Air Act might explain what levels of a pollutant - such as sulfur dioxide adequately protect human health and the environment. It would tell industries how much
sulfur dioxide they can legally emit into the air, and what the penalty will be if they emit too
much. Once the regulation is in effect, EPA then works to help Americans comply with the law and to
enforce it.
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2NC/1NR AT: #2 “Counter Interpretation”

1. Extend our New Oxford American Dictionary evidence. The regulation must come from the
government itself. Our interpretation is preferable for debate because of limits, ground,
fairness, and education.
2. There’s a topical version of the Aff—they can have the federal government create the
standards themselves and then implement. This allows them to have 100% of the
conversation about military power and global warming without the vagueness of a
different actor.
3. They’ve abused us in the debate round because they
___________________________________________________________________________
___________________________________________________________________________
_________________________________
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2NC/1NR AT: #3 “Core of the Topic”

1. They destroy limits: allowing any outside collaboration or non-governmental regulation
explodes the topic. They could have an aff that cooperates with any of the thousands of
not-for-profits, any of the 50 states, or any individuals. This makes the quantity of cases
over a thousand at least. Have no limits decreases depth of education and fairness.
2. They destroy ground: we would lose any of our federal government based DAs. Extend our
analysis that we would lose the fed vs. states debate entirely which is the most essential
part of the topic. These standards were made my state officials and they could argue they
avoid the link to federalism. They could also avoid any fed based DAs and argue that the
outside organizations take the heat. Predictable ground and generics are key to any neg
fairness.
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2NC/1NR AT: #3 “Overlimiting”

1. There are many topical cases: any fed funding aff, any federal regulations made by the
government, and banning or limiting charters. That would be at least 10-15 affs and a fair
balance of aff and neg ground.
2. We must keep regulations and funding small because there are almost infinite education
regulations—loose interpretations destroy neg. ground
Longley ’16 [Robert, logged over 26 years of experience in municipal government in Texas and
California cities. He has also served as About.com/ThoughtCo's Expert on U.S. Government since
October 1997.” Federal Regulations”, Nov. 26, https://www.thoughtco.com/federal-regulations3322287]
How Many Federal Regulations are There? According to the Office of the Federal Register, in 1998,
the Code of Federal Regulations (CFR), the official listing of all regulations in effect, contained a
total of 134,723 pages in 201 volumes that claimed 19 feet of shelf space. In 1970, the CFR totaled
only 54,834 pages. The General Accountability Office (GAO) reports that in the four fiscal years from
1996 to 1999, a total of 15,286 new federal regulations went into effect. Of these, 222 were
classified as "major" rules, each one having an annual effect on the economy of at least $100 million.
While they call the process "rulemaking," the regulatory agencies create and enforce "rules"
that are truly laws, many with the potential to profoundly effect the lives and livelihoods of
millions of Americans. What controls and oversight are placed on the regulatory agencies in
creating the federal regulations?
3. Topic too broad already—there are four qualifiers in the resolution already—
“elementary”, “secondary”, “regulation”, and “funding”. All of these mixes dramatically
increase the topic size. The judge must put their foot down and protect negative limits
because of the aff bias
4. Better to overlimit—it’s preferable to keep the focus small. Even if we only allow 10 affs,
that’s much better than 200. Also, teams will have to switch sides which makes all of their
arguments apply to us next round anyway.
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2NC/1NR AT: #3 “Contextual”

1. Contextual is vague—just because your author is from an education organization doesn’t
mean that his literature is easily found or more predictable. Your author is from Germany
and it seems he’s talking about educational regulations in Europe. It’s not predictable or
good ground.
2. Grammar key to predictability: our reading of the relationship between the “USfg” and
“its” is grammatically correct. The resolution is the only thing that we prepare for during
the majority of the year. It’s also a small, one sentence thing so it’s much easier to base
our research off of that. This means that the grammar of the resolution is the most
important when it comes to predictability.
3. Grammar outweighs: learning basic grammatical skills are key to portable learning. We
can use grammar on papers, conversations, and job interviews. This means that our
knowledge about how to talk and write outweighs any possible fairness or education in
the debate round that we won’t use as much in our lives.
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2NC/1NR AT #4: Reasonability

1. Reasonability is subjective—it’s impossible to tell how fair is fair enough. Like all
preferences, each person has different tastes. Because these differ for every person, each
round would be unpredictable and based on the judge’s choices.
2. Look to the best interpretation—whichever interpretation is best for education and
fairness should win. The Aff should have to defend their counter interpretation and win
that it’s educational and fair.
3. Err neg on T—there’s an aff bias because the topic is enormous with the four qualifying
terms listed above. The judge must protect the limits and ground of the Neg.
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2AC AT: STEM Its/USfg Topicality

1. We meet: the states are part of the federal government territory and so are the citizens
that created the standards. That means that a portion of the federal government made
the standards.
2. Counter interpretation: regulation includes not-for-profit and private collaboration with
the federal government.
Hartong ’16 [Sigrid, department of Education, Helmut Schmidt university, Hamburg, Germany, “New
structures of power and regulation within ‘distributed’ education policy – the example of the US
Common Core State Standards Initiative”, Nov.]
In the context of the ongoing worldwide implementation of large-scale educational reforms (Gogolin,
Baumert, and Scheunp ug 2011), new forms of educational governance have become of growing
interest for social and educational research (Altrichter and Maag Merki 2010; Amos, Meseth, and
Proske 2011; Ball, Goodson, and Maguire 2007). On the one hand, the overall transformation is
closely associated with growing international policy relations and networks (Exley, Braun, and
Ball 2011), resulting in an expanding influence of global actors, spaces or arenas of education
policy (Leuze, Rusconi, and Martens 2007; Sahlin-Andersson 2000). On the other hand, a
simultaneous emergence of new patterns of interaction between state, market and private actors
can be observed. These actors’ involvement in education policy seems to have been
fundamentally rearranged. As a result, scholars are now reconsidering how these processes of
‘rescalation’ can be ‘mapped’ politically and how more elaborated scales of (vertical or horizontal)
policy landscapes can be developed (see for example Savage and O’Connor 2015). In fact, education
policy regulation increasingly emerges as a web of multi-dimensional structures, which also
have largely expanded into the digital world (Williamson 2015). These used structures condition
the framework for current large-scale education reforms, which then often appear as ‘new
collaborations’, ‘interdependency management’ (Gördel 2008, 205) or ‘so ’ regulation (such as selfmonitoring) (Lemke 2005, 53 ; Pongratz 2014). Ultimately, these processes seem to result in a
decomposition of state-governed hierarchical regulation. This paper uses empirical
observations of an emerging cross- eld/cross-level alliance between gov- ernmental, nongovernmental and private actors which led a particular large-scale educational reform in the US
– the Common Core State Standards (CCSS) Initiative – to create an enduring rescalation of
education policy through the stabilisation of a new institutionalised framework of governance.
In this paper, building on Robertson and Dale’s (2015) introduction to the analytical term ‘education
ensemble’, I show that the CCSS can be observed as the emergence of such a ‘globalised’ education
ensemble, which has created a social world of multiple determinations, a range of relationships,
prac- tices, mechanisms and processes, not all of them visible albeit powerful (2).
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3. Counter Standards:
A) Core of the Topic: educational standards are the central discussion that all politicians,
teachers, and students are having. Common core standards are one of the central forms of
regulation that the government uses in collaboration with states. Learning about this is
not only predictable ground, but also important educationally.
B) Overlimiting: the only topical aff would be a regulation that the federal government made
in house and then imposed on other organizations. The majority of government projects
use outside contractors, experts, or state officials. They limit the topic down so small that
the negative will always win and the debates will be stale.
C) Contextual Definition: our definition is from a major department of education head. Our
interpretation takes into account the educational structure, new policy changes, and the
world as it actually is. Their interpretation is too focused on grammar rather than the
contextual use of regulation. This makes our interpretation more predictable and better
for ground because of the literature base.
4. Reasonability: We are having a fair debate. They have enough things to say against our
AFF. Unless the judge is certain we have abused the neg, let’s focus on the substance of
the debate.
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Military Trade Off DA
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Vocabulary

Skinny Budget is the budget that Trump has suggested. It’s called “skinny” because it makes cuts to
domestic programs such as social services, foreign aid, and specifically education. This money is
redirected to American military operations. The majority of the money and focus is the war against
ISIS in Syria. Any investment increase in education would trade off and force Trump to step back on
this military funding.
Syria: A country in the Middle East where was has broken out between Assad, ISIS, and opposition
groups. There are many different religious and political groups fighting for survival and power in the
country. The death tolls are high and it is a serious crisis.
Islamic State of Iraq and Syria (ISIS, ISIL)—Sunni Muslim extremist group that believes in the spread
of Islam across the world. They are a militant group and spread their power through violence,
kidnapping, and torture.
Bashar Al-Assad: (Bah-shar all-awss awd): President of Syria fighting for control of the country. He is
described as authoritarian kind of like a dictator. He has used violence against those that oppose
him.
Republicans/GOP: the conservative party that current controls the house, senate, and presidency
with Donald Trump. G.O.P. stands for Grand Old Party and means that same thing as Republican. This
group generally believes in increased military spending by making cuts. They don’t want to increase
taxes or spend extravagantly. They also want tax reform to reduce the burden on businesses so that
they can grow and employ more people.
Democrats: the liberal group that is the minority party currently. They generally want the opposite of
the Republicans. Generally, they want more investment in domestic programs such as education and
generally less military investment. Democrats also want tax reform, but to increase taxes on the
ultra-wealthy. They think that with more taxes more money can be gathered and then invested to
help everyone.
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1NC Shell

A. Uniqueness and link: Trump’s skinny budget invests in the military and pays for it through
education cuts—any funding increases would trade off with the military
NPR ‘17 [National Public Radio, “Trump Unveils 'Hard Power' Budget That Boosts Military Spending”,
Mar. 16, http://www.npr.org/2017/03/16/520305293/trump-to-unveil-hard-power-budget-thatboosts-military-spending]
The Trump administration's new budget blueprint aims to quantify the president's nationalistic
agenda in dollars and cents. The plan, released Thursday morning, calls for significant increases in
military and border-security spending, along with corresponding cuts in many other parts of
the government. The blueprint was designed to "send a message to our allies and our potential
adversaries that this is a strong-power administration," Office of Management and Budget Director
Mick Mulvaney explained on Wednesday as he previewed the document in a briefing with reporters.
It also sends a clear message domestically: This administration is willing to make drastic,
controversial cuts to fund that "strong-power" message. That includes slashing spending on foreign
aid and the environment, as well as long-standing programs aimed at boosting the arts and
humanities, as well as the fortunes of the most vulnerable Americans. The question now is how
much the Republican-controlled Congress will go along with that vision. Like any White House
budget, Trump's blueprint is more of a political document than an accurate predictor of government
spending. Congress controls the purse strings and lawmakers may have very different priorities. As a
statement of presidential intention, though, the blueprint is crystal clear. "This is the America First
budget," said Mulvaney Wednesday. "In fact, we wrote it using the president's own words. We went
through his speeches. We went through articles that have been written about his policies ... and we
turned those policies into numbers." "There's no question this is a hard-power budget," Mulvaney
also said Wednesday. "It is not a soft-power budget. This is a hard-power budget. And that was done
intentionally." Trump wants lawmakers to boost military spending in the coming fiscal year by
10 percent, or $54 billion. Rather than raise taxes or increase the deficit, the president is calling
for equivalent cuts in other areas. Foreign aid would be especially hard hit, with the State
Department's budget cut by about 28 percent. Alongside Defense, the agencies for which the
White House proposes spending increases are almost entirely military- and national securityrelated. The Department of Homeland Security would see a hike in funding of 6.8 percent, as
would the Department of Veterans Affairs (5.9 percent) and the National Nuclear Security
Administration (11.3 percent). "The president ran [his campaign] saying he would spend less
money overseas and more money back home," Mulvaney said Wednesday. "When you go to
implement that policy, you go to things like foreign aid, and those get reduced." Critics argue the
administration's single-minded focus on hard power is short-sighted, and could ultimately be
detrimental to national security. They point to past comments from Defense Secretary James Mattis,
a retired Marine general, who once told lawmakers, "If you don't fund the State Department fully,
then I need to buy more ammunition, ultimately."
B. Internal Link: military funding increases go toward defeating ISIS
CNN Politics ’17 [Major news source citing top Trump officials, “Trump gets a $15 billion defense
boost”, May 1, http://www.cnn.com/2017/05/01/politics/trump-military-fundingincrease/index.html]
The spending deal struck by congressional negotiators Sunday includes an additional $15 billion
in military funding, half of the $30 billion President Donald Trump requested in March. The extra
dollars for the military would help fund the US wars in Afghanistan, Iraq and Syria, as well as
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replenish equipment and pay for training and maintenance. Some of the extra funding would
come with strings attached: The bill would fence off $2.5 billion of the $15 billion until the
Trump administration sends a plan to Congress explaining the US strategy to defeat the Islamic
State of Iraq and Syria. Trump asked the Pentagon to send him a plan to defeat ISIS within 30
days, but the plan has not been released publicly. After the Trump administration asked for the $30
billion defense funding supplemental last month, Democrats grumbled that the request included $5
billion specifically for the war against ISIS without explaining how the campaign would be
accelerated. "What are we getting ready for? What are the priorities?" Illinois Sen. Dick Durbin, the
top Democrat on the Senate Defense Appropriations Subcommittee, said at a hearing with Defense
Secretary James Mattis and Joint Chiefs of Staff Chairman Gen. Joseph Dunford last month. "That's
not a hard question — it's an important question if we were being asked to appropriate this money."
The additional Pentagon funding adds to the $578 billion in defense spending included in the
omnibus bill, which will get a vote this week ahead of a Friday deadline to prevent a government
shutdown. On the policy side, the spending deal would provide funding for the military to tackle its
recent nude photo scandal, with $18 million for "consulting services to include assistance to the
commandant of the Marine Corps to address the Marines United scandal." The agreement also
would authorize 2,500 new special immigrant visas for Afghans who have aided the US in
Afghanistan. The additional supplemental funding would replace aircraft lost in combat,
including a V-22 Osprey tilt-rotor aircraft, a UH-60 Blackhawk helicopter, two AH-63 Apache
helicopters and eight MQ-1 drones. It includes $85 million to replenish the Navy's Tomahawk
stockpile, which were the missiles used by the US to strike Syrian government targets last
month in response to a chemical weapons attack. And it provides $151 million for the Terminal
High Altitude Area Defense, or THAAD, the missile defense system that's being deployed to
South Korea.
C. Impact: rogue ISIS will use nuclear weapons
Macdonald ’16 [Cheyenne, Writer for DailyMail, cites Harvard Study, “Harvard researcher warns ISIS
may be on the brink of using nuclear weapons: Chilling report highlights risk of dirty bombs, power
station sabotage and device detonation”, March 30, http://www.dailymail.co.uk/sciencetech/article3516207/Harvard-researcher-warns-ISIS-brink-using-nuclear-weapons.html]
The possibility of a nuclear-armed ISIS may not be as far-off as many experts suggest, a Harvard
researcher has warned. In a recent report for Project on Managing the Atom from Harvard’s Belfer
Center, Matthew Bunn explains how the threat of nuclear terrorism is rising as extremist groups
continue to evolve. While there has not been any concrete indication that ISIS is pursuing nuclear
materials, the researcher says that the actions and rhetoric of the group suggest its need for such
powerful weapons. In recent years, there have been numerous occasions of suspicious events
relating to nuclear facilities in Belgium, Defense One points out. While it would be difficult to ISIS or
other terror groups to obtain the knowledge of security features and access nuclear materials, Bunn
explains that the evidence of such intentions are growing. The report precedes the 2016 Nuclear
Security Summit, which will take place between March 31 and April 1. According to the authors, the
summit will help to determine the feasibility of terrorist groups getting their hands on nuclear
materials. The threats come from the possibility of three types of nuclear or radiological
terrorism, the authors write: detonation of an actual nuclear bomb, sabotage of a nuclear facility,
or use of a ‘dirty bomb’ to spread radioactive material. Each of these comes at a different level of
risk, and the authors focus for the most part on the potential danger from the use of an actual
nuclear bomb, as these results would be ‘most catastrophic.’ Still, the other types of threats do not

214

CMSDL Core Files

2017-2018

come without consequences. ‘The radiation from a dirty bomb, by contrast, might not kill
anyone—at least in the near term—but could impose billions of dollars in economic disruption
and cleanup costs,’ the authors write. ‘The effects of sabotage of a nuclear facility would depend
heavily on the specific nature of the attack, but would likely range between the other two types of
attack in severity. 'The difficulty of achieving a successful sabotage is also intermediate between the
other two.’
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2NC/1NR AT: 2AC #1 “Military Spending High”
They say military spending is already so high, but
[GIVE :05 SUMMARY OF OPPONENT’S SINGLE ARGUMENT]
1. Extend our CNN Politics evidence.
[PUT IN YOUR AUTHOR’S NAME]
It’s much better than their Emmons evidence because:
AUTHOR’S NAME]

[PUT IN THEIR

[CIRCLE ONE OR MORE OF THE FOLLOWING OPTIONS]:
(it’s newer)

(the author is more qualified)

(their evidence is not logical/contradicts itself)

(it has more facts)
(history proves it to be true)

(their evidence has no facts) (Their author is biased) (it takes into account their argument)
(Our evidence is more specific)

(their evidence supports our argument)

[WRITE IN YOUR OWN!]

[EXPLAIN HOW YOUR OPTION IS TRUE BELOW]
Our evidence is way more specific than their evidence. Their Emmons evidence talks about general
US investment in the military. However, our CNN evidence is specific to the investment in fighting
ISIS in Syria. Specifically, the money goes toward missiles, aircraft, and drones which are essential
to defeat ISIS.
[EXPLAIN WHY YOUR OPTION MATTERS BELOW]
This matters because: this proves that there’s still a brink. Making these specific cuts will make
defeating ISIS impossible and resulting in a horrible nuclear strike.

2. The increase is huge! It would be a 10% military budget increase
Reuters ’17 [international news organization, “Trump seeks 'historic' U.S. military spending boost,
domestic cuts”, Feb. 28, http://www.reuters.com/article/us-usa-trump-budget-idUSKBN1661R2]
President Donald Trump is seeking what he called a "historic" increase in defense spending, but ran
into immediate opposition from Republicans in Congress who must approve his plan and said it was
not enough to meet the military's needs. The proposed rise in the Pentagon budget to $603 billion
comes as the United States has wound down major wars in Iraq and Afghanistan and remains the
world's strongest military power. The plan came under fire from Democratic lawmakers, who said
cuts being proposed to pay for the additional military spending would cripple important domestic
programs such as environmental protection and education. A White House budget official, who
outlined the plan on a conference call with reporters, said the administration would propose
"increasing defense by $54 billion or 10 percent." That represents the magnitude of the
increase over budget caps Congress put in place in 2011.
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3. Secretary of Defense Mattis argues that the budget is crucial to defeat ISIS
Business Insider ’17 [International news organization, cites S.o.D., “Mattis personally intervened in
Trump's budget request to get more bombs to drop on ISIS”, May 24,
http://www.businessinsider.com/mattis-personally-intervened-trumps-budget-request-get-morebombs-drop-isis-2017-5]
Defense Secretary Jim Mattis personally intervened in Trump's budget request to get more bombs
to drop on ISIS, Defense News reports. Mattis requested about $3.5 billion more in "preferred
munitions" for the 2018 Pentagon budget, John Roth, acting undersecretary of defense and chief
financial officer, told Defense News. “As we closed out this budget, over the last two or three weeks
in particular, a great deal of concern was being raised with current inventory levels, particularly given
some of the expenditures in the CENTCOM area of operations,” Roth said. “So the secretary
mandated and insisted we fully fund, to the maximum extent possible, the full production
capacities for certain selected preferred munitions.” The extra bombs and ammo Mattis asked
for were (per Defense News): 7,664 Hellfire missiles, worth $713.9 million for Lockheed Martin
34,529 Joint Direct Attack Munitions (JDAM), worth $874.3 million for Boeing 6,000 Guided
Multiple Launch Rocket Systems (GMLRS), worth $889.5 million for Lockheed Martin 7,312 Small
Diameter Bombs (SDB), worth $504.1 million to Boeing and Raytheon 100 Tomahawk Missiles,
worth $381.6 million for Raytheon An unlisted number of Advanced Precision Kill Weapon Systems
(APKWS), worth $200 million All in all, the Pentagon is asking for about $16.4 billion in missiles and
munitions in the 2018 fiscal year budget. The DoD said it has spent about $2.8 billion on munitions
since the August 2014 start of the campaign against ISIS up to the end of March 2017. And Air Force
Maj. Gen. James Martin Jr. said on Tuesday that munitions reserves are "challenged" by the current
operations. In February, Trump requested an extra $54 billion in defense spending for 2018. The
request has been criticized by lawmakers on both sides of the aisle as being too little, or cutting too
much from domestic spending and foreign aid.
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2NC/1NR AT: 2AC #2 “No Link”
They say __________________________________________________, but
[GIVE :05 SUMMARY OF OPPONENT’S SINGLE ARGUMENT]
1. Extend our
[PUT IN YOUR AUTHOR’S NAME]

evidence.

It’s much better than their

evidence because:

[PUT IN THEIR AUTHOR’S NAME]
[CIRCLE ONE OR MORE OF THE FOLLOWING OPTIONS]:
(it’s newer)

(the author is more qualified)

(their evidence is not logical/contradicts itself)

(it has more facts)
(history proves it to be true)

(their evidence has no facts) (Their author is biased) (it takes into account their argument)
(

)

(their evidence supports our argument)

[WRITE IN YOUR OWN!]

[EXPLAIN HOW YOUR OPTION IS TRUE BELOW]
________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________
__________________________________________________________________________
[EXPLAIN WHY YOUR OPTION MATTERS BELOW]
and this reason matters because:
__________________________________________________________________________________
__________________________________________________________________________________
__________________________________________________________________________________
__________________________________________________________________________________
______________________________________________________________
2. Military and education spending are zero sum
Nye ’15 [Joseph, king of soft power, a professor at Harvard and author of The Future of Power.
“Which way for US foreign policy?”, oct. 26,
”http://www.aljazeera.com/indepth/opinion/2015/10/foreign-policy-151013121424105.html]
The 'hows'? If that mood is to become an issue in the 2016 presidential campaign, as early campaign
rhetoric suggests, Americans should drop the false debate about isolationism and instead
address three fundamental questions about the future of the country's foreign policy: How
much? How interventionist? And how multilateral? The first question is how much the US
should spend on defence and foreign policy. Although some argue that the US has no choice
but to curtail its outlays in these areas, this is not the case. As a share of GDP, the US is
spending less than half of what it did at the peak of the Cold War, when the century of
American leadership was being consolidated. The problem is not guns vs butter, but guns vs
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butter vs taxes. Without a willingness to raise revenues, defence expenditure is locked in a
zero-sum trade-off with important investments such as education, infrastructure, and research
and development - all of which are crucial to US' domestic strength and global position.

3. Trump plans on cutting funding for schools to strengthen the military
Kamenetz ’17 [Anya, NPR's lead education blogger. She joined NPR in 2014, working as part of a new
initiative to coordinate on-air and online coverage of learning, “Trump's Budget Blueprint Pinches
Pennies For Education”, Mar. 16, http://www.npr.org/sections/ed/2017/03/16/520261978/trumpsbudget-blueprint-pinches-pennies-for-education]
This morning President Trump released a proposed 2018 budget that calls for a $9 billion, or
13.5 percent, cut for the U.S. Department of Education. The document released today is only an
initial sketch — a proposal, really — one that must compete with Congress's own ideas. It indicates
how Trump plans to make good on his pledge to dramatically reduce parts of the federal
government while increasing military spending. And, it provides some direction on how the
administration plans to promote school choice, the president's signature education issue. As we've
noted before, federal education spending provides a small fraction of the resources spent on public
schools and colleges in the U.S. For example, the Education Department's entire budget for 2017 was
$69.4 billion. Meanwhile, the budget for the New York City public schools — the nation's largest
district — was $29.2 billion, of which $1.7 billion came from the federal government. Still, the
blueprint gives the clearest indication to date of where schools and colleges fall on the priority
list for this administration, and its plans for education policy going forward. Here's our
breakdown.
4. Trump’s budget director is paying for the military boost through domestic cuts—any
funding would necessitate military cuts
USA Today ’17 [Major news outlet quoting key Trump officials, “Trump's first budget slashes
education, health spending to make way for military buildup”, Mar. 16,
https://www.usatoday.com/story/news/politics/2017/03/16/trump-first-budget-proposal-dramaticcuts-fund-military-buildup/99212718/
WASHINGTON — President Trump’s first formal budget proposal to Congress, one of the most
ambitious ever proposed, seeks to “redefine the proper role” of the federal government by
dramatically reducing its involvement in many domestic areas while boosting investments in
security. The proposal, dubbed the "America First" budget by the White House, increases defense
spending by $54 billion and offsets that with cuts to non-defense spending, including steep cuts to
education, environmental protection, health and human services, and foreign aid. The military,
meanwhile, would get more personnel, munitions, ships and fighters. "There is no question,
this is a hard-power budget. It is not a soft-power budget,” said Trump's budget director, Mick
Mulvaney. “And that was done intentionally. That’s what our allies can expect. That’s what our
adversaries can expect.” Under the blueprint scheduled for release Thursday, some agencies would
be disbanded altogether, including those primarily responsible for supporting public broadcasting,
legal aid and the arts.
5. Currently, education cuts are being made to balance the budget
Kreighbaum ‘17 [Andrew, joins Inside Higher Ed as our federal policy reporter. Andrew comes to us
from The Investigative Reporting Workshop, “Details leaked about the White House's upcoming
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education budget include proposals to cut science programs and student aid”, May 19,
http://www.businessinsider.com/details-leaked-about-the-white-houses-upcoming-educationbudget-2017-5]
Some advocates for student aid worry, though, that they could face a tougher budget fight in
the 2018 appropriations process and that the Trump budget could help move the goalposts
next time. When the White House proposed reductions in spending midyear, that was a nonstarter
for congressional appropriators, said Justin Draeger, president and CEO of the National Association
of Student Financial Aid Administrators. He said he's less confident about the next funding cycle. "I
have a hard time believing lawmakers could pick all of these cuts up," Draeger said. "But it sort of
sets the playing field. It provides a menu for potential cuts for Congress if they’re so inclined."
The White House skinny budget called for eliminating the campus-based Supplemental
Educational Opportunity Grant program entirely, while slashing Federal Work-Study and cutting
the college access programs TRIO and GEAR UP. It also called for taking nearly $4 billion from
the Pell Grant surplus. The full budget reportedly includes an endorsement of year-round Pell but
doesn't increase the maximum value of the grant or index it to inflation. It would also let the $700
million Perkins Loan program expire, according to the Post report. And it would end the loan
forgiveness program as well as subsidized loans. The PSLF program promises that student loan
borrowers who work for qualifying government or nonprofit employers and make 120 payments
under an income-based repayment program will have their remaining loans wiped out. The program
was established in 2007, and the first qualifying borrowers would seek forgiveness this year. The
subsidized Stafford Loan program saves many students thousands of dollars in accrued interest by
the time they graduate. There has been bipartisan interest in the past in ending the subsidized loans,
although Democrats proposed using those savings to expand aid to low-income students. A source
with knowledge of the budget proposal said current borrowers for both programs would be
grandfathered in and only new borrowers would be affected. As promised in the skinny budget, the
full proposal also reportedly preserves dedicated funding for historically black colleges and
universities. A Department of Education spokeswoman, Liz Hill, said the agency won't be
commenting on any reported provisions before the budget's official release by the Office of
Management and Budget next week. "The budget process and negotiations are ongoing, and all
figures are preliminary until officially released," she said. The full budget proposal also reportedly
includes an additional income-driven repayment program for undergraduate student loans -- a
campaign promise by President Trump -- that raises borrowers' maximum monthly payment to 12.5
percent of income but shortens the total payment period to 15 years. But graduate borrowers would
see much less generous terms under the proposal -- 12.5 percent over 30 years. Jason Delisle, a
resident fellow at the American Enterprise Institute, said the White House proposal appeared to be
mostly "tinkering around the edges," not a fundamental rethinking of student aid programs. And the
changes to the financial aid system in the budget reflect ideas, like overhauling Public Service Loan
Forgiveness, that were already being discussed by congressional Republicans. Delisle has frequently
criticized income-driven repayment programs for being overly generous to graduate students. He
said the shorter payment period for undergraduate borrowers in the Trump proposal should be seen
as a good trade-off for the end of subsidized loans and Public Service Loan Forgiveness. But the
student aid structure remains overly complex, Delisle said, driven by various repayment options,
undergraduate loans with different rates and campus-based aid programs favored by student
advocates. "They create complexity, they’re opaque and they create uncertainty for students," he
said. "Are they more money? Yes, but it's not 100 percent bad if they disappear." But critics of the
budget say that instead of attempting to streamline student aid or reinvest in the most popular
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and effective programs, the Trump budget simply makes cuts to reach a target number. "It's
cutting across the board, cutting indiscriminately in every program," said Jon Fansmith, director
of government relations at the American Council on Education. "This is not about a policy
disagreement. It's not about a change in course." Fansmith said members of Congress are well
aware of the historical funding of aid programs as well as how sensitive constituents would be to any
reductions. A serious re-evaluation of how effectively those programs work, rather than simply
cutting programs to meet a budget goal, would typically be part of the reauthorization process for
the Higher Education Act. But with major GOP goals like health care reform and tax reform on the
legislative docket -- as well as potential hearings on the Trump campaign and Russia -- a
reauthorization of the massive law might not happen any time soon. Draeger of NASFAA said that
could mean some additional piecemeal policy changes like year-round Pell Grants happen through
the budget process. But more often, policy making through appropriations means additional cuts, he
said. "The question will be. if the administration's top priority isn't a comprehensive higher
education policy, but rather constraining federal spending on nondefense discretionary, what is
the congressional priority?" he said. "Those two ideologies will come to a head at some point."
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2NC/1NR AT: 2AC #3 “Strikes Bad”
They say __________________________________________________, but
[GIVE :05 SUMMARY OF OPPONENT’S SINGLE ARGUMENT]
1. Extend our
[PUT IN YOUR AUTHOR’S NAME]

evidence.

It’s much better than their

evidence because:

[PUT IN THEIR AUTHOR’S NAME]
[CIRCLE ONE OR MORE OF THE FOLLOWING OPTIONS]:
(it’s newer)

(the author is more qualified)

(their evidence is not logical/contradicts itself)

(it has more facts)
(history proves it to be true)

(their evidence has no facts) (Their author is biased) (it takes into account their argument)
(

)

(their evidence supports our argument)

[WRITE IN YOUR OWN!]

[EXPLAIN HOW YOUR OPTION IS TRUE BELOW]
________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________
__________________________________________________________________________
[EXPLAIN WHY YOUR OPTION MATTERS BELOW]
and this reason matters because:
__________________________________________________________________________________
__________________________________________________________________________________
__________________________________________________________________________________
__________________________________________________________________________________
______________________________________________________________
2. Strikes destroy key supply routes, kill terrorists, and destroy leadership
Department of Defense ’17 [The main department responsible for U.S. military operations, “Military
Strikes Continue Against ISIS Terrorists in Syria, Iraq”,
https://www.defense.gov/News/Article/Article/1129185/military-strikes-continue-against-isisterrorists-in-syria-iraq/]
Strikes in Syria Near Raqqa in Syria, coalition military forces conducted 22 strikes consisting of
44 engagements against ISIS targets. The strikes engaged eight ISIS tactical units; destroyed
seven fighting positions, five vehicles, three improvised bombs, two tunnels, and a vehicle
bomb; damaged five supply routes and a bridge; and suppressed an ISIS tactical unit. Strikes in
Iraq In Iraq, coalition military forces conducted 13 strikes consisting of 45 engagements against ISIS
targets, coordinated with and in support of Iraq’s government: -- Near Kisik, a strike engaged an ISIS
tactical unit and destroyed a command-and-control node. -- Near Mosul, four strikes engaged four
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ISIS tactical units and an ISIS sniper team; destroyed 11 fighting positions, two rocket-propelled
grenade systems and an artillery system; damaged nine supply routes and a fighting position; and
suppressed two ISIS tactical units and an ISIS mortar team. -- Near Rawah, five strikes engaged an
ISIS tactical unit; destroyed two ISIS-held buildings, a weapons storage facility and an ISIS
headquarters. -- Near Sinjar, two strikes engaged a vehicle staging area and destroyed a vehicle
bomb-making facility. -- Near Tal Afar, a strike engaged a vehicle bomb staging area. Part of
Operation Inherent Resolve These strikes were conducted as part of Operation Inherent Resolve,
the operation to destroy ISIS in Iraq and Syria. The destruction of ISIS targets in Iraq and Syria
also further limits the group's ability to project terror and conduct external operations
throughout the region and the rest of the world, task force officials said. The list above contains all
strikes conducted by fighter, attack, bomber, rotary-wing or remotely piloted aircraft; rocketpropelled artillery; and some ground-based tactical artillery when fired on planned targets, officials
noted. Ground-based artillery fired in counterfire or in fire support to maneuver roles is not classified
as a strike, they added. A strike, as defined by the coalition, refers to one or more kinetic
engagements that occur in roughly the same geographic location to produce a single or cumulative
effect. For example, task force officials explained, a single aircraft delivering a single weapon
against a lone ISIS vehicle is one strike, but so is multiple aircraft delivering dozens of weapons
against a group of ISIS-held buildings and weapon systems in a compound, having the
cumulative effect of making that facility harder or impossible to use. Strike assessments are
based on initial reports and may be refined, officials said. The task force does not report the number
or type of aircraft employed in a strike, the number of munitions dropped in each strike, or the
number of individual munition impact points against a target.

3. US strikes win physical victories and create psychological fear in ISIS
ABC News ’14 [Major news organization, cites major generals, “Airstrikes ‘Successful’ Against ISIS
Targets in Syria, US Military Says”, Sept. 23, http://abcnews.go.com/International/airstrikessuccessful-isis-targets-syria-us-military/story?id=25686031]
The United States launched several airstrikes against ISIS targets inside Syria for the first time
late Monday in what a defense official said was a "successful" start in a new front in the battle
against the terror group and, separately, in potentially averting an imminent threat to the
homeland from a shadowy al Qaeda group. While the United States is still "assessing the
effectiveness" of the bombing campaign against ISIS, which included up to 20 targets, the Pentagon
believes “that we were successful in hitting what we were aiming at,” Pentagon Press Secretary
Rear Adm. John Kirby said. "We took out command-and-control facilities, supply depots, some
training areas, some vehicles and trucks, that kind of thing. Mainly, what we were going after
was this group's ability to sustain itself, to resource itself and to, frankly, command and control
and lead their forces,” Kirby told “Good Morning America,” referring to ISIS. Many of the targets
were in and around Raqqa, Syria, believed to be an ISIS stronghold, a defense official said Monday.
Several Arab nations took part in the U.S.-led operation: Jordan, Saudi Arabia, Bahrain, Qatar and the
United Arab Emirates, the U.S. military's Central Command said early today. Separately, the U.S.
military unilaterally launched eight strikes against the Khorasan Group, a little-known al Qaeda cell
that Kirby said was “plotting and planning imminent attacks against Western targets to include
the U.S. homeland.” “It was on that basis that we struck targets, Khorasan targets, inside Syria.
We believe the individuals [who] were plotting and planning it have been eliminated and we’re going
to continue, as I said, to assess the effectiveness of our strikes going through today,” he said. In a
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national address Sept. 10, President Obama said the first part of his strategy to counter ISIS was to
"conduct a systematic campaign of airstrikes against these terrorists." "Moreover, I have made it
clear that we will hunt down terrorists who threaten our country, wherever they are. That
means I will not hesitate to take action against ISIL [ISIS] in Syria as well as Iraq," Obama said.
"This is a core principle of my presidency: If you threaten America, you will find no safe haven."
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2NC/1NR AT: 2AC #4 “Impact Calculus”
A) Magnitude: Our impact is bigger than their impact because:
___________________________________________________________________________
_____________________________________________________________________
________________________________________________________________________
B) Timeframe: Our impact is faster than their impact because:
___________________________________________________________________________
___________________________________________________________________________
__________________________________________________________________
C) Probability: Our impact is more likely to happen because:
________________________________________________________________________
___________________________________________________________________________
_____________________________________________________________________
D) Turns AFF: Our impact causes their impact because:
________________________________________________________________________
________________________________________________________________________

ISIS can get access to nuclear material and cause massive destruction
Tucker ’16 [Patrick, deputy editor for The Futurist for nine years. Tucker has written about emerging
technology in Slate, The Sun, MIT Technology Review, Wilson Quarterly, The American Legion
Magazine, BBC News Magazine, Utne Reader, and elsewhere, “A Nuclear-Armed ISIS? It’s Not That
Farfetched, Expert Says”, March 29, http://www.defenseone.com/technology/2016/03/nucleararmed-isis-its-not-farfetched-expert-say/127039/?oref=d-river]
The murder of a security guard at a Belgian nuclear facility just two days after the Brussels
attacks, coupled with evidence that Islamic State operatives had been watching researchers there,
has re-ignited fears about ISIS and nuclear terrorism. Some experts, including ones cited by the
New York Times and others, dismiss the possibility that ISIS could make even a crude nuclear bomb.
But Matthew Bunn, the co-principal investigator at the Project on Managing the Atom at Harvard’s
Belfer Center, says that the threat is quite real. Belgium has seen numerous suspicious events
related to nuclear material and facilities. In August 2014, a worker at the Doel-4 nuclear power
reactor opened a valve and drained a turbine of lubricant. The valve wasn’t near any nuclear
material, but the act caused at least $100 million in damage and perhaps twice that. Later, Belgian
authorities discovered that a man named Ilyass Boughalab had left his job at Doel-4 to join the
Islamic State in Syria. (His last background check was 2009.) In November, shortly after the Paris
attacks, Belgian authorities arrested a man named Mohammed Bakkali and discovered that he had
video surveillance footage of an expert at Belgian’s SCK-CEN nuclear research facility in Mol. It now
seems that the footage was collected by Ibrahim and Khalid el-Bakraoui, two of the suicide
bombers in the recent Brussels attacks. Then on March 24, a guard was found shot at Belgium’s
national radioactive elements institute at Fleurus. A Belgian prosecutor declared the death unrelated
to terrorism and denied reports that the guard’s security pass had been stolen and hastily deactivated. No matter what happened at Fleurus, mounting evidence points to ISIS’s intention to
cause nuclear havoc, whether by damaging a nuclear facility, spiking a conventional bomb with
radioactive materials, or even building a fission bomb with highly enriched uranium. The first
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concern is that sabotage could create a Fukushima-like environment in central Europe. But to
pull that off, Bunn writes in a blog post obtained prior to publication by Defense One, militants,
criminals or terrorists would need a lot of specialized knowledge of the plant’s security features and
measures and how to defeat them. ust before the most recent attack in Belgium, SCK-CEN deployed
armed troops to Belgium’s four nuclear sites. Dirty Bombs But beefing up security at explicitly
nuclear sites still leaves a lot of radioactive material less well protected. “Radiological materials are
available in many locations where they would be much easier to steal, in hospitals, industrial
sites, and more,” than at the SCK-CEN center, Bunn wrote Such materials can allow a terrorist to
turn a regular-size blast into a catastrophe that renders an entire area essentially poisonous, greatly
increasing the costs of cleanup and the long-term danger to survivors, first responders, etc. In 1987,
four people died in the Brazilian city of Goiânia from exposure to cesium salt, derived from junked
medical equipment. Bunn points to a recent report from the Nuclear Threat Initiative, which notes
that the material to make a dirty bomb exists in “tens of thousands of radiological sources located
in more than 100 countries around the world.” In 2013 and 2014, there were 325 incidents of
radioactive materials being lost, stolen, or in some way unregulated or uncontrolled, according
to the report, which cites estimates from the James Martin Center for Nonproliferation. One material
of particular concern is Cesium-137, or Cs-137. A byproduct of fission that’s commonly used in
radiation cancer therapy,“it exists in many places much less well protected than SCK-CEN,” Bunn
writes. The ultimate nightmare takes the form of a nuclear bomb composed of highly enriched
uranium. Bunn wrote that stealing highly enriched uranium from SCK-CEN would have been very
difficult for the Brussels suicide bombers. And yet, he wrote, “The Times story largely dismissed –
wrongly, in my view – the idea that the HEU at SCK-CEN might have been the terrorists’ ultimate
objective, saying that the idea that terrorists could get such material and make a crude nuclear bomb
‘seems far-fetched to many experts.’” Citing a recent Belfer Center report, he wrote, “repeated
government studies, in the United States and elsewhere, have concluded that this is not farfetched.” One key passage in the report offered this insight, that according to the International
Atomic Energy Agency, 13 incidents of the “illegal possession, sale, or movement” of highly enriched
uranium occurred between 1993-2014. None of those involved material over a kilogram, not nearly
enough to build a nuclear bomb. But “Incidents involving attempts to sell nuclear or other
radioactive material indicate that there is a perceived demand for such material. The number of
successful transactions is not known and therefore it is difficult to accurately characterize an ‘illicit
nuclear market.’” It’s hard to tell how successful an assault on a facility like SCK-CEN would be if
attempted by two lone gunmen, even if they had kidnapped an expert. But ISIS’s attraction to
nuclear material, and perhaps even a nuclear bomb, seems to be growing.
The Syrian conflict kills 440 people a day—this humanitarian crisis 100% probable and must be
stopped
Vox World News ’16 [Major global news outlet, “Syria's ceasefire: what it means and doesn't”,
February 11, http://www.vox.com/2016/2/11/10975722/syria-ceasefire-munich]
The Syrian war, it is important to remember, primarily matters for the vast and terrible human
suffering it causes. The violence has killed an estimated 470,000 people, or 2 percent of the
population. That number just a year and a half ago was 250,000, meaning about 440 people die
every day. Beyond that, Syrians suffer mass displacement and face extreme poverty, disease
outbreaks, and hunger. The city of Aleppo is facing potential mass starvation under a siege by Assad
regime forces. This is not going to end the world's worst ongoing war, substantially alleviate the
word's worst humanitarian crisis, or change the fundamental calculus by which the war is a
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stalemate likely doomed to last years. But just a single day of expanded humanitarian access or of
ceasefire is thus a welcome reprieve for Syrians. It is not peace, and it is not justice, but it's
something.
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2NC/1NR AT: 2AC #5 “Military InvestmentàChina War”
They say __________________________________________________, but
[GIVE :05 SUMMARY OF OPPONENT’S SINGLE ARGUMENT]
1. Extend our
[PUT IN YOUR AUTHOR’S NAME]

evidence.

It’s much better than their

evidence because:

[PUT IN THEIR AUTHOR’S NAME]
[CIRCLE ONE OR MORE OF THE FOLLOWING OPTIONS]:
(it’s newer)

(the author is more qualified)

(their evidence is not logical/contradicts itself)

(it has more facts)
(history proves it to be true)

(their evidence has no facts) (Their author is biased) (it takes into account their argument)
(

)

(their evidence supports our argument)

[WRITE IN YOUR OWN!]

[EXPLAIN HOW YOUR OPTION IS TRUE BELOW]
________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________
__________________________________________________________________________
[EXPLAIN WHY YOUR OPTION MATTERS BELOW]
and this reason matters because:
__________________________________________________________________________________
__________________________________________________________________________________
__________________________________________________________________________________
__________________________________________________________________________________
______________________________________________________________

2. US hegemony solves China war and multiple other conflicts
Lieutenant Colonel Scott T. Peterson, 15 March 2006 (United States Marine Corps Reserve, U.S.
Army War Colege “East Asia Summit Steps Toward Community to Prevent Great Power Hegemony
and Implications for U.S. Policy” http://www.dtic.mil/cgibin/GetTRDoc?AD=ADA448769&Location=U2&doc=GetTRDoc.pdf)
United States Involvement in East Asia: History and Contemporary Interests The United States has
been an Asia-Pacific power for over a century, and has long viewed Asia as a vast market for trade
and a source of raw materials. Early direct political involvement in the internal affairs of East Asian
states included the opening of Japan to foreign trade, intervention in the Boxer Rebellion in China,
and the annexation of the Philippines in 1898. The United States and the European great powers
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worked in conjunction with Japan for an extended period of time, including intervention in the Boxer
rebellion, the League of Nations (but US was not a member), and the Washington and London Naval
Treaties of 1922 and 1930. Internal changes within Japan resulted in an increasingly militant foreign
policy and the subsequent invasion of Manchuria in 1931. Relations between the western powers
and Japan degenerated after this, culminating in all out war with the Japanese empire during the
course of World War Two. United States interests in East Asia soon coalesced around the Cold War
strategy of containing the Soviet Union, its perceived client states, and the communist threat to
other states in the region. The United States became heavily involved in the Korean and Vietnamese
conflicts in an effort to contain the spread of communism in East Asia. The end of the Cold War has
generated inquiry among policy makers and analysts as to the interests of the United States in East
Asia today, and the role it should undertake in the future of East Asia.1 The United States invested
heavily in the industrial rebirth of Japan after the devastation of the Second World War. Continued
investment in East Asia transformed the partnership between the U.S. and its allies into “a capitalist
bulwark against the Soviet Union and Mao’s China.”2 Continuing Cold War tensions led Washington
into a number of bilateral security arrangements and alliances which remain in effect today. Formal
multilateral security arrangements have a mixed record in East Asia. Following the successful
creation of the North Atlantic Treaty Organization in Europe, the United States helped establish the
Southeast Asia Treaty Organization (SEATO). This organization withered under the stress of the U.S.
war in Vietnam and was dissolved in 1977.3 In 1971, the United Kingdom, Australia, New Zealand,
Malaysia, and Singapore established the Five Power Defence Arrangements in response to
decolonization and resulting tensions between Indonesia and Malaya. This pact continues today,
having been reaffirmed by the Defense Ministers of these nations in 2004 who noted its relevance to
the contemporary security challenges facing the region.4 The primary security alliances of the United
States in the region today include: (1) the U.S. – Philippines Mutual Defense Treaty of 1951; (2) the
1951 ANZUS pact with Australia (New Zealand has not been part of the pact since 1985 due to its
stand on nuclear weapons); (3) the U.S. - Republic of Korea Mutual Defense Treaty dating from 1954;
(4) the U.S.-Thailand Alliance, dating from the 1954 Manila Pact establishing the now defunct SEATO
(the ThanatRusk communiqué of 1962 recommitted both states to mutual defense); and (5) the U.S.Japan Treaty of Mutual Cooperation and Security, dating from 1960.5 The Taiwan Relations Act of
1979 affirms the commitment of the United States to a peaceful settlement of the future of Taiwan
and allows provision of weapons for Taiwan’s self-defense, but does not clearly resolve the
ambiguity of U.S. policy toward the ultimate issue of armed intervention on behalf of Taiwan.6 These
alliances have had the practical effect of subjecting actions and relationships of the states in the
region to the wishes and policies of the great powers,7 thereby inhibiting intraregional development
and cooperation.8 It appears that the notion of an East Asian Community is driven in part by a desire
to establish a security regime that is not dictated by the great powers. The end of the Cold War led
Washington to reassess its vision and security strategy for East Asia. The East Asia Strategy Reports
were produced in 1990, 1992, 1995, and 1998.9 No similar report has been issued by the
administration of President George W. Bush, but members of the Department of State have set
forth, in testimony before Congressional committees and speeches before interested parties, a
coherent and consistent message of U.S. policy interests in East Asia. These policy goals are derived
from the 2002 National Security Strategy of the United States. From a broad perspective, the
President has expressed in the National Security Strategy (NSS)10 a commitment to human rights,
political and economic freedom, self-determination, and a balance of power that favors human
freedom. The NSS provides little specific guidance on Asia-Pacific affairs, but does mention China in
the context of a “great power” and welcomes the emergence of a “strong, peaceful, and prosperous
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China.”11 The NSS also recognizes Indonesia for taking courageous steps to create a democracy and
respect for the rule of law,12 reiterates the importance of U.S. alliances with Australia, Japan, Korea,
Thailand, and the Philippines, and expresses appreciation for assistance provided by Singapore and
New Zealand in the war against terrorism.13 Specific U.S. policy interests in East Asia have been
articulated by various Department of State officials. These goals fully support the President’s vision
articulated in the 2002 National Security Strategy of the United States, and include: (1) promotion of
democracy and human rights; (2) economic growth and prosperity; (3) peace and regional stability;
(4) rejection of radical Islam and assistance in combating terrorism; (5) a peaceful and prosperous
partnership with China; (6) non-proliferation of weapons of mass destruction; (7) assistance fighting
international crime and drug trafficking; and (8) environmental preservation and disease prevention.
Implicit in these interests are the peaceful reunification of Korea and the peaceful resolution of the
status of Taiwan
3. China can’t challenge the US economically or militarily
Nye 10 (Joseph has a PhD in political science from Harvard. He has served as Assistant Secretary of
Defense for International Security Affairs, Chair of the National Intelligence Council, and Deputy
Under Secretary of State for Security Assistance, Science and Technology.In 2004, he published Soft
Power: The Means to Success in World Politics;Understanding International Conflict (5th edition);
and The Power Game: A Washington Novel. In 2008 he published The Powers to Lead and his latest
book published in 2011 is The Future of Power.
http://1431731ontario.net/Current/Articles/TheFutureOfAmericanPower_DominanceAndDeclineInP
erspective.pdf)
Yet China has a long way to go to equal the power resources of the United States, and it still
faces many obstacles to its development. Even if overall Chinese GDP passed that of the United
States around 2030, the two economies, although roughly equivalent in size, would not be
equivalent in composition. China would still have a vast underdeveloped countryside, and it
would have begun to face demographic problems from the delayed effects of its one-child
policy. Per capita income provides a measure of the sophistication of an economy. Assuming a
six percent Chinese GDP growth rate and only two percent American GDP growth rate after
2030, China would probably not equal the United States in per capita income until sometime
around the middle of the century. In other words, China’s impressive economic growth rate
and increasing population will likely lead the Chinese economy to pass the U.S. economy in
total size in a few decades, but that is not the same as equality.
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Military Trade Off DA – Aff Answers
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1. Uniqueness overwhelms the link: U.S. military spending is so high, the plan would barely
trade off
Emmons ’17 [Alex, reporter covering national security, foreign affairs, human rights, and politics.
Prior to joining The Intercept, he worked for Amnesty International and the ACLU on their campaigns
against targeted killing, mass surveillance, and Guantánamo Bay., “TRUMP’S PROPOSED INCREASE IN
U.S. DEFENSE SPENDING WOULD BE 80 PERCENT OF RUSSIA’S ENTIRE MILITARY BUDGET”, Feb. 27,
https://theintercept.com/2017/02/27/trumps-proposed-increase-in-u-s-defense-spending-wouldbe-80-percent-of-russias-entire-military-budget/]
THE U.S. GOVERNMENT already spends $600 billion dollars a year on its military — more money
than the next seven biggest spenders combined, including China and Russia. On Monday, the White
House said it would request $54 billion more in military spending for next year. That increase alone
is roughly the size of the entire annual military budget of the United Kingdom, the fifth-largest
spending country, and it’s more than 80 percent of Russia’s entire military budget in 2015. If
Congress were to follow Trump’s blueprint, the U.S. military budget could account for nearly 40
percent of global military spending next year. The U.S. would be outspending Russia by a
margin of greater than 9 to 1. At a meeting of U.S. governors on Monday, Trump described his
forthcoming budget proposal as “a public safety and national security budget.” U.S. military
spending has been at permanent wartime levels since the 2001 terror attacks, despite the
significant drawdowns in Afghanistan and Iraq under President Obama. Spending has declined
since the wars were at their peak in 2010, but U.S. military spending in 2015 remains at 190
percent of what it was before 9/11, according to data from the Stockholm International Peace
Research Institute, or SIPRI, a leading tracker of weapons and defense spending.
2. No link: education spending only makes up roughly 1/5 or 20% of the cuts which go to the
military. This means that increased federal funding would only partially trade off with
military funding.
3. Impact turn: military strikes in Syria embolden terrorists, are unconstitutional, and risk USRussia war
Friedersdorf ’17 [Conor, staff writer at The Atlantic, where he focuses on politics and national affairs,
“Trump's Syria Strike Was Unconstitutional and Unwise”, Apr. 7,
https://www.theatlantic.com/politics/archive/2017/04/president-trumps-syria-strike-wasunconstitutional-and-unwise/522228/]
“There is no reason to forego congressional debate now, just as there was no reason to forego
congressional debate when Obama considered taking the nation to war against Syria in 2013,”
he explained. “Congressional approval is not only constitutional, it serves the public purpose
of requiring a president to clearly outline the justifications for war and his goals for the
conflict. It also helps secure public support for war, and in this instance it strikes me as reckless
that we would not only go to war against a sovereign nation, we’d also court a possible military
encounter with a great power.” Other commentators made a substantive case against a
strike. Robert Farley was especially succinct: In brief, why not: It is a struggle to understand a
way in which an attack on Syria is legal, barring an act of Congress. It seems unlikely that
airstrikes alone will be sufficient to unseat the Assad government. The Assad government
has sufficiently strengthened its position in the last year such that it seems unlikely that
airstrikes will tip the balance in favor of Syrian rebels. There is no reason to believe that
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President Trump has sufficient self-control to manage a limited air campaign that fails to
destroy the Syrian government. There is no reason to believe that a strong constituency exists
in Syria for a prolonged American ground occupation. The Syrian rebels are deeply
factionalized, and have become increasingly radicalized; it is not obvious that the Assad
government would be replaced by a central government at all, or that such a government
would be meaningfully preferable to Assad. While Russia is unlikely to directly oppose US
strikes, the risks of accidental escalation are nevertheless present. These are all issues that the
Obama administration wrestled with for five years, to no particularly good resolution. They are
issues that Hillary Clinton had no particularly good answer for. They have not changed for the
better since Trump’s inauguration. Combine all of these factors: Strong substantive arguments
against a strike. Risk of escalation into a major powers conflict. Dubious legality. Multiple
members of Congress preemptively expressing skepticism about the legality. The president
himself formerly declaring congressional approval would be necessary for such a strike. If there
are no consequences for a president who unilaterally orders military action under all those
conditions, what use is a Constitution that vests the legislature with the war power? Yet much of
the political press acts as if the war power is not even contested.
4. Impact Calculus:
A) Magnitude: Our impact is bigger than their impact because:
___________________________________________________________________________
_____________________________________________________________________
________________________________________________________________________
B) Timeframe: Our impact is faster than their impact because:
___________________________________________________________________________
___________________________________________________________________________
__________________________________________________________________
C) Probability: Our impact is more likely to happen because:
________________________________________________________________________
___________________________________________________________________________
_____________________________________________________________________
D) Turns DA: Our impact causes their impact because:
________________________________________________________________________
___________________________________________________________________________
_____________________________________________________________________
5. Impact turn: Increased US military investment causes major war with China
Glaser, 2014 – editorial assistant @ The American Conservative, Media Relations Manager @ The
Cato Institute
[John, April 4, 2014, “Stop Competing With China For Hegemony in East Asia” Antiwar,
http://antiwar.com/blog/2014/04/04/stop-competing-with-china-for-hegemony-in-eastasia/]//SGarg
In a post titled “US Warns China: Don’t Pull a Crimea,” The American Interest notes the Obama
administration’s efforts to maintain a credible military threat as a bulwark against China’s disputed
maritime and territorial claims in the South China Sea: The U.S. Assistant Secretary of State for East
Asia issued a stern warning to Beijing yesterday: Don’t even think about using force to annex islands
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in the South China Sea, as Russia did in Crimea. “The prospect of the kind of incremental retaliatory
steps that are gradually being imposed on Russia in terms of its banks, in terms of cronies and other
areas should have a chilling effect on anyone in China who might contemplate the Crimea
annexation as a model,” Daniel Russel said. ”The net effect is to put more pressure on China to
demonstrate that it remains committed to the peaceful resolution of the problems.” “The president
of the United States and the Obama administration is firmly committed to honoring our defense
commitments to our allies,” he continued. China has been paying attention to the West’s response
Russia, which has so far included nothing more than anemic sanctions and the categorical ruling-out
of the military option. It is very unlikely that China is drawing actionable lessons from Russia’s
annexation of Crimea. Just as Washington’s failure to bomb Syria did not influence Putin to take
action in Crimea, Washington’s failure to respond militarily in Crimea is not going to convince
Beijing that it can annex Taiwan or the Spratly islands. For one thing, the U.S. probably would
intervene militarily in the East or South China Seas because Washington has formal defense treaties
with Japan, South Korea, and the Philippines and remains the guarantor of the status quo in Taiwan.
Washington had no such arrangements with Ukraine. Beijing knows this. That said, China’s long-term
strategy has indeed been to gradually gain more economic, military, and political power while
refraining from outright aggressive provocations that upset the status quo. Beijing intends to
acquire its expanded claims in a de facto way as its own sphere of influence in East Asia expands
and Washington’s contracts. As University of Chicago professor John Mearsheimer noted: “The
Chinese are going to imitate the United States. They’re going to try to dominate Asia the way we
dominated the Western hemisphere, and they’re going to try to push us out.” So a war over the
Diayou/Senkaku islands is unlikely to happen in the near term. But as U.S. power declines due to
imperial overstretch, the influence over questions like Taiwan or these disputed island chains will
gradually be ceded to China. That can either happen peacefully, with the U.S. willingly
withdrawing from its claims of global hegemony, or violently, with a clash between two nucleararmed giants. In other words, the U.S. could easily keep out of costly war (whether hot or cold) with
China over hegemony in East Asia. As Jan Hornát wrote recently at The National Interest, “a balance
of power system can accentuate mutual differences, intensify rivalries and legitimize expansionist
policies and preemptive war in name of the equilibrium.” Ceasing to impose on a region half a world
away, on the other hand, can keep these dangerous contingencies remote. Seems like an easy choice
to me. But the Obama administration is instead reinforcing its claims of dominance in East Asia and is
issuing reassurances that we will continue to surround China militarily and respond with violence to
any perceived expansions.

235

CMSDL Core Files

2017-2018

Federalism DA

236

CMSDL Core Files

2017-2018
Vocabulary

In Federalism the power is divided between the national government and other governmental units.
In the U.S., this means the power is divided between our federal government and our state and local
governments. This was a philosophy stated at the foundation of America that was to prevent tyranny
of the federal government. These framers of the constitution were worried that the federal
government would grow too large like Britain did in the 1700s.
The Tenth Amendment, or Amendment X of the United States Constitution is the section of the Bill
of Rights that basically says that any power that is not given to the federal government is given to
the people or the states. For our purposes, the right to control education falls under this unnamed
portion of federal rights so education is generally a state controlled issue supported by the Bill of
Rights.
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A. Uniqueness: Trump and Devos have rolled back Obama education policies in favor of state
rights and local school choice
Wong ’17 [Kenneth, Walter and Leonore Annenberg Professor of Education Policy - Brown
University, “Redefining the federal role in public education: The 1st quarter of the Trump “insurgent”
presidency”, Mar. 27, https://www.brookings.edu/blog/brown-centerchalkboard/2017/03/27/redefining-the-federal-role-in-public-education-the-1st-quarter-of-thetrump-insurgent-presidency/]
THE INSURGENT PRESIDENCY ATTEMPTS TO SCALE BACK THE FEDERAL ROLE Trump’s White
House aims to significantly repurpose the federal role in K-12 education. The administration has
dismantled key initiatives that were associated with the Obama administration. At this point,
Trump’s proposed initiatives constitute a critical reassessment, but do not yet amount to an all-out
dismantling of the federal role in K-12 as embedded in the long-established “marble cake”
federalism. In the FY18 budget proposal, for example, the Trump administration maintains federal
funding for major categorical programs for high-needs students, such as Title I and the Individuals
with Disabilities Education Act. The Every Student Succeeds Act (ESSA) reporting requirement on
performance among student subgroups remains a central federal focus. It is too early to tell
whether the Trump administration plans to fundamentally reconstruct the terms of federal
engagement in public education, which have been largely framed since the Great Society era of the
Lyndon Johnson administration. But the administration could be headed in that direction,
considering that the first quarter of the Trump presidency has included the following education
policy initiatives: Scaling back federal direction and shifting substantial decisionmaking to state
and local government; Proposing substantial budgetary reduction of the U.S. Department of
Education, such as programs in college and career access, arts, health, after-school programs,
teacher education, and technology; Expanding federal support for a broad portfolio of school
choice, including charter schools, vouchers for parents to enroll their children in public and
private schools, federal tax credit scholarship program, and magnet programs; Easing possible
entry of for-profit providers in K-12 education; Placing limits on federal capacity to promote
equal education access, such as limiting the scope of Title IX enforcement; and Reducing
investment in data and research infrastructure. SCHOOL CHOICE AS A FEDERAL PRIORITY The
appointment of U.S. Secretary of Education Betsy DeVos signals a strong commitment to school
choice from the Trump administration. To be sure, this is not the first time a U.S. president
advocated for school choice: Ronald Reagan was a strong proponent of school choice, but was
unable to gain much congressional support. President George H. Bush was receptive to the notion of
charter schooling, when AFT President Albert Shanker first proposed it in the 1980s. Further,
President Bill Clinton popularized charter schools with federal startup funding, a position endorsed
by both presidents George W. Bush and Barack Obama. But unlike his predecessors, Trump hopes to
scale up his school choice initiatives with a large infusion of federal funds. He first made this
promise on the campaign trail, pledging $20 billion in federal funding. In his first presidential
appearance before a joint session of Congress on Feb. 28, 2017, Trump echoed his campaign
promise, proposing a bill that provides federal funding for school choice. The new governing
landscape seems supportive of school choice expansion. First, the administration can rely on the
state policymaking authority under ESSA. Second, with two-thirds of the states under one-party
Republican control in both houses, Trump’s school choice initiative has received favorable response
in several state houses. Third, charter schools have continued to receive steady, favorable
preference among parents in minority communities (though some minority groups, including the
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NAACP, have grown more critical). It was a calculated move on Trump’s part to mention that school
choice will benefit African-Americans in his joint session address last month. POSSIBLE ROLLBACK
ON THE FEDERAL ROLE IN EQUITY AND ACCOUNTABILITY Historically, equity has been a key
justification for federal involvement in K-12 education. Since the civil rights movement and the
Great Society agenda, federal education programs have been designed to promote equal educational
opportunities for all students. Title I of the Elementary and Secondary Education Act of 1965 was
part of the president’s War on Poverty. Since the presidency of Reagan, the federal government has
broadened its focus to include performance-based accountability. The Trump administration is
ready to reverse the federal-state dynamic on both equity and accountability, and the Trump
White House has an opportunity to do so in the current political climate. First, the 2015 iteration
of ESSA rebalanced federal-state relations by granting states much more control over school
accountability and improvement strategies compared to the No Child Left Behind era. Second,
the Republican-controlled Congress recently used the Congressional Review Act to further
reduce federal authority under ESSA by repealing the “Accountability and State Plans”
regulation published by the Obama administration. DeVos now has the opportunity to grant even
more power to states as they implement ESSA. Third, the federal government may also choose to
withdraw from some of the equity-oriented practices. DeVos is reviewing whether the Department
of Education’s Office for Civil Rights will continue an effort that began in 1968 to collect biennial data
on schooling opportunities and quality in public schools throughout the country.
B. Link: Federal incentives or penalties both violently interfere with federalism
Lawson ’13 [Andrew, J.D. 2013, University of Michigan Law School; B.A. 2010, Gettysburg College,
“EDUCATIONAL FEDERALISM: A NEW CASE FOR REDUCED FEDERAL INVOLVEMENT IN K–12
EDUCATION”, Summer,
http://digitalcommons.law.byu.edu/cgi/viewcontent.cgi?article=1333&context=elj]
Recently, however, due to a provision in the law that would have cut off federal funding if
states failed to meet almost impossible goals,110 most states were granted waivers from some
of the program’s more onerous requirements.111 However, these waivers themselves came with
conditions attached, as the Obama Administration used the waivers to force states to adopt
favored reforms.112 Thus, these waivers simply represent the shift from one federal policy to
another. On the one hand, attaching such limitations on the use of federal money is affirmatively
good because it protects federal legislative priorities; federalism is a two-way street and “[c]oncern
for protecting the states should not obscure the need to vindicate the authority of Congress to
choose whether and how to spend its money.”113 But there is another side to this coin, which is that
“[a] state’s freedom from federal interference . . . is a freedom to make choices, not just a freedom
to choose wisely.”114 As such, although “Congress may use its spending power to create
incentives for states to act in accordance with federal policies[,] . . . when pressure turns into
compulsion, the legislation runs contrary to our system of federalism.”115 This is particularly
important in the context of education. Where conditions on federal money are too restrictive,
they limit the array of choices available to state legislatures in any given area of policy. In the
context of education, where a court will establish limits on the exercise of legislative discretion but
call upon the legislature to formulate a remedy in the first instance, a state court’s action will be less
effective since the legislature is already constrained by conditions attached to the receipt of federal
funds. Indeed, where the effect of the federal policy is as harmful as some policies may be,116
the court’s ability to vindicate the rights of students might be entirely ineffective. This
possibility becomes more plausible as federal intervention grows.
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C. Federalism is key to preventing global violence, secessions, and rebellions
Lawoti, 09- Professor of Political Science at Western Michigan University (Mahendra, “Federalism for
Nepal”, Telegraph Nepal, 3/18,
http://www.telegraphnepal.com/backup/telegraph/news_det.php?news_id=5041)//MC
Cross-national studies covering over 100 countries have shown that federalism minimizes violent
conflicts whereas unitary structures are more apt to exacerbate ethnic conflicts. Frank S. Cohen
(1997) analyzed ethnic conflicts and inter-governmental organizations over nine 5-year –periods
(1945-1948 and 1985-1989) among 223 ethnic groups in 100 countries. He found that federalism
generates increases in the incidence of protests (low-level ethnic conflicts) but stifles the
development of rebellions (high-level conflicts). Increased access to institutional power provided
by federalism leads to more low-level conflicts because local groups mobilize at the regional
level to make demands on the regional governments. The perceptions that conflicts occur in
federal structure is not entirely incorrect. But the conflicts are low-level and manageable ones.
Often, these are desirable conflicts because they are expressions of disadvantaged groups and
people for equality and justice, and part of a process that consolidates democracy. In addition,
they also let off steam so that the protests do not turn into rebellions. As the demands at the
regional levels are addressed, frustrations do not build up. It checks abrupt and severe outburst.
That is why high levels of conflicts are found less in federal countries. On the other hand,
Cohen found high levels of conflicts in unitary structures and centralized politics. According to
Cohen (1997:624): Federalism moderates politics by expanding the opportunity for victory. The
increase in opportunities for political gain comes from the fragmentation/dispersion of policymaking power… the compartmentalizing character of federalism also assures cultural
distinctiveness by offering dissatisfied ethnic minorities proximity to public affairs. Such close
contact provides a feeling of both control and security that an ethnic group gains regarding its
own affairs. In general, such institutional proximity expands the opportunities for political
participation, socialization, and consequently, democratic consolidation. Saidmeman, Lanoue,
Campenini, and Stanton’s (2002: 118) findings also support Cohen’s analysis that federalism
influences peace and violent dissent differently. They used Minority at Risk Phase III dataset and
investigated 1264 ethnic groups. According to Saideman et al. (2002:118-120): Federalism
reduces the level of ethnic violence. In a federal structure, groups at the local level can
influence many of the issues that matter dearly to them- education, law enforcement, and the like.
Moreover, federal arrangements reduce the chances that any group will realize its greatest
nightmare: having its culture, political and educational institutions destroyed by a hostile national
majority. These broad empirical studies support the earlier claims of Lijphart, Gurr, and
Horowitz that power sharing and autonomy granting institutions can foster peaceful
accommodation and prevent violent conflicts among different groups in culturally plural
societies. Lijphart (1977:88), in his award winning book Democracy in Plural Societies, argues
that "Clear boundaries between the segments of a plural society have the advantage of limiting
mutual contacts and consequently of limiting the chances of ever-present potential antagonisms
to erupt into actual hostility". This is not to argue for isolated or closed polities, which is almost
impossible in a progressively globalizing world. The case is that when quite distinct and selfdifferentiating cultures come into contact, antagonism between them may increase. Compared to
federal structure, unitary structure may bring distinct cultural groups into intense contact more
rapidly because more group members may stay within their regions of traditional settlements
under federal arrangements whereas unitary structure may foster population movement.
Federalism reduces conflicts because it provides autonomy to groups. Disputants within federal
structures or any mechanisms that provide autonomy are better able to work out agreements on
more specific issues that surface repeatedly in the programs of communal movement (Gurr
1993:298-299). Autonomy agreements have helped dampen rebellions by Basques in Spain, the
Moros in the Philippines, the Miskitos in Nicaragua, the people of Bangladesh’s Chittagong Hill
Tracts and the affairs of Ethiopia, among others (Gurr 1993:3190) The Indian experiences are
also illustrative. Ghosh (1998) argues that India state manged many its violent ethnic conflicts by
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creating new states (Such as Andhra Pradesh, Gujurat, Punjab, Harayana, Arunachal Pradesh,
Goa, Himachal Pradesh, Meghalaya, Mizoram and Nagaland) and autonomous councils (Such as
Darjeeling Gorkha Hill Council, Bodoland Autonomous Council, and Jharkhand Area
autonomous Council, Leh Autonomous Hill Development Council). The basic idea, according to
Ghosh (1998:61), was to devolve powers to make the ethnic/linguistic groups feel that their
identity was being respected by the state. By providing autonomy, federalism also undermines
militant appeals. Because effective autonomy provides resources and institutions through which
groups can make significant progress toward their objectives, many ethnic activities and
supporters of ethnic movements are engaged through such arrangements. Thus it builds longterm support for peaceful solutions and undermines appeals to militant action (Gurr 1993:303).
Policies of regional devolution in France, Spain and Italy, on the other hand, demonstrate that
establishing self-managing autonomous regions can be politically and economically less
burdensome for central states than keeping resistant peoples in line by force: autonomy
arrangements have transformed destructive conflicts in these societies into positive interregional
competition". Federalism for Nepal Federalism is essential in plural countries like Nepal because
it provides cultural autonomy to different cultural groups within a country. By allowing ethnic
groups to govern themselves in cultural and developmental matters, it lessens their conflicts with
the central state. Many of the conflicts of the identity movements are in cultural issues like
religion, language, education and so on. Once regional governments are established, either the
contesting parties from their own governments at the regional level, and decides in those matters,
and/or influence the outcome because their proportional presence at the regional level is more
than in the national level. Thus, many ethnic and linguistic groups can effectively put more
pressure to the regional governments. Under unitary system, numerous regionally concentrated
groups have not been able to put pressure on the central government because their population and
voice are small at the central context. Even if they are not, their nature will become different.
Some of the conflicts will be regionally focussed. Hence, many of the conflicts will decrease in
intensity and strength at the central level. The bureaucracy will also increasingly reflect the
regional composition because the regional governments would hire local people in the
administration. Bureaucrats with knowledge of local languages and specific local problems will
be able to provide relatively more efficient administration. This will also reduce conflicts.
Inclusion of more ethnic members into regional politics and administration will ensure more
public politics directed toward regional needs, instead of irrelevant policies directed by the
center. This will contribute to reducing conflicts arising out of mal-distribution of resources. If
minorities want some form of autonomy to protect and promote their culture, develop their
people and regions, and self-determine their future, they are likely to struggle for it unless some
autonomy is provided. The struggle might take different form in different periods due to varying
circumstances. Even if unfavorable circumstances may lead to non-actions during some periods,
favorable conditions for mobilizations in other periods may lead to more activities, perhaps in
violent ways. The growth of ethnic movements in Nepal after 1990 is an example. Thus, to
address the conflicts arising out of issues of identity and cultural rights that are inherent human
aspirations, autonomy is essential. Granting of federalism would in all likelihood bring an end to
ethnic insurgencies like the Khambuwan Mukti Morcha because it meets their major demand. It
will also prevent the possibilities of other ethnic insurgencies with demand for federalism.
Territorial federalism can work for the benefit of large ethnic groups concentrated regionally but
may not be able to address problems of the numerous low populated ethnic groups or groups that
are not concentrated because they may not form majorities anywhere. For these groups, nonterritorial federalism, as in Belgium, Austria etc. may address their needs. In non-territorial
federalism, members of ethnic groups have rights to decide about their culture, education,
language and so on by electing councils who have jurisdiction over cultural, social and
developmental realms. The problems of the dalit and small ethnic groups can be addressed
through non-territorial federalism. Federalism and its critics in Nepal The dominant group in
Nepal often argues against federalism by raising the fear of secession. I have argued elsewhere
that this fear is misplaced. In demanding only a few of the rights that mainly deal with cultural
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and social issues, the minority groups acknowledge that advantages of staying within the existing
nation-state. On the other hand, devolution helps to avert separatism because granting of
devolution meets substantial demand of the minorities. However, power has to be devolved in
ways that make the state and minorities perceive benefit form it. Large numbers of ethnic groups
with small population further minimize the secessionist possibilities in Nepal, if any. The lack of
resources and difficult topography of settlement in may cases make the creation and sustenance
of smaller independent nations difficult, more so when the groups are in a state of under
development. On the other hand, experience elsewhere demonstrates that absence of autonomy
may lead to secessionist movements. Federalism was considered "slippery" in the 60s in Sri
Lanka when the Tamils demanded autonomy. Today, autonomy does not satisfy the demands of
the movement that arouse out of its denial (Stepan 1999). Hence federalism, in fact, may
contribute in keeping a country together by satisfying communities have power over
themselves, there is less need to secede; hence, a federal structure can keep different
communities united within a nation-state framework. Where cultural autonomy has not been
provided, many countries have seceded or are undergoing civil war or violent ethnic conflicts.
Many in Nepal ignorantly argue that a small country like Nepal does not need a federal structure.
However, federal countries like Belgium, Switzerland, Israel, Papua New Guinea, Holland and
Austria have less population than Nepal. This belies the widespread fallacy that ‘small’ country
like Nepal does not require federalism. The difficult geographic terrain and the problems of
transportation and communication, on the other hand, make Nepal effectively larger than its area
and population indicates. The perception that Nepal is a small country is due to its sandwiched
position between the world’s two most populous countries. In terms of real and effective
population, geography and cultural diversity, Nepal is not a small country. In fact, it is the 40th
populous country among 227 countries in the world as of 2002 (US Census Bureau 2002).
Federalism in not only in the interests if the marginalized groups, however. It is also in the
interests of the dominant community because it lessens the underlying reasons for conflicts.
Conflicts are more costly to the privilege sections of the society; hence as a toll for lessening the
conflicts, federalism can serve the interests of the dominant community as well. Excerpts from
the book "Nepal Tomorrow: Voices and visions" edited by D.B. Gurung.
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Rolling back state decisions on education sends a mixed message and undermines federalism
MSU College of Education ’16 [Michigan State University is a higher education institution with a
focus on educational policy, “Educational Federalism, the Every Student Succeeds Act, and the
Future of Educational Policy”, Nov. 2, http://edwp.educ.msu.edu/green-andwrite/2016/educational-federalism-the-every-student-succeeds-act-the-future-of-educationalpolicy/]
State policymakers are now tasked with making decisions about how to define teacher
effectiveness, what measures to include in the school accountability system, and which
standards to use. This provides an important opportunity for educators, researchers, policymakers
and the public to discuss normative questions around what schools should prioritize and what is
good teaching. In Ohio, the department of education is holding a number of information sessions to
garner public feedback about these decisions. Now is the time to get involved in this discussion, as
the new ESSA accountability system will be implemented in the 2017-2018 school year. The federal
government doesn’t reauthorize major laws frequently, so these decisions are likely to be
engrained in the educational system for the foreseeable future. The role of the Secretary of
Education is limited under ESSA. The law stipulates that the federal government may not define
how teachers are to be evaluated or what standards or standardized test states should use. The
Secretary of Education will have to be creative in how she influences state policy. While the use of
waivers is very limited under ESSA, the executive branch can still bring stakeholders together, use
the bully pulpit to advocate for change, and support state departments of education. While these
options have less potential to create rapid policy changes, they have a better chance of creating
more lasting change. Educational policy has been rightly criticized for narrowing the curriculum
and over relying on standardized test scores. While ESSA continues annual testing, it also
provides an important opportunity to redefine what we measure and include in school
accountability. We know that the public wants more than academic test results from their
schools. ESSA provides an opportunity to make that a reality.
Federal performance standards are inaccurate, limit state flexibility, and devastate poor, urban
cities
Lawson ’13 [Andrew, J.D. 2013, University of Michigan Law School; B.A. 2010, Gettysburg College,
“EDUCATIONAL FEDERALISM: A NEW CASE FOR REDUCED FEDERAL INVOLVEMENT IN K–12
EDUCATION”, Summer,
http://digitalcommons.law.byu.edu/cgi/viewcontent.cgi?article=1333&context=elj]
To begin with, the method used for evaluating student performance—high-stakes testing—is
generally flawed. Racially disparate performance on standardized and high-stakes testing is a welldocumented phenomenon.136 This factor alone would suggest that minority students who tend
to be concentrated in urban school districts137 will score lower than their white peers—
concentration in certain school districts logically should have a heavier impact on those teachers,
accelerating turnover in those areas. Further, students attending school districts without
adequate facilities or without enough books to go around will be disadvantaged relative to
their counterparts in more affluent districts even before the school year begins— without
regard for intelligence. In many cases, those students living in these poor districts are
minorities.138 In New York State, these resource disparities still threaten to and often do produce
huge gaps in scores between affluent suburban and poorer districts where the majority of students
are of non- white backgrounds.139 But even apart from the ways in which race and poverty serve as
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proxies for each other within public schools, one study that “examined the relationship between a
student’s location and his or her achievement” found that “for the country as a whole, the
correlation [between the proportion of a school’s pupils in poverty and its average achievement
level] is about .5 or .6. No other single social measure is consistently more strongly related than
poverty to school achievement.”140 As such, students in racially or socioeconomically
disadvantaged schools are already behind the eight ball with respect to student achievement. The
use of high-stakes tests to measure student achievement gives already vulnerable students yet
another hill to climb. By making such performance dispositive of teacher evaluation, another
obstacle develops. As one study noting the connection between race, poverty, and performance,
along with the raw numbers already available from New York City, demonstrates, making student
performance dispositive of teacher evaluations in this way will likely have the effect of increasing
teacher turnover. High rates of teacher turnover provide yet an additional disadvantage for
minority students, as teacher turnover depresses student achievement and disproportionately
harms minority student achievement.141 This study documented student performance and teacher
turnover (whether a move within the same school or a move to a different school entirely) in New
York City over a five-year period.142 What these researchers found, importantly, was that the
presence of inexperienced teachers by itself could not entirely explain variations or drops in student
performance.143 Instead, the data demonstrated that student performance dropped across the
board in schools that experienced higher turnover rates, even among students who were
assigned to teachers who retained the same job from year to year.144 The authors posited a
number of reasons for this, including decreased institutional memory and stability and the need to
expend institutional resources on the hiring process.145 Whatever the reasons, another inescapable
conclusion was that the effects of teacher turnover were felt most heavily by minority students.146
This research suggests, incredibly, that had the New York state teacher evaluation policy been
allowed to go forward, it might have had the perverse effect of actually harming minority student
performance over the long term, even though it was ostensibly designed to improve that
performance.147 By tying high-stakes testing performance to teacher effectiveness, there is a strong
chance that the policy would have accelerated teacher turnover, robbing minority students,
especially those in districts with a high proportion of minority students, of a very valuable resource: a
stable learning environment.
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Block grants are the primary means for federal expansion into state affairs
Edwards 4 [Chris, Director of Fiscal Policy at the Cato Institute, “Cut Federal Aid to States”, May 22]
In recent decades, the federal government has become active in many areas that were traditionally and
constitutionally reserved for the states. A primary means of federal expansion into state affairs has been grants
("grants-in-aid") to state and local governments. In fiscal year 2004 the federal government will pay out $418 billion in
grants for health, highways, education, and other activities. Grants have increased from 7.6 percent of federal
spending in FY1960 to 18 percent by FY2004. The number of grant programs has more than doubled since the mid1980s, reaching 716 by 2003. With the increase in grants, federal policymakers are spending too much time on state
issues instead of true national priorities, such as security. Ending aid programs would help refocus attention to crucial
national issues and would cut the huge federal budget deficit. The federal grant structure is massive and complex, as
detailed in the 1,800-page "Catalog of Federal Domestic Assistance" at www.cfda.gov. Grants range from the giant
Medicaid to hundreds of obscure programs, such as $10 million for Nursing Workforce Diversity, $59 million for
Boating Safety Financial Assistance, and a program that hands out grants of $25,000 to local governments for "raising
awareness" about environmental issues.
Grants let the federal government wield control over all areas of state matters while overcoming
concerns of stepping over the boundaries of its power
CATO Institute 04 [“Fiscal Federalism”]
The increase in federal grants in recent decades has occurred because of political logic, not economic logic. Federal
grants have allowed the federal government to sidestep concerns about expansion of its powers over traditional state
activities. By using grants, federal politicians can become activists in areas such as education, while overcoming state
concerns about encroachment on their power by shoveling cash into state coffers. Support for grants—and support
for centralization of government power in Washington in general—comes from policymakers who favor funding
government through the heavily graduated federal income tax system, rather than through the more proportional
state tax systems. Support also comes from those who think that the federal government should redistribute income
from rich to poor regions of the country. But such geographic redistributions are neither constitutionally nor
economically sound. Besides, politics usually undermines the goal of taking from rich regions and giving to poor
regions. Although the initial goal of a grant program may be to aid poor areas, every member of Congress ultimately
wants a piece of program spending for his or her district. Grant programs must sprinkle funds broadly to many
districts to gain political support, rather than just the areas that really need help.
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2NC/1NR AT: 2AC #1 “Federalism Low”
They say federalism is low , but
[GIVE :05 SUMMARY OF OPPONENT’S SINGLE ARGUMENT]
1. Extend our Wong evidence.
[PUT IN YOUR AUTHOR’S NAME]
It’s much better than their Washington Examiner evidence because:
[PUT IN THEIR AUTHOR’S NAME]
[CIRCLE ONE OR MORE OF THE FOLLOWING OPTIONS]:
(it’s newer)

(the author is more qualified)

(their evidence is not logical/contradicts itself)

(it has more facts)
(history proves it to be true)

(their evidence has no facts) (Their author is biased) (it takes into account their argument)
(It’s more specific)

(their evidence supports our argument)

[WRITE IN YOUR OWN!]

[EXPLAIN HOW YOUR OPTION IS TRUE BELOW]
Our Wong evidence talks about the many educational policies that Trump has devolved to the
states. Many of these involve school testing, funding, choice, and all fit under ESSA. Educational
federalism is way more specific than general executive orders.
[EXPLAIN WHY YOUR OPTION MATTERS BELOW]
This matters because: this proves that federalism is actually high in the status quo. Thus, the war
and genocide impact of the DA can be avoided if the plan is not done and the DA is still true.
2. Devos champions state rights on education and she decides the agenda
Pullman ’17 [Joy, managing editor of The Federalist and author of "The Education Invasion: How
Common Core Fights Parents for Control of American Kids," out from Encounter Books this month.,
“In Surprise Move, DeVos Resists Pressure To Nationalize School Choice”, May 26,
http://thefederalist.com/2017/05/26/suprise-move-devos-resists-pressure-nationalize-schoolchoice/]
Politico reported on May 18 that Education Secretary Betsy DeVos was set to announce a national
school choice program on May 22 in Indianapolis. She didn’t. In front of the national school choice
organization she chaired before becoming education secretary, the American Federation for
Children, DeVos instead emphasized that states and parents ought to be leading the way in
restoring self-government to American education. It contained some riveting and pointed lines,
including a reference to “flat earthers” who don’t accept research showing that school choice
generally boosts student outcomes. The point is to provide quality options that serve students so
each of them can grow. Every option should be held accountable, but they should be directly
accountable to parents and communities, not to Washington, DC bureaucrats. … We shouldn’t
view this, however, as a chance to mandate a one-size-fits-all school choice proposal. We all
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fundamentally know one size doesn‘t fit all…and that we won’t accomplish our goals by
creating a new federal bureaucracy or by bribing states with their own taxpayers’ money. We
should have zero interest in substituting the current big government approach for our own big
government approach. When it comes to education, no solution, not even ones we like, should
be dictated or run from Washington, DC. Let me be clear. I firmly believe every state should
provide choices and embrace equal opportunity in education. But those are decisions states
must make. No two states are the same and no two states’ approaches will be the same – and
that’s a good thing. States are the best laboratories of our democracy…This means we have the
opportunity to get Washington and the federal bureaucracy out of the way so parents can make the
right choices for their kids. Preach it, Mrs. DeVos. Notice how her crack against bribing states with
their own money undermines the very basis on which her department operates. Since it has no
constitutional authority it scrounges up a pretense at some through taxing Americans then letting
them have some of their money back only if they do what Congress demands. Yet these startlingly
non-establishment insights conflict not only with Democrats’ bent but with that of most Republicans
at the federal level. What do these remarks not include? A federal school choice proposal, or even an
endorsement of any currently floating, such as Sen. Marco Rubio’s, a model AFC has been pushing
for years. Attendees expected that announcement, said Ben DeGrow, education director at
Michigan’s Mackinac Institute for Public Policy, who was there. Instead, however, DeVos’s speech
undermined any rationale for a federalized choice program, despite seeming several times to set up
such an announcement, then pivoting towards states and away from federalization. See this one:
The President is proposing the most ambitious expansion of education choice in our nation’s
history. The proposal’s aim is to empower states and give leaders like Gov. Eric Holcomb the
flexibility and opportunity to enhance the choices Indiana provides for Indiana students (emphasis
original). This suggests a subtle rift between DeVos and the organization she formerly chaired,
despite accusations of improper confluence between the two. Ever since DeVos was appointed to
her current position, AFC has pushed for a federal version of Florida’s tax-credit scholarship program,
in which tax-deductible private donations to a scholarship nonprofit help needy kids attend private
schools. In a statement to Politico, for example, AFC spokesman Tommy Schultz said “Congress and
the Trump administration ‘have a unique window of opportunity to facilitate a dramatic expansion of
parental choice in America. More than 3.5 million children are currently benefiting from charters and
private choice programs, while millions more are demanding access to these same options.'” And in
a statement released directly after DeVos’s speech, AFC Chairman Bill Oberndorf said “We look
forward to more details about the school choice proposals and, ultimately, hope to see a federal
education tax credit included in broader tax reform later this year.”

3. Educational federalism is high now—ESSA devolves power
MSU College of Education ’16 [Michigan State University is a higher education institution with a
focus on educational policy, “Educational Federalism, the Every Student Succeeds Act, and the
Future of Educational Policy”, Nov. 2, http://edwp.educ.msu.edu/green-andwrite/2016/educational-federalism-the-every-student-succeeds-act-the-future-of-educationalpolicy/]
It is rare to see government limit its own power. Conventional wisdom, and political science
literature, indicates that government tends to hold onto, or expand, power over time. So why did
Congress return power to states under the Every Student Succeeds Act? The Every Student
Succeeds Act (ESSA), signed into law in December of 2015, changes the role of the federal
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government. Most notably, the law allows states to choose certain provisions of the
accountability system. For example, states will choose which ‘non-academic’ indicator (i.e.
school climate, discipline, access to advanced courses) to include in evaluating schools, what
assessments to use, and how to measure teacher effectiveness. ESSA replaces No Child Left
Behind (NCLB) as the major federal education law. Over the last year, I spent a lot of time
researching how ESSA was passed despite such Congressional partisanship, why the federal
government chose to reduce its role under the new law, and what this all means for the future of
educational policy. Here is what I learned. Congress passed ESSA for three main reasons. First,
Congress passed ESSA in response to executive overreach through programs like Race to the
Top and NCLB waivers. The U.S. Department of Education (USDOE) and Secretary of Education Arne
Duncan used these programs to incentivize, and cajole, states to change laws around teacher
evaluation, standards, and accountability systems more broadly. Race to the Top used stimulus funds
from 2009-2010 to create a state competition that rewarded certain state policy changes. The
USDOE granted states waivers from some of the provisions of NCLB, most notably the 2014 deadline
for all students to be proficient in reading and mathematics. This clearly unattainable goal led state
policymakers to jump at the opportunity to gain flexibility from it. However, the USDOE knew that
they held incredible bargaining power in this negotiation, so they mandated states to alter policy in
substantial ways. Congressional leaders in both parties viewed these programs, especially the
waivers, as outside the purview of the executive branch. As a result, a bipartisan consensus
emerged around placing stringent limitations on the USDOE through ESSA. Second, 2015
opened with new leadership in three of the four major Congressional leadership positions.
Senators Lamar Alexander (R-TN) and Patty Murray (D-WA) took over in the Senate Health,
Education, Labor and Pensions Committee and Representative Bobby Scott (D-VA) emerged as the
House Education Committees ranking Democrat, while Representative John Kline (R-MN) remained
the Chair. This shift in leadership allowed for fresh negotiations. Further, Speaker Boehner’s
resignation reset some of the tension among House Republicans around divisions in the party,
particularly between the Tea Party and others. The Tea Party had previously been seen as a coalition
that obstructed efforts for a bipartisan compromise. In sum, leadership changes helped reset
discussions about how to best shape the new federal role in education. Third, major interest groups
shifted their support away from federal involvement in educational policy. The two major teacher
unions opposed federal efforts to tie teacher evaluations to student test scores, and began to
distance their organizations from the Obama Administration. The Chamber of Commerce,
National Governors Association, and over 100 civil rights groups joined the unions in support of ESSA.
In short, the largest interest groups in education were all advocating for change. This broad coalition
led to bipartisan congressional support for ESSA.
4. Trump champions state rights on land ownership and education
Crews ’17 [ Clyde, CONTRIBUTOR to Forbes, Policy director at Competitive Enterprise Institute, “New
Trump Executive Orders Spotlight Interior And Education 'Regulatory Dark Matter'”, Apr. 27,
https://www.forbes.com/sites/waynecrews/2017/04/27/new-trump-executive-orders-spotlightinterior-and-education-regulatory-dark-matter/#563e9e3b9a7b]
Executive orders and proclamations expanding the scope of Washington over the nation's
business characterized much of the Barack Obama presidency. The former president himself--not
just his critics--called this the "pen and phone," and boasted of going around Congress to get things
done. Similarly, the federal agencies had their foot on the gas, making proclamations without formal
rulemaking to such an extent that it seemed apt to call the phenomenon regulatory dark matter.
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Now, President Trump wields the "pen and phone." Over the next four years, perhaps he'll
overreach; some courts maintain that he has with respect to travel and sanctuary cities. But in large
part, the big lesson of Trump's first 100 days is that the pen and phone can be used to reduce
government, not just expand it. There have been several Trump orders on economic
liberalization: on project/infrastructure permitting, regulatory oversight and cost capping, and
reviewing recent financial regulatory initiatives. Of unique importance, however, most recently
the White House issued two executive orders on a single day to roll back regulatory actions at
the Department of Interior and the Department of Education. Notable about these agencyspecific orders, alongside the January regulatory oversight order, is their emphasis on prior subregulatory "lawmaking" by agencies and the executive branch. First, Trump directed the Interior
Department to review of abuses of the 1906 Antiquities Act over the past 20 years ("Review of
Designations Under the Antiquities Act"). The Act has enabled presidents to issue unilateral
proclamations designating wide swaths of territory as national monuments, putting resources off
limits for development. Prominent recently was Obama's vast August 2016 expansion of the
Papahanaumokuakea Marine National Monument, using the purported but controversial authority
under the Antiquities Act to place landscapes and seascapes off-limits to use and development,
despite local stakeholder objections. The local stakeholder objections are most pertinent. The
"misuse and abuse" of the 1906 Act can't be summarized better than my colleague R.J. Smith, who
described the Act's origins as a response to the unprotected nature of much of the West: [T]he law
was meant to prevent the looting and destruction of Indian artifacts and ruins, local natural
landmarks, and significant fossil sites and petrified forests by giving special protection to the smallest
necessary area surrounding them. It has long since served its purpose, however. Increasingly over
the past quarter century, the Act has been used not to protect special sites, but rather to exercise
national land-use control over vast areas of the West and effectively turn millions of acres at a time
into de facto national parks or wilderness areas. ... It has usurped the proper role of Congress in
creating national parks and wilderness areas and disenfranchised the American people, especially
those most affected by the designation. The Trump order directs Secretary of the Interior Ryan Zinke,
in consultation with other cabinet agencies, to review the past 20 years of monument designations
"where the designation covers more than 100,000 acres, where the designation after expansion
covers more than 100,000 acres, or where the Secretary determines that the designation or
expansion was made without adequate public outreach and coordination with relevant
stakeholders." Due in 120 days, "The final report shall include recommendations for such
Presidential actions [and] legislative proposals" to modify prior inappropriate designations. The
second executive order ("Enforcing Statutory Prohibitions on Federal Control of Education") seeks
to affirm state and local level (not federal) authority over education policy, with a 300-day
assessment of the scale of federal overreach. Trump's order declares: It shall be the policy of the
executive branch to protect and preserve State and local control over the curriculum, program
of instruction, administration, and personnel of educational institutions, schools, and school
systems, consistent with applicable law. The order calls for a "Review of Regulations and
Guidance Documents," and directs Secretary of Education Besy DeVos to "rescind or revise" any
that violate prohibitions on federal "direction, supervision, or control over areas subject to
State and local control" What the heck are "guidance documents? The order defines them as: any
written statement issued by the Department to the public that sets forth a policy on a statutory,
regulatory, or technical issue or an interpretation of a statutory or regulatory issue, including Dear
Colleague letters, interpretive memoranda, policy statements, manuals, circulars, memoranda,
pamphlets, bulletins, advisories, technical assistance, and grants of applications for waivers.
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2NC/1NR AT: 2AC #2 “Plan doesn’t’ decrease Federalism”
They say __________________________________________________, but
[GIVE :05 SUMMARY OF OPPONENT’S SINGLE ARGUMENT]
1. Extend our
[PUT IN YOUR AUTHOR’S NAME]

evidence.

It’s much better than their

evidence because:

[PUT IN THEIR AUTHOR’S NAME]
[CIRCLE ONE OR MORE OF THE FOLLOWING OPTIONS]:
(it’s newer)

(the author is more qualified)

(their evidence is not logical/contradicts itself)

(it has more facts)
(history proves it to be true)

(their evidence has no facts) (Their author is biased) (it takes into account their argument)
(

)

(their evidence supports our argument)

[WRITE IN YOUR OWN!]

[EXPLAIN HOW YOUR OPTION IS TRUE BELOW]
________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________
__________________________________________________________________________
[EXPLAIN WHY YOUR OPTION MATTERS BELOW]
and this reason matters because:
__________________________________________________________________________________
__________________________________________________________________________________
__________________________________________________________________________________
__________________________________________________________________________________
______________________________________________________________
2. [Insert more/specific links to the AFF]
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2NC/1NR AT: 2AC #3 “No Modeling”
They say __________________________________________________, but
[GIVE :05 SUMMARY OF OPPONENT’S SINGLE ARGUMENT]
1. Extend our
[PUT IN YOUR AUTHOR’S NAME]

evidence.

It’s much better than their

evidence because:

[PUT IN THEIR AUTHOR’S NAME]
[CIRCLE ONE OR MORE OF THE FOLLOWING OPTIONS]:
(it’s newer)

(the author is more qualified)

(their evidence is not logical/contradicts itself)

(it has more facts)
(history proves it to be true)

(their evidence has no facts) (Their author is biased) (it takes into account their argument)
(

)

(their evidence supports our argument)

[WRITE IN YOUR OWN!]

[EXPLAIN HOW YOUR OPTION IS TRUE BELOW]
________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________
__________________________________________________________________________
[EXPLAIN WHY YOUR OPTION MATTERS BELOW]
and this reason matters because:
__________________________________________________________________________________
__________________________________________________________________________________
__________________________________________________________________________________
__________________________________________________________________________________
______________________________________________________________

2. US educational policy is modeled globally, especially in developing countries
Gois ’15 [Antonio, education reporter based in Rio de Janeiro, “Testing U.S. Education Policies in
Brazil”, Dec. 11, https://www.theatlantic.com/education/archive/2015/12/brazil-explores-us-styleeducation-policies/419967/]
Tying teacher pay to student test scores. Creating public schools of choice with private
operators. Setting common standards for all students. Those issues probably are familiar to any
American reporter who covers education. They are also becoming more and more common in
Brazil, where many policymakers are deeply inspired by the American experience. The most
widespread policy in Brazil that draws on the U.S. experience is paying performance bonuses to
teachers based on students’ test scores. A study presented in August 2015 at the annual meeting

251

CMSDL Core Files

2017-2018

of the Brazilian Association of Educational Evaluation showed that 13 of Brazil’s 27 states were
already adopting some kind of pay-for-performance approach. Because big states in Brazil, such as
Rio de Janeiro, São Paulo, Minas and Pernambuco, have those programs, the majority of Brazilian
students are now enrolled in school systems with this kind of policy. (Rio and São Paulo are the two
biggest Brazilian cities and capitals of states with the same names.) As in the United States, the
debate over this subject is affected strongly by ideology in Brazil. In this case, the best an
education reporter can do is look for empirical evidence on whether the programs are benefiting
those who really matter in schools: the students. * * * What makes the job for a Brazilian
journalist harder is that we still have very few rigorous studies published on the topic. In fact,
although this policy is already in place in half of Brazil’s states, only four studies have been
published on the subject in my country. And they all show mixed results. Small gains in some
areas, no visible results in others. Because of the weak evidence in Brazil, it makes sense to look for
international experiences, mostly in the United States, where more evaluations have been
conducted. But again, it seems that there is no simple answer for such a complex issue, and we still
don’t have sufficient evidence, even from the American experience, that those programs work. The
latest study from Mathematica Policy Research, a U.S. research organization, finds a small gain in
students’ reading achievement after two years of implementation of a pay-for-performance
program, but in math the impact was not statistically significant.
3. American federalism is the beacon for government internationally
Calabresi 95 –Associate Professor at Northwestern University School of Law- (Steven, "Symposium:
Reflections On United States V. Lopez: "A Government Of Limited And Enumerated Powers": In
Defense Of United States V. Lopez," Michigan Law Review, December 1995, Lexis)
The fifty years since then have seen the birth of the United Nations, the North Atlantic
Treaty Organization (NATO), the European Union, the European Convention on Human
Rights, the British Commonwealth, the Confederation of Independent States (CIS), the
GATT, the NAFTA, and countless other transnational "federal" entities of varying degrees
of importance. Many of these were openly inspired by the success story of American
federalism, which, for example, led many Europeans to want to build a Common
Market that could become a "United States of Europe." While many of these new
democratic transnational entities are very weak, they nonetheless have developed
important powers: they have helped to keep the peace, and in some instances, as with
the European Union, they show real potential for some day attaining essentially all the
attributes of sovereignty commonly associated with a federal nation-state, like the
United States. The growth and success of transnational confederal forms since 1945 is
truly astonishing and rightly is viewed by many - either with alarm or with hope - as holding
out the eventual prospect of a future global federal government or at least the prospect of
several continental-sized federal governments. At the same time, U.S.-style constitutional
federalism has become the order of the day in an extraordinarily large number
of [*760] very important countries, some of which once might have been thought of
as pure nation-states. Thus, the Federal Republic of Germany, the Republic of Austria,
the Russian Federation, Spain, India, and Nigeria all have decentralized power by
adopting constitutions that are significantly more federalist than the ones they
replaced. n25 Many other nations that had been influenced long ago by American
federalism have chosen to retain and formalize their federal structures. Thus, the federalist
constitutions of Australia, Canada, Brazil, Argentina, and Mexico, for example, all are
basically alive and well today. As one surveys the world in 1995, American-style
federalism of some kind or another is everywhere triumphant, while the forces of
nationalism, although still dangerous, seem to be contained or in retreat. The few
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remaining highly centralized democratic nation-states like Great Britain, n26 France, and
Italy all face serious secessionist or devolutionary crises. n27Other highly centralized
nation-states, like China, also seem ripe for a federalist, as well as a democratic, change.
Even many existing federal and confederal entities seem to face serious pressure to devolve
power further than they have done so far: thus, Russia, Spain, Canada, and Belgium all have
very serious devolutionary or secessionist movements of some kind. Indeed, secessionist
pressure has been so great that some federal structures recently have collapsed under its
weight, as has happened in Czechoslovakia, Yugoslavia, and the former Soviet Union.
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2NC/1NR AT: 2AC #4 “Federalism Bad for Schools”

They say __________________________________________________, but
[GIVE :05 SUMMARY OF OPPONENT’S SINGLE ARGUMENT]
1. Extend our
[PUT IN YOUR AUTHOR’S NAME]

evidence.

It’s much better than their

evidence because:

[PUT IN THEIR AUTHOR’S NAME]
[CIRCLE ONE OR MORE OF THE FOLLOWING OPTIONS]:
(it’s newer)

(the author is more qualified)

(their evidence is not logical/contradicts itself)

(it has more facts)
(history proves it to be true)

(their evidence has no facts) (Their author is biased) (it takes into account their argument)
(

)

(their evidence supports our argument)

[WRITE IN YOUR OWN!]

[EXPLAIN HOW YOUR OPTION IS TRUE BELOW]
________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________
__________________________________________________________________________
[EXPLAIN WHY YOUR OPTION MATTERS BELOW]
and this reason matters because:
__________________________________________________________________________________
__________________________________________________________________________________
__________________________________________________________________________________
__________________________________________________________________________________
______________________________________________________________

2. State control key to functioning educational system—innovation, funding, local solutions,
parents, and federal mismanagement
Gregory and Kaufman ’10 [Erin and Dean, writers for the journal Education Law and Policy,
“EDUCATION AND FEDERALISM: THE ROLE FOR THE FEDERAL GOVERNMENT IN EDUCATION
REFORM”, Spring,
https://pdfs.semanticscholar.org/290b/cdfdb2cc2cdab7c352063eaad7d9216d372e.pdf
The strongest advantage of permitting states and especially local governments to control
education is that each entity will be able to develop programs that are responsive to individual
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needs.23 As Justice Powel remarked, “No area of social concern stands to profit more from a
multiplicityofviewpointsandfromadiversityofapproachesthandoespubliceducation.”24 The problems
affecting educational achievement vary from state to state and from district to district. Not
only are local school districts in the best position to assess and respond to these problems,
they are also in the best position to develop a curriculum tailored to the unique needs of their
community. Because the problems are often individualized, the solution must be as well.
Similarly, the majority of funding for education comes from state and local sources.25 Although
the federal role in funding education has increased in recent years, schools are still primarily funded
by the communities in which they are located. Community members are much more likely to be
invested in the success of their schools if they are also directly invested in the schools through
tax dollars. Shifting more control over schools to the federal government while still leaving state
and local governments with the responsibility to fund schools will only produce frustration and
hinder innovation. On a different level, parents should be able to control the education of their
children through participation in local school programs and boards without federal officials
dictating curriculum requirements. As the federal government’s role in controlling education
increases, the opportunity for parents to have input into and participate meaningfully in their
children’s education decreases. As Justice Stevens pointed out in Mergens, from an ethical
standpoint the wishesofparentsregardingtheirchildren’seducationshouldberespected. Officials
responsible for the school system can better be held accountable at the local level as well.
When the responsibility for education’s success is delegated to a group of local community
members, not only are they in the best position to determine the needs of their specific
community but the community is also able to remove or replace officials whom they feel have
been unresponsive to their needs. While members of Congress are also subject to political
accountability, it is much more difficult to hold Congress accountable for the failure of
individual, local schools. Parents and communities must have recourse to change directions when
their school system has failed their students. As the federal government has taken on a more active
role in regulating education, the power struggle between state or local governments and the
federal government has grown. For example, prior to the passage of NCLB, Connecticut developed a
system of assessment which included multiple choice questions as well as short answer and essay
questions in the areas of reading, writing and mathematics.26 Connecticut’s program also made
significant accommodations for special education students and students for whom English was not
their primary language.27 Although the state’s education system is not without its shortcomings,
specifically the District Court referenced an NAACP report indicating that Connecticut had not
sucesfulyremedieda“poortonon-poorachievementgap,”Connecticutstudentsareamong the highest
achieving students in the country.28 Following the passage of NCLB, Connecticut requested a waiver
of the NCLB requirement to administer a yearly assessment test, arguing that their current form of
assessment was superior.29 The waiver was denied and Connecticut filed suit challenging several
provisions of NCLB.30 While Connecticut v. Spellings provides an interesting look into the
shortcomings of NCLB and the judicial response to these challenges, this case importantly highlights
the problems with the current federal stance toward education.31 Connecticut has developed a
system by which to measure student achievement but its efforts to improve an already
successful school system are hindered by the imposition of federal requirements. Rather than
discouraging different approaches, the federal government should encourage states like
Connecticut to build upon already successful programs.
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3. Federalism is key to school functionality—turns the affirmative solvency
Hess and Kelly ’15 [Frederick M. Hess is director of education policy studies at the American
Enterprise Institute Andrew P. Kelly is a resident scholar and director of the Center on Higher
Education Reform at the American Enterprise Institute, “More Than a Slogan Here are five good
reasons federalism is so important in education.”, Sept. 15,
https://www.usnews.com/opinion/knowledge-bank/2015/09/15/5-reasons-federalism-in-educationmatters]
The response to these concerns should not be shallow sloganeering around the virtues of limited
government, but a competing vision of how to order our community affairs and an explanation of
why, at least in the American system, the federal government just isn't well suited to govern
education. Anything less makes it all too easy for liberals, and even well-intentioned moderates, to
dismiss federalism as an inconvenient obstacle to be overcome rather than an asset to be embraced.
Federalism matters for at least five reasons. It's a matter of size. Education advocates suffer from
severe bouts of Finland and Singapore envy. They tend to ignore that most of these nations have
populations of 5 million or so, or about the population of Maryland or Massachusetts. Trying to
make rules for schools in a nation that's as large and diverse as the U.S. is simply a different
challenge. It aligns responsibility and accountability with authority. One problem with tackling
education reform from Washington is that it's not members of Congress or federal bureaucrats
who are charged with making things work or who are held accountable when they don't.
Instead, responsibility and blame fall on state leaders and on the leaders in those schools, districts
and colleges who do the actual work. The more authority moves up the ladder in education, the
more this divide worsens. It steers decisions towards the practical. No Child Left Behind promised
that 100 percent of students would be proficient in reading and math by 2014. President Barack
Obama wants to ensure that all students can attend community college for "free" – though most of
the funds would come from states. It's easy for D.C. politicians to make grand promises and leave
the consequences to someone else. State leaders must balance the budget and are answerable
to voters for what happens in schools and colleges; this tends to make them more pragmatic in
pursuing reform. When policymakers are embedded in a community, as mayors and state legislators
are, there is also more trust and opportunity for compromise. That kind of practicality might
disappoint firebrands eager for national solutions, but it's a better bet for students than the wish lists
and airy promises of Beltway pols. It leaves room for varied approaches to problem-solving. One
of the perils of trying to "solve" things from Washington is that we wind up with one-size-fitsall solutions. No Child Left Behind emerged from a wave of state-based efforts to devise testing and
accountability systems. Those state efforts were immensely uneven, but they allowed a variety
of approaches to emerge, yielding the opportunity to learn, refine and reinvent. That's much
more difficult when Washington is seeking something that can be applied across 50 states. It ensures
that reform efforts actually have local roots. The Obama administration's Race to the Top program
convinced lots of states to promise to do lots of things. The results have been predictably
disappointing. Rushing to adopt teacher evaluation systems on a political timeline, states have
largely made a hash of the exercise. Free college proposals make the same mistake; they depend on
states and colleges promising to spend more money and adopt federally sanctioned reforms, an
approach that seems destined to frustrate policymakers' best-laid plans.
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2NC/1NR AT: 2AC #5 “Impact Calculus”
A) Magnitude: Our impact is bigger than their impact because:
___________________________________________________________________________
_____________________________________________________________________
________________________________________________________________________
B) Timeframe: Our impact is faster than their impact because:
___________________________________________________________________________
___________________________________________________________________________
__________________________________________________________________
C) Probability: Our impact is more likely to happen because:
________________________________________________________________________
___________________________________________________________________________
_____________________________________________________________________
D) Turns the AFF: Our impact causes their impact because:
________________________________________________________________________
___________________________________________________________________________
_____________________________________________________________________
Empirically federalism bolsters peacemaking and promises to solve future conflicts – numerous
examples
Daniel J. Elazar – 2014 (Jerusalem Center for Public Affairs) FEDERALISM AND PEACEMAKING. April 19, 2012. Retrieved Apr. 25, 2014 from http://www.jcpa.org/dje/articles/fedpeace.htm
One of the most important developments contributing to the shift in the world political
paradigm from statism to federalism has been the demonstrated utility of federal arrangements
in peace-making. In a world well advanced in its movement toward federalism as the new
paradigm for interstate and intergroup relations, we must expect it also to offer considerable
promise for peace-making. While it is wise not to exaggerate that promise and look upon
federalism as some kind of vade macum, we as students of federalism with our institutions should
work hard to find ever better ways to utilize and apply federalism to the cause of peace.¶ This
conference has focused on many examples including the most outstanding, e.g., the European
Union, post-Franco Spain, post-apartheid South Africa, Belgium, the United Kingdom, India and
earlier classic examples such as Australia and Canada. We have also focused on ongoing efforts
including advanced ones such as Russia and those in progress like Cyprus and the IsraelPalestinian conflict.¶ As we all know, this is by no means an exhaustive list. We have made no direct
reference to resolution of such North American problems as the status of Puerto Rico or of the
various Native American nations. We have not considered the Caribbean Community or the
importance of the states in the restoration of democracy in Brazil. We did take a relatively bold step
in looking at regional economic arrangements as incipient confederal ones or more with political
implications. We did pay serious attention to the revival of confederation as a species of the genus
federalism and the utility of confederal arrangements in peace-making efforts and we moved further
down the road towards understanding how asymmetrical arrangements can be utilized in federal
and confederal systems.¶ What just about everyone meeting at this conference understands from
one perspective or another is how federalism has become an aid to peace-making, at least since
the end of World War II. At the same time we have not really focused on those cases where the
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declared use of federalism or the functional use of federal arrangements have not worked. There is
almost a paradox here. Where federalism has worked, often it has been proclaimed as something
else. Where federalism has been formally introduced as a solution to peace-making it has more often
than not failed or at the very least disappointed. It is almost as if the term "federalism" demands too
much of the parties involved and federal arrangements can only be used successfully in conflict
situations when they are masked as "functionalism" or "autonomy" or "decentralization" or
whatever.
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2NC/1NR AT: 2AC #6 “Federalism Racist”
They say __________________________________________________, but
[GIVE :05 SUMMARY OF OPPONENT’S SINGLE ARGUMENT]
1. Extend our
[PUT IN YOUR AUTHOR’S NAME]

evidence.

It’s much better than their

evidence because:

[PUT IN THEIR AUTHOR’S NAME]
[CIRCLE ONE OR MORE OF THE FOLLOWING OPTIONS]:
(it’s newer)

(the author is more qualified)

(their evidence is not logical/contradicts itself)

(it has more facts)
(history proves it to be true)

(their evidence has no facts) (Their author is biased) (it takes into account their argument)
(

)

(their evidence supports our argument)

[WRITE IN YOUR OWN!]

[EXPLAIN HOW YOUR OPTION IS TRUE BELOW]
________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________
__________________________________________________________________________
[EXPLAIN WHY YOUR OPTION MATTERS BELOW]
and this reason matters because:
__________________________________________________________________________________
__________________________________________________________________________________
__________________________________________________________________________________
__________________________________________________________________________________
______________________________________________________________
2. Increased federal regulations create an imbalance of power, destroys state federalism,
and ensures racial discrimination
Lawson ’13 [Andrew, J.D. 2013, University of Michigan Law School; B.A. 2010, Gettysburg College,
“EDUCATIONAL FEDERALISM: A NEW CASE FOR REDUCED FEDERAL INVOLVEMENT IN K–12
EDUCATION”, Summer,
http://digitalcommons.law.byu.edu/cgi/viewcontent.cgi?article=1333&context=elj]
However, when the federal government legislates or regulates in a given field, it necessarily
constrains the ability of states to legislate in that same field.23 In the field of education, the ability
of courts to protect the rights of children is dependent on the ability of legislatures freely to react
to courts. As such, anything that constrains state legislatures also constrains state courts and
upsets this valuable political dynamic created by the interaction of state legislatures and state
courts. An expansive federal role in educational policymaking is normatively undesirable when
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it threatens to interfere with this political dynamic. This dynamic receives scant attention in the
literature described above. However, mindfulness of this dynamic is crucial to the proper
placement of the educational policymaking and regulatory epicenter. Constraints on state
legislatures would not be as problematic if the federal government had proven itself adept at
guaranteeing adequate educational opportunity for all students. However, RTTT and NCLB have, in
some cases, proven remarkably unhelpful for poor and minority students.24 These negative
outcomes, of course, are not guaranteed. However, the fact that federal involvement in education
has produced undesirable outcomes for poor and minority students should cause policymakers to
reexamine whether it is most desirable for the federal government to play such a significant role in
education. This Comment argues that it is not. Using policies adopted in New York State in response
to RTTT as an example, this Comment argues that the federal government should step aside to the
extent necessary to allow state courts more flexibility to protect the substantive educational
rights of poor and minority children. Specifically, where federal constitutional rights are not at
issue, federal involvement in education should be minimized to the point that state courts have an
unrestrained ability to protect the educational needs of, and ensure adequate educational
opportunity for, each state’s children.25 This Comment does not argue for an end to all education
policymaking at the federal level. Rather, it argues that the functioning of the state’s courtlegislature dynamic should act as a limitation on the policies enacted at the federal level. The
educational rights of poor and minority children in particular may be more efficiently
safeguarded by putting the power in the hands of state courts and legislatures, whereas recent
federal programs have taken that ability from the states in a way that may be detrimental to
the nation’s youth. In particular, the expansion of the federal presence in the education arena has
changed policymaking dramatically. Federal policy will be off limits to the remedial powers of state
courts and legislatures, limiting the array of options they have when seeking to enforce
constitutional guarantees of education. Unless state courts prove themselves unwilling and unable to
deal with the structural problems created by educational policies, the federal government should
assume a role that leaves sufficient space for state courts to operate.
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1. Strong federalism is key to military strength
Bednar 5 - PhD from the University of Michigan, Dept of Political Science - (Jenna, June,
2005, “Constitutional Political Economy,” ProQuest)
In the section that follows, I describe the functionalities that guarantee robustness in detail. I
identify opportunism as the chief perturbation that threatens the performance of federations.
A robust federation minimizes opportunism to maximize productivity. For empirical
veriﬁcation, since opportunism is not observable, and not measurable, we deﬁne a
robust federation as one that performs well. Federalism may provide a variety of
beneﬁts; it is populations that seek one or more of these beneﬁts who choose federalism as
their governmental form. Federalism’s performance at meeting these objectives determines
its robustness. The potential beneﬁts from federating, and their logic, follow. A federal
union is better able to defend itself than a confederation or looser alliance of states.
The strength that comes from an expanded territory and resources, as well as the
improved coordination of eﬀort, makes members of the federal union more secure
against foreign invasion than they are on their own (the Federalist; Riker 1964; Ostrom
1971).
2. Hegemony increases global democracy and solves war
Thayer ‘6
(Bradley A., Prof of Defense and Strategic Studies @ Missouri State University, “In
Defense of Primacy.,” National Interest; Nov/Dec2006 Issue 86, p32-37)
Consequently, it is important to note what those good things are. In addition to ensuring the security
of the United States and its allies, American primacy within the international system causes many
positive outcomes for Washington and the world. The first has been a more peaceful world. During
the Cold War, U.S. leadership reduced friction among many states that were historical antagonists,
most notably France and West Germany. Today, American primacy helps keep a number of
complicated relationships aligned--between Greece and Turkey, Israel and Egypt, South Korea and
Japan, India and Pakistan, Indonesia and Australia. This is not to say it fulfills Woodrow Wilson's
vision of ending all war. Wars still occur where Washington's interests are not seriously threatened,
such as in Darfur, but a Pax Americana does reduce war's likelihood, particularly war's worst form:
great power wars. Second, American power gives the United States the ability to spread democracy
and other elements of its ideology of liberalism. Doing so is a source of much good for the countries
concerned as well as the United States because, as John Owen noted on these pages in the Spring
2006 issue, liberal democracies are more likely to align with the United States and be sympathetic to
the American worldview. (3) So, spreading democracy helps maintain U.S. primacy. In addition, once
states are governed democratically, the likelihood of any type of conflict is significantly reduced. This
is not because democracies do not have clashing interests. Indeed they do. Rather, it is because they
are more open, more transparent and more likely to want to resolve things amicably in concurrence
with U.S. leadership. And so, in general, democratic states are good for their citizens as well as for
advancing the interests of the United States.
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1. Federalism low—Trump has used a massive amount of executive orders to expand the
federal government
The Washington Examiner ’17 [D.C. based political paper, “GOP grapples with potential executive
overreach — by a Republican”, Feb. 1, http://www.washingtonexaminer.com/gop-grapples-withpotential-executive-overreach-by-a-republican/article/2613567]
Fifteen — that's how many executive orders it took President Trump to issue before
congressional Republicans balked. Lawmakers hate being cut out of the action, but as long as
Trump was inking commands they agreed with, Republicans were OK with it. That changed Saturday
when Trump issued a sweeping order that curtails travel to the U.S. from seven Muslimmajority countries. Even many Republicans who supported more stringent vetting of Syrian
refugees, tightening the visa waiver program, and taking a closer look at visitors from certain
countries, were critical of Trump's actions. Trump had already issued 14 executive orders before
Saturday's, with little — if any — dissent from Republicans on Capitol Hill. Republicans privately
concede that although executive "overreach" was their chief complaint about Barack Obama, they
were fine with Trump wielding the presidential pen as long they agreed with his policies. But
top Republicans, as well as rank-and-file GOPers, were stunned that Trump pulled the trigger on such
an expansive order without input from key cabinet officials, such as the secretaries of Defense and
Homeland Security—let alone from lawmakers. "They should've been consulted," and lawmakers
should have been too, Rep. Charlie Dent, R-Pa. said about the cabinet secretaries. The White House
issued an executive order "on vetting that was not vetted appropriately," said Jeff Marschner,
deputy chief of staff to Rep. Barbara Comstock, R-Va. "It appears there was little interagency
involvement, and the executive order was too broad," he said, echoing the complaints of many
Republicans who agree with the order, in theory. Regardless of Republicans' positions on the order's
substance, the botched rollout—and public blowback—demonstrates that just hopping on the
Trump train could mean signing up for a bumpy ride. "He's off to a fast start, but it's certainly been
rocky and unconventional," Rep. Mark Sanford, R-S.C., said. "The tolerance of" Trump using
executive authority "was directly correlated to the impact of the executive order and the reach of
the executive order," said one Republican consultant. "Up until the immigration executive order,
most of what was being announced was like a glorified press release, or a gloried position paper—
this was one that essentially clashed with Congress." Constituents have been burning up
congressional phone lines with tales of legal residents being detained in airports around the
globe. Members of Congress have scrambled to help them and are demanding answers from
the Trump administration about how the order should be implemented.
2. No link: regulation does not undermine federalism and creates a healthy balance between
the federal government and states
Gregory and Kaufman ’10 [Erin and Dean, writers for the journal Education Law and Policy,
“EDUCATION AND FEDERALISM: THE ROLE FOR THE FEDERAL GOVERNMENT IN EDUCATION
REFORM”, Spring,
https://pdfs.semanticscholar.org/290b/cdfdb2cc2cdab7c352063eaad7d9216d372e.pdf
Such a plan would require evaluation of progress through national testing and development of
standards by the federal government rather than allowing states to come up with their own
educational standards.33 An incentive program would not be coercive but would instead
encourage states to develop innovative ways of meeting the national goals, rather than the
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NCLB system which encourages states to lower standards and avoid federal penalties. This type
of incentive based answer to the education problem is entirely consistent with constitutional
principles of federalism. Such a program would allow states to do what they do best—devising
creative strategies to solve pervasive problems and tailoring the solutions to the unique needs
of the population of that state—while the federal government facilitates innovation through
deregulation. Under the Obama Administration, the Department of Education has developed a new
proposal to reform the educational system through the reauthorization of the Elementary and
Secondary Education Act.34 Among the goals of ‘Race to the Top’ is for every student to
graduate from high school prepared for college and a career, restructuring the lowest
performing schools and creating an Investing in Innovation fund which would reward successful
existing programs and encourage the development of new programs.35 This proposal takes an
important step towards changing the course of federal involvement in day to day education policy.
3. No brink and no internal link: nations across the world don’t model US behavior, especially
when it comes to democracy. Also, if we violate federalism all the time, the neg impacts
should have already happened.
4. Impact Turn: Federal education policy is more efficient—state policies get caught up in red
tape
Hess and Kelly ’15 [Frederick M. Hess is director of education policy studies at the American
Enterprise Institute Andrew P. Kelly is a resident scholar and director of the Center on Higher
Education Reform at the American Enterprise Institute, “More Than a Slogan Here are five good
reasons federalism is so important in education.”, Sept. 15,
https://www.usnews.com/opinion/knowledge-bank/2015/09/15/5-reasons-federalism-in-educationmatters]
To be sure, local control has its downsides. Local school politics tend to be dominated by
interests like teachers unions. School boards are often parochial and shortsighted. And the
federal government is uniquely positioned to do some jobs that states can't, like providing a
national bully pulpit to spotlight problems, funding research and promoting interstate
transparency. The feds also have opportunities to take on the dominance of entrenched local
interests by playing a "trust-busting" role. Federal recognition of alternative approaches like
charter schools, nontraditional teacher licensure programs and innovative postsecondary programs
can challenge incumbents' privileged market position. Federal funding is another trust-busting
lever; wherever possible, reformers should ensure that public dollars flow to students and
families and empower them to choose. Rather than write prescriptive rules that all schools
must obey, trust-busting gives local problem-solvers an opportunity to change politics and
policy from the bottom up.
5. Impact Calculus:
E) Magnitude: Our impact is bigger than their impact because:
___________________________________________________________________________
_____________________________________________________________________
________________________________________________________________________
F) Timeframe: Our impact is faster than their impact because:
___________________________________________________________________________
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___________________________________________________________________________
__________________________________________________________________
G) Probability: Our impact is more likely to happen because:
________________________________________________________________________
___________________________________________________________________________
_____________________________________________________________________
H) Turns DA: Our impact causes their impact because:
________________________________________________________________________
___________________________________________________________________________
_____________________________________________________________________
6. Impact turn: the historical and current purpose of federalism is to ensure poor people of
color are exploited
Miller ’10 [Lisa, Associate Professor Department of Political Science Rutgers University, “The Invisible
Black Victim: How American Federalism Perpetuates Racial Inequality in Criminal Justice”,
http://www.eagleton.rutgers.edu/research/documents/Invisible_Black_Victim.pdf]
I argue that no general account of race, inequality, crime and punishment in the United States is
complete without an understanding of the distinctive character of American federalism.1
Federalism in the United States was forged in part as a mechanism for accommodating slavery
and it facilitated resistance to racial progress for blacks long after the Civil War (Dahl 2003;
Finkelman 1981; Frymer, Strolovitch, Warren 2007; Katznelson 2005; Lieberman 2005; Lowndes,
Novkov and Warren 2008; Riker 1964). American federalism limits the authority and political
incentives of the central government to address a wide range of social problems that give rise to
crime and diffuses political power across multiple venues that make it difficult for the poor and
low-resources groups to access decision-making. As a result, federalism renders largely invisible the
only political terrain – urban areas – in which minority victims are routinely visible, both as victims of
violence and political and economic marginalization. In order to address racial inequality in criminal
justice, advocates for racial progress must overcome a dizzying array of fragmented lawmaking
venues and commandeer the lawmaking powers of the central government, formidable tasks that
have usually occurred when a confluence of exogenous factors, such as wars, social movements,
shifts in demographics, economic catastrophe or other calamities have come into play (see Feeley
and Rubin 2008 for a related discussion). Conventional narratives of federalism and racial
inequality in the U.S. typically focus on the problems of regional politics at the state and local
levels and the successes of national political strategies in forcing these governments to accept
more equitable legal standards and political outcomes. In contrast, the analysis of crime, law and
political mobilization presented
here suggests that the limitations of American federalism run far deeper, and are not confined to
the parochialisms of regional politics. For much of the nation’s history, American-style federalism
has allowed the national government to escape pressure and responsibility for addressing
inequality and stagnation in racial progress (see Riker 1964). Today, it continues to winnow
debates about crime and justice in ways that undermine the political voice, representation and
empowerment of those most affected by crime and criminal justice – urban racial minorities. The
effect of federalism on crime and punishment is to reinforce existing racially-stratified access
to power by: Balkanizing mobilization efforts among urban minority groups that would
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otherwise be natural allies; diffusing political pressure about poverty across a wide range of
political and legal venues; and limiting the scope and tenor of the central government’s power
to address social problems. The nature of the American federal system thus makes it difficult to see
disparities in crime and punishment as linked to broader socio-economic patterns of racialized
policymaking and the reframing of crime and punishment from local to national venues changes not
only the participants involved but also the very nature of the problem itself, such that minority
interests are at best obfuscated and, at worst, rendered invisible.
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Impact turn: federalism guarantees racism and unequal treatment
Lawson ’13 [Andrew, J.D. 2013, University of Michigan Law School; B.A. 2010, Gettysburg College,
“EDUCATIONAL FEDERALISM: A NEW CASE FOR REDUCED FEDERAL INVOLVEMENT IN K–12
EDUCATION”, Summer,
http://digitalcommons.law.byu.edu/cgi/viewcontent.cgi?article=1333&context=elj]
For the purpose of this Comment, what is important about these programs is not what they contain,
but the fact that they represent a much larger role for the federal government in education. A
growing body of legal scholarship argues that an increased role for the federal government in
education is a normatively desirable development. One scholar, for instance, argues that limited
state bureaucratic capabilities, which she asserts have developed compliance functions at the
expense of true policy expertise, counsel in favor of an increased federal role.12 Likewise, Professor
Kimberly Jenkins Robinson, who served in the General Counsel’s office at the U.S. Departmentof
Education,13 noting the persistence of interstate educational disparities since Brown v. Board of
Education,14 argues that an increased federal role in education is necessary because history
teaches that states are incapable, on their own, of addressing disparities in educational
opportunity.15 Another scholar argues that the central role education has always held in our
society necessitates recognition of education as a judicially-enforceable fundamental right.16
Similarly, Goodwin Liu, recently appointed to the California Supreme Court, argues that the very text
of the Fourteenth Amendment and the concept of national citizenship at least authorizes, if not
compels, the creation of a “common set of educational expectations for meaningful national
citizenship.”17 However, increased federal involvement in education is worrisome for other
reasons, explored below. This Comment pushes back on scholarship that supports federal solutions
for the nation’s education issues and argues that countervailing considerations militate in favor of
less federal involvement in education
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Vocabulary

In Federalism the power is divided between the national government and other governmental units.
In the U.S., this means the power is divided between our federal government and our state and local
governments. This was a philosophy stated at the foundation of America that was to prevent tyranny
of the federal government. These framers of the constitution were worried that the federal
government would grow too large like Britain did in the 1700s.
The Tenth Amendment, or Amendment X of the United States Constitution is the section of the Bill
of Rights that basically says that any power that is not given to the federal government is given to
the people or the states. For our purposes, the right to control education falls under this unnamed
portion of federal rights so education is generally a state controlled issue supported by the Bill of
Rights.
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Text: The United fifty states should substantially increase their regulation of elementary and
secondary education schools by complying with the “progressive funding” model.
States solve: they can fund equally by themselves and more efficiently
Brown ’13 [Cynthia, writer for EdWeek, cites empirical data, “How to Make School Funding Fair”,
May 21, http://www.edweek.org/ew/articles/2013/05/22/32brown.h32.html]
At the local level, funding inequity is found in the unequal distribution of resources among schools
within the same district, with high-poverty schools often receiving less funding than their lowpoverty counterparts. To address this inequity, districts need to change the way they allocate
resources to schools, adopting the practice of allocating actual per-pupil dollar amounts, weighted
based on the needs of students in that school. Currently, most districts allocate teacher slots to a
school—that is, one teacher for a specified number of students. Teachers are not all paid the same
amount, however. Treating them as if they were paid equally masks the fact that a school with five
20-year veterans receives more dollars overall than a school with five first-year teachers. Larger
questions surround what states should do to address funding inequities between school
districts. Most states have adopted funding formulas aimed at ameliorating differences in the
ability of districts to raise funding from local property taxes. Property-wealthy towns are able
to raise more dollars at lower tax rates than property-poor districts, leading to inequities in
per-pupil funding. Yet, as the commission report points out, prior attempts to address these
inequities, such as through state funding formulas, merely patch a broken system and fail to redress
inequities or to produce the kind of academic achievement our children need and deserve. The time
has come to strongly consider the need for larger systematic reform of funding systems. In a
chapter in the recently released book Education Governance for the Twenty-First Century:
Overcoming the Structural Barriers to School Reform, I propose a "new" approach to school funding:
States should adopt a state-based system of school financing—one in which states provide all
nonfederal resources for education, and districts no longer have the power to raise funds from
local property taxes. Under such a system, all districts would receive the resources they need to
educate all of their children. Funding levels would be based on the specific needs of the
students and of the districts, not just the resources districts are fiscally able to raise based on
local property values. Local schools and districts would be able to provide additional funding of
up to 10 percent of their state allocation for local priorities and programs. I say "new" in
quotation marks because this is almost the same proposal President Richard M. Nixon's Commission
on School Finance called for in 1972. Yet, more than 40 years later, almost no states have taken
this approach, and the idea has practically fallen off the radar in school funding discussions. Hawaii
and Vermont come the closest, with less than 10 of total funding coming from local sources. They
are rarities in this country, however, and by far two of the smallest states. I also say "new" because
this method of funding schools has been adopted in other countries; it's just "new" to the United
States. As a paper that CAP released last week shows, three Canadian provinces, for example, have
each moved from joint local-provincial school funding systems—systems like those in most U.S.
states—to provincial-level funding systems. Under such a system, the province has full
responsibility for providing all funding for public schools, according to the report titled
"Canada's Approach to School Funding." The province determines the resource needs for each
district and ensures the district actually receives that funding. “The time has come to strongly
consider the need for larger systematic reform of funding systems.” These provinces—Alberta,
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British Columbia, and Ontario—have each taken a unique approach to designing their provincial-level
funding systems. Alberta, for example, has set up a centralized fund into which all property-tax
dollars raised for education purposes flow. These dollars are then allocated on a per-pupil basis to
every district in the province. Additional funding is provided by the provincial government on top
of this allotment. In contrast, in Ontario, local school districts continue to raise funding from local
property taxes, but the tax rates are set by the provincial government. This allows the province to
ensure that districts raise amounts consistent with the districts' overall provincially determined
funding needs, and not inconsistent with principles of equality and equity. To be sure, states can
certainly have equitable funding systems that continue to allow local districts to set their own
tax rates and raise money from local property taxes. New Jersey and Ohio are good examples; in
these states, differences in property wealth do not dictate differences in per-pupil spending, and
districts with greater educational needs receive additional funding. But most states have failed in this
regard, despite decades of lawsuits and so-called reform efforts. It's time to try something else.
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States can increase taxes and fund equally to give all students access to quality education
Braun ’17 [John, State senator and sponsor of equity bill, “Senate majority presents landmark plan
for K-12 funding — Education Equality Act would make student-centered, teacher-friendly reforms”,
Jan. 27, http://johnbraun.src.wastateleg.org/senate-majority-presents-landmark-plan-k-12-fundingeducation-equality-act-make-student-centered-teacher-friendly-reforms/]
OLYMPIA…Senate Majority Coalition Caucus members today introduced landmark reforms that
would return state government to the role of primary provider for Washington’s K-12 schools
while finally connecting school funding with the actual cost of educating students. The MCC’s
Education Equality Act is the first complete, ready-for-voting solution proposed by lawmakers since
the state Supreme Court ruling in McCleary v. Washington. The 2012 ruling highlighted what was
already known: decades of putting other services ahead of schools caused Washington’s 295 school
districts to rely too much on local property tax-levy money to cover costs that should be the state’s
responsibility. The Legislature has until April 1 to agree on a new funding approach that takes
effect before 2018. Sen. John Braun, as chair of the Senate Ways and Means Committee, is the
Senate budget leader, and was one of the MCC members to serve recently on a bipartisan Joint
Education Funding Task Force. That group managed to obtain educator-compensation information
that was denied to lawmakers for more than a year, and was one of the final pieces needed to
complete the MCC plan. Braun said the Education Equality Act would not only result in full statelevel funding of public schools but also address factors that have made the K-12 system
inequitable for students, teachers and taxpayers. “Our plan is student-centered and teacherfriendly. It’s based on fair and transparent funding and promotes local control and
accountability. By any credible measure, this is a progressive approach that should eliminate
the educational-opportunity gap, and the associated social injustices, caused by inconsistent
district-level funding,” said Braun, R-Centralia. “It also responds to concerns teachers have about
compensation, and the concerns districts have about hiring as well as the so-called ‘levy cliff.’
These issues are outside of the Legislature’s constitutional mandate but are part of the larger
picture, so it makes sense to include them in our set of reforms,” he added. Under the MCC plan,
legislators set a statewide per-student funding level that puts Washington in the upper ranks
nationally; require each school district to levy the same local property-tax rate and put that
revenue toward the per-student amount; and allocate state funds to cover the difference
between the per-student standard and the local funding. The per-student funding level would be
higher, and the state’s contribution would increase accordingly, to cover additional services for
children who have special needs, or are homeless, or are not native English speakers.
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1NC ELLs States CP
Text: The U.S. fifty states should fully fund Dual Language Immersion classes.
States can help ELL students efficiently
Wixom ’15 [Micah Ann, policy analyst with Education Commission of the States. She has a master’s
degree in public administration, “State-level English Language Learner Policies”, March,
http://files.eric.ed.gov/fulltext/ED561942.pdf]
Because ELLs need additional and often costly services, schools and districts require funding
beyond the average per-student dollar amount. While federal grants — provided through Part A
of Title III — are helpful, they are generally seen as insufficient. Most states allocate additional
ELL funding. There are three main ELL program funding models: Formula funding: Money for ELL
programs is distributed through the state’s primary funding formula; this is the most common
funding method. Funding formulas typically use weights, dollar amounts or teacher allocations
to distribute the funds. The January 2015 ECS report State funding mechanisms for English
language learners gives more detail on the funding models and also includes a 50-state chart
showing the method each state uses to fund ELL students. Categorical funding: Districts receive ELL
funds outside of the state’s primary funding formula through budget line items. Funding methods
vary from state to state — for example, some states might provide a dollar amount per child while
others might provide grants for speci c programs. Reimbursement: The state reimburses districts for
the cost of ELL programs after the costs are accrued and upon approval of the state superintendent.
This model allows states to limit funding to certain, specific expenses. Funding ranges among states
vary significantly, even between states using the same type of funding model. In states with lower
ELL funding levels, schools and districts must absorb the extra costs of educating ELLs. State
funding systems have the potential to incentivize districts to shuffle ELLs around different programs
depending on funding availability, exit ELLs from language programs too quickly or let students
remain in ELL programs longer than they should. The ECS committee of experts agreed that
adequate funding levels by themselves do not lead to improved student performance, nor will
student performance improve until states, districts and schools strengthen their ELL programs
and program capacity. This includes improving teacher training and development, identification
methods and program delivery systems.
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2NC/1NR Solvency Extensions
Differences in states require individualized methods
Douglass and Sampson ’13 [Sonya Douglass Horsford is an associate professor of education at
George Mason University. Carrie Sampson is a doctoral student in public affairs and a graduate
assistant at the Lincy Institute at the University of Nevada, Las Vegas. “High-ELL-Growth States:
Expanding Funding Equity and Opportunity for English Language Learners”,
http://vue.annenberginstitute.org/issues/37/high-ell-growth-states-expanding-funding-equity-andopportunity-english-language-learners]
While states such as California, Texas, Florida, and New York benefit from the experience of
serving large numbers of ELL students, a growing number of states are only more recently
considering and learning what it means to serve this unique population of students adequately
and equitably. For many states, this learning has occurred in the face of judicial battles. In fact,
every state except five has had at least one finance equity lawsuit filed against it (National
Access Network 2010). Confronted with explosive increases in ELL enrollment and diminishing state
budgets, the funding of ELL education at the state level presents a serious education policy challenge
that requires immediate action, given its implications for educational equity and opportunity. For
example, Nevada’s growing yet underfunded ELL population has attracted the attention of both the
Mexican American Legal Defense and Education Fund and the American Civil Liberties Union of
Nevada, which are considering suing the state for its violation of equal educational opportunities for
marginalized students, including the lack of financial resources available specifically for ELL students
(Doughman 2013). Although each state is different, insufficient human capital and funding capacity
at the state level, coupled with the lack of a clear vision for ELL education nationally, creates huge
challenges for schools and districts seeking to improve learning opportunities and outcomes for
their ELL students. In this article, we review state-level ELL funding for the ten states experiencing
the highest ELL population growth between 2000-2001 and 2010-2011. These high-ELL-growth states
are South Carolina, Kentucky, Nevada, Delaware, Arkansas, Kansas, Mississippi, Alabama, Virginia,
and North Carolina. While the U.S. ELL population has grown 18 percent from 2000-2001 to 20112012, which is a significant increase, these states have experienced ELL growth ranging from 135
percent in North Carolina to an astonishing 610 percent in South Carolina. These dramatic figures
underscore not only the massive extent of this demographic reality but also the great
opportunity such cultural and linguistic diversity represents for states eager to invest in and
reap the benefits of a well-educated, culturally competent workforce. MONEY MATTERS, BUT
HOW MUCH IS ENOUGH, AND WHERE SHOULD IT GO? In many ways, our recent work in Nevada
serves as a useful starting point for examining both the complexity and the opportunity associated
with funding ELL education at the state level. As co-authors of the report Nevada’s English Language
Learners: A Review of Enrollment, Outcomes, and Opportunities, we were struck by the dramatic
variation in how states calculate, define, fund, and otherwise support ELL education (Horsford,
Mokhtar & Sampson 2013). To some degree, these differences are understandable, given the great
diversity within ELL populations in and across states. At the same time, such variation makes it
extremely difficult to establish a clear sense of what works and, in the case of ELL funding, how much
money is enough. The evidence is limited. Since 1990, there have been only four costing-out studies
conducted in the United States that focused exclusively on ELLs (see Arizona Department of
Education 2001; Gándara & Rumberger 2008; New York Immigration Coalition 2008; National
Conference of State Legislatures 2005). And because each state’s needs, educational infrastructure,
and funding mechanisms are so drastically different, determining how and where ELL funds should
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be allocated is difficult. Although most studies have concluded that ELL-specific services remain
woefully underfunded, the amount of dollars to be allocated and where they should be spent
remains less clear. Yet this information is precisely what policymakers want to have in order to
decide whether or not money used to fund ELL education will result in a return on state investment.
This underfunding was certainly the case in Nevada. Policymakers have finally acknowledged the
need to fund ELL education at the state level in Nevada, a Mountain West state outpacing the rest of
the nation in population growth, immigration, and increasing ethnic and linguistic diversity. Although
the level of funding is still being debated, what has been shown is the pivotal role states can play in
expanding equity and opportunity for what will continue to be a growing share of American public
school students. Although our research to date has been exploratory and it is much too early to infer
any direct relationships between state-level ELL policy and funding and student-level outcomes,
efforts to compare Nevada with other high-ELL-growth states have further revealed the disparate
nature and fragmentation of ELL policy and funding at the state level.
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1NC STEM States CP
Text: The U.S. fifty states should adopt the Next Generation Science Standards (NGSS).
States are capable and easily implement STEM programs
STEMx News ’17 [News outlet dedicated to investigating STEM, “How Washington STEM advocates
for public funding”, Jan. 26, http://www.stemx.us/news/2017/01/how-washington-stem-advocatesfor-public-funding/]
Q: STEM education in Washington state has received increased funding from the state
legislature. Tell us about the legislation that was approved and what it aims to do. A: In 2016, the
Washington legislature, along with the governor, Jay Inslee, sustained ongoing STEM education
investments and prioritized new ones. Here’s a list of what happened: Budget Increases STEM
Degree Production and Equity: We thank the governor and the legislature for sustaining investments
for post-secondary STEM degree production for underserved students through the Washington
MESA (Mathematics, Engineering, Science Achievement) Community Colleges program. Students in
the MESA Community Colleges program were more likely to persist, transfer to a university and
earn a STEM-related bachelor’s degree than other underrepresented students pursuing STEM
studies at these colleges. The budget fully funds Washington MESA programs on six community
college campuses, a promising step toward expanding the proven program throughout the
state’s Community and Technical College System. State Implements Computer Science Education
Grants and STEM Capital Pilot Program: Computer science supports critical thinking, creativity
and collaboration and exposes students to the fastest growing jobs in the state, yet few K-12
students have access to computer science. Schools also struggle to provide high-tech environments
to support teaching and learning in STEM subjects. In the 2015 session, the governor and
legislature recognized these needs and created state funding for computer science education
and STEM capital construction. This spring, Washington STEM partnered with the Office of the
Superintendent for Public Instruction (OSPI) to distribute $2 million in state funding (with a required
$2 million private match) to establish computer science programs throughout the state, and we are
in the process of awarding $11.9 million to support STEM capital needs throughout the state. While
the legislature added parameters to the STEM Capital Pilot Program this session, the overall goals of
the program remain unchanged. Q: What specific groups/programs will be helped with this funding?
A: Students served by a variety of education service districts, schools and nonprofits across the state
will be supported by the computer science education funding and the STEM Capital Pilot funding.
You can find specifics here: Washington STEM and OSPI Announce First Round of $4 Million in Grants
to Support Computer Science Education Washington STEM and OSPI Announce Second Phase of $4
Million in Grants to Support Computer Science Education State Grants Create New STEM Learning
Spaces

276

CMSDL Core Files

2017-2018
2NC/1NR Solvency Extensions

States can distribute STEM funds—West Virginia proves
Parker ’17 [Drew, Marshall County Reporter, “State Funding Boosts John Marshall High School’s
STEM Program in Glen Dale”, June 24,
http://www.theintelligencer.net/news/community/2016/12/state-funding-boosts-john-marshallhigh-schools-stem%E2%80%88program-in-glen-dale/]
John Marshall High School students and community members alike will be able to utilize
updated science, technology, engineering and mathematics education tools next fall thanks to
nearly $300,000 in grant funding. West Virginia Board of Education members voted earlier this
month to approve $1.6 million for Innovation in Education designations for seven schools: John
Marshall, Dunbar Intermediate School, Greenbrier West High School, Mary Ingles Elementary, Philip
Barbour High School, Tucker County High School and Spring Mills High School. The grant funding
resulted from the passage of HB 4295 during the 2016 legislative session. The bill, backed by
Gov. Earl Ray Tomblin, encourages public schools to improve curriculum through STEM
education, community-school partnership and the arts. According to the The West Virginia
Department of Education, applications were received from 43 West Virginia elementary schools,
middle schools, high schools and career technical education centers and reviewed by representatives
from the WVBE, the Department of Education, the Governor’s Office and Marshall University.
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2NC/1NR AT: 2AC #1 “50 State Theory”

1. 50 state fiat is not a voting issue:
A) Interpretation: the negative should be allowed to have one CP in round with a solvency
advocate. These keep the number of CPs very low and predictable.
B) Education—the core question of the topic is about the state vs. federal government
question. The majority of school funding comes from the state and local level. This
education is essential to learning about the topic.
C) Reciprocal—the aff fiats many different branches, representatives, and courts for their
plan. It’s only fair that we’re allowed to use the different state governments to do the
same. It’s core negative ground and makes the debate fair.
D) 50 state fiat is real world. They just acted uniformly against Trump
Politics USA ’17 [Major political news website, “Trump Humiliated As Nearly Every State
Refuses To Give Him All Or Part Of Their Voter Data”, Jul. 5,
http://www.politicususa.com/2017/07/05/trump-humiliated-50-states-refuse-give-partvoter-data.html]
Trump’s voter fraud commission has fallen flat on its face as nearly every state in the
country has refused to turn over voter data to the White House. The Washington Post
reported, “In a rare display of bipartisanship, officials in nearly every state have said
they will partially or fully refuse to comply with President Trump’s voting commission,
which has encountered criticism and opposition after issuing a sweeping request for voter
data nationwide. Even as some of the resistance centers on Trump and members of his
commission, the broader responses from the states indicate a strong and widespread belief
that local officials should be managing elections and that the White House’s request for
volumes of information went too far.” There was near universal agreement from the states
that what Trump asked for was either unconstitutional or a violation of state law. It is not
surprising that this White House would not bother to check state law or have their request
reviewed to make sure that what they asked for from the states was actually legal.
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2NC/1NR AT: 2AC #2 “States Fail”
They say __________________________________________________, but
[GIVE :05 SUMMARY OF OPPONENT’S SINGLE ARGUMENT]
1. Extend our
[PUT IN YOUR AUTHOR’S NAME]

evidence.

It’s much better than their

evidence because:

[PUT IN THEIR AUTHOR’S NAME]
[CIRCLE ONE OR MORE OF THE FOLLOWING OPTIONS]:
(it’s newer)

(the author is more qualified)

(their evidence is not logical/contradicts itself)

(it has more facts)
(history proves it to be true)

(their evidence has no facts) (Their author is biased) (it takes into account their argument)
(

)

(their evidence supports our argument)

[WRITE IN YOUR OWN!]

[EXPLAIN HOW YOUR OPTION IS TRUE BELOW]
________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________
__________________________________________________________________________
[EXPLAIN WHY YOUR OPTION MATTERS BELOW]
and this reason matters because:
__________________________________________________________________________________
__________________________________________________________________________________
__________________________________________________________________________________
__________________________________________________________________________________
______________________________________________________________
2. [Add extra solvency evidence specific to the aff]
3. Federal intervention fails to provide educational results
Gregory and Kaufman ’10 [Erin and Dean, writers for the journal Education Law and Policy,
“EDUCATION AND FEDERALISM: THE ROLE FOR THE FEDERAL GOVERNMENT IN EDUCATION
REFORM”, Spring,
https://pdfs.semanticscholar.org/290b/cdfdb2cc2cdab7c352063eaad7d9216d372e.pdf
Globalization and its implications for the modern workforce are undeniable and likely will only
become more significant in the future. However, the United States seems unable to keep up with
the demands of a global economy in terms of education rankings.6 Some argue that the need to
maintain an academic advantage over international peers requires the federal government to set
national standards for education and actively enforce them.7 But the federal role in education has
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consistently expanded over the last 50 years and has yet to demonstrate its ability to effectively
reform American education. Perhaps the most significant and far reaching attempt was The No
Child Left Behind Act (NCLB). The NCLB was an aggressive and ambitious attempt by the federal
government to improve American education. However, it was not the first time the federal
government inserted itself into the realm of education. These initial attempts by the federal
government were largely a response to concerns about considerable racial disparities in
education, precipitated by the Supreme Court’s holding in Brown v. Board of Education in 1954.8
The role of the federal government in ensuring access to education for disadvantaged groups should
not be underestimated9, particularly when the remnants of discrimination still plague American
schools, and the federal government should continue to promote accessible education for these
groups. But while racial and gender-based discrimination are problems of national magnitude
requiring a decisive national response, other problems facing the United States’ educational system
today are quite different. The Elementary and Secondary Education Act (ESEA) was passed in 1965
and represented one of the first major attempts by the federal government to address growing
disparities in education. The Act established the Department of Education and a Secretary of
Education.10 Significantly, the Act notes that “The establishment of the Department of Education
shall not increase the authority of the Federal Government over education or diminish the
responsibility for education which is reserved to the States and local school systems...”11 In
response to growing concerns about how United States students were measuring up against their
global counterparts, the federal government began to take on an even more active role in
education.12 The focus of these efforts shifted from ensuring accessible education to emphasizing
the quality of education.13 When it became clear that schools were not meeting the education
goals set in the 1980s, the federal government sought a more comprehensive approach.14 The
No Child Left Behind Act, passed in 2001, delegates the responsibility for setting educational
standards—known as ‘Adequate Yearly Progress’—to the states.15 The Secretary evaluates state
plans for compliance with the requirements in the act.16 States that elect to participate in this
program agree to comply with the act’s requirements in exchange for federal funding. Failure to
meet these requirements results in the loss of the funds.17 Notwithstanding the funding
problems posed by No Child Left Behind, including accusations that it is an unfunded mandate and a
sixth circuit finding that NCLB does not provide notice to the states that they will be required to fund
any additional costs of compliance with the acts requirements above the federal funds provided18,
the act was an important step towards reforming national education achievement.19 However, since
NCLB was implemented, United States students still lag behind many of their international peers.20
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2NC/1NR AT: 2AC #3 “Double Bind”

1. Reciprocal: The CP acts uniformly to do exactly what the plan does. If there is not uniform
implementation, the same arguments apply to the federal government.
2. No impact: the minimal differences state to state would actually mean that we solve
better. Even if the CP is not done 100% uniformly, there’s no impact to being slightly
different.
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2NC/1NR AT: 2AC #4 “Perm”

1. No net-benefit: even if it’s possible for the CP and the plan to work together, they still
would link to all of our fed based DAs. This means that it makes more sense to only do the
CP and avoid the negative impacts of doing the plan.
2. Doesn’t solve—all of our arguments in the 1nc and this speech prove that the federal
government mismanages resources and the states alone are better. It would make
education reform even worse off since the federal government would bring in a heavy
hand, lots of bureaucracy, and too many people.
3. Federal intervention crowds out the states entirely destroying solvency
Woolf ’15 [Max, Senior Analyst and Catherine Birdwell, Client Research Analyst, “What are the
Implications of the New Federal Regulations for Schools of Education?”, Feb. 24,
http://www.eduventures.com/2015/02/what-are-the-implications-of-the-new-federal-regulationsfor-schools-of-education/]
As with any conversation involving higher education and government-led reform, this issue is far
from straightforward. The Obama Administration’s intentions are well placed in that they focus on
improving education for today and tomorrow’s learners. Like many who submitted comments,
however, we believe that the regulations present expectations and requirements that will be
difficult to execute and, more importantly, make the end result of improving teacher quality
impossible to attain. CAEP, on the other hand, lays out a much more reasonable and better thought
out approach that encourages collaboration and discussion among all relevant parties. By taking a
softer line, however, CAEP’s approach may allow colleges to operate business as usual and stagnate
true changes in P-12 education. To help our readers further assess this issue and gauge the key
differences between the DOE’s proposed regulations and CAEP standards, Eduventures analyzed the
thousands of submitted comments. Five overarching themes emerged: Federal overreach. One of
the top concerns stakeholders raised in their comments was whether these rules constituted
an expansion of federal authority. Many comments noted this historical overreach of the federal
government into what has traditionally fallen under the jurisdiction of states and institutions.
Stakeholders expressed concern over the significant policy changes the regulations made
without consulting Congress, specifically the decision to link TEACH grant access to ratings
based on federally defined indicators. CAEP standards, on the other hand, place a heavy emphasis
on working closely with states through partnership agreements on program review and by
developing processes for gathering program impact data. Over-emphasis and reliance on student
outcomes. Student learning outcomes are the central measure of progress in the proposed
federal regulations and represent one of four indicators required to determine a program’s
rating. While the regulations allow states to determine how each of the four indicators will be
weighted, they place the highest emphasis on student outcomes by asserting that states may
only identify a program as “effective” or “exceptional” if that program has satisfactory or
higher student learning outcomes. CAEP has taken a more measured approach by including
student learning outcomes as one of four components under Standard 4, which is only an element of
the accreditation process. CAEP also explicitly acknowledges the flaws that can come from relying
solely on student outcomes data and encourages the use of multiple measures to determine impact
on P-12 learning. Burden on providers and states. Commenters also expressed concern over the
burden the regulations place on providers and states in terms of time, capacity, and cost. By
requiring providers to report to states by 2017, the regulations set forth an unrealistic timeline
for both providers and states. This timeline assumes that it will take only two years for states and
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providers to adjust their data systems. Currently, however, many states do not actively or effectively
collect student outcomes data, teacher effectiveness data, or employment satisfaction data. The
regulations also do not mention the source of funding, leaving many to refer to them as
another unfunded federal mandate. CAEP sets forth a longer and more reasonable timeline, with
the 2013 standards going into effect no earlier than 2016. CAEP also presents providers with a
variety of options for gathering data, offering to work with providers and outlining alternatives to
consider when necessary, and requires the implementation of a quality assurance system to put
measures in place to gather the data used to meet the standards. Impact on high-need schools and
disciplines. The federal regulations seek to drive teacher candidates into high-need fields and
high-need, low-income schools. The challenge, however, is that if student learning outcomes are
the most heavily weighted indicator, then teacher preparation programs would be more
motivated to place graduates in less challenging schools that can guarantee higher test scores.
Programs would therefore move away from placing graduates in high-need fields, such as
special education or English as a second language, and high-need, low-income schools, where
research has shown that students do not test as well as their counterparts. CAEP similarly
highlights this focus on high need schools and disciplines. It emphasizes the need for candidates to
be prepared to teach in increasingly diverse classrooms and asks providers to actively recruit
candidates to teach in hard-to-staff schools and high-need fields. Purpose of the proposed federal
regulations. Many comments brought up the overall negative tone of the regulations, such as
language that implies providers are not concerned with quality and assessing their programs,
and the punitive nature of denying access to federal funding for programs that do not meet the
criteria. There were also concerns about the lack of collaboration with and insight from colleges
of education and other P-12 education leaders in the development of the regulations. The CAEP
standards are generally more positive, with an emphasis on betterment, continuous improvement,
and working extensively to develop standards with input from all relevant stakeholders.
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2NC/1NR AT: 2AC #5 “Spending DA”

1. No link: most affirmatives on this topic already force the states to increase spending. Also,
almost all federal regulations that happen daily force increased state spending. This means
that the spending DA would have already been triggered.
2. Non-unique: most states are already making huge cuts and spending like crazy
Moore ’17 [Stephen, ox News contributor and author of "Who's the Fairest of Them All? The Truth
About Taxes, Income and Wealth in America.", “States Are Going Broke Because They Broke the
Bank”, Feb. 28, https://townhall.com/columnists/stephenmoore/2017/02/28/states-are-goingbroke-because-they-broke-the-bank-n2291581]
Governors and state legislators say they are running out of money again, and many are
demanding tax hikes to close budget gaps. More than half the states are facing big deficits this
year, and they are mostly blue states, including California, Connecticut, Delaware, Illinois and New
York and Oregon. Wait. These are states with high taxes and some of the deepest pools of red
ink. There's got to be a message here. But some red states have money woes, too. The biggest fight
is in Kansas, where the Republican-dominated Legislature recently passed a massive income tax hike
that would raise taxes on every small business in the state and every wage earner with income above
$15,000. Fortunately, Gov. Sam Brownback vetoed the GOP tax hike, but it will be back in some
form. So what is the source of the budget crises from coast to coast? First, on the revenue side,
tax receipts are down because states are frontline victims of the slow-growth era of the Obama
years. When the U.S. economy sputters at only 1.6 percent as it did in 2016, state and local tax
revenues barely trickle in. So much for the liberal spin that President Obama left behind a healthy
economy. Revenues have plummeted in oil-producing states such as Alaska, Kansas, Oklahoma,
North Dakota and Wyoming. Liberals are pushing big tax increases in each of those states, which not
so long ago gorged on new spending during the years of high prices. North Dakota had one year in
which the budget rose more than 50 percent. The best thing Washington could do to help states
would be to pass the Trump tax cuts so we get faster economic growth. Nothing heals state
budgets more quickly than a dose of prosperity. The major reason states are in financial trouble
is the eight-year state spending binge that almost no one is reporting on. Chris Edwards, a fiscal
analyst at the Cato Institute, has run the numbers. He reports that "state general fund spending has
soared 32 percent since 2010." The National Association of State Budget Officers predicts a 4.3
percent hike in fiscal 2017 budgets -- twice the inflation rate. One reason state budgets have spun
out of control is Obamacare. Some 20 million Americans have been added to state Medicaid
rolls. For now, the feds pay most of the costs. But if patients were still to be on Medicaid in several
years, the costs would be shifted to the states. All the more reason to repeal Obamacare as rapidly
as possible before the Medicaid caseloads grow by millions more.
3. Turn: federal spending is comparatively less efficient and causes an economic collapse
The CATO Institute ’15 [Major conservative think tank, “Reducing Wasteful Federal Spending”, Jun.
10, https://www.cato.org/publications/testimony/reducing-wasteful-federal-spending-0]
The Need to Cut Spending Without major reforms, federal spending and debt are expected to soar
in coming years. The “alternative scenario” from the Congressional Budget Office (CBO) shows that
spending will grow from 20 percent today to 32 percent by 2040, while debt held by the public will
grow from 74 percent to 170 percent.1 Those projections are disturbing enough, but they are
optimistic for a number of reasons: Policymakers may continue to break the discretionary spending
caps. The United States may face unforeseen wars and military challenges. The economy may have
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another deep recession. Future presidents and congresses may launch new spending programs.
Interest rates may be higher than projected, thus pushing up interest costs. Rising spending and
debt will suppress economic growth. That negative effect is not accounted for in CBO’s basic
scenarios after the first decade. These factors create major negative risks to our fiscal outlook. So
policymakers should be prudent and begin to cut wasteful spending as soon as possible. “Wasteful”
spending includes cost overruns, improper payments, and other types of mismanagement. But more
broadly, waste includes spending that has a low value compared to the added tax burden created to
fund it. And waste includes federal spending on activities that would be handled more effectively at
lower cost by the states. Causes of Waste in Federal Spending In recent years, federal performance
has been “dismal” and federal failure “endemic,” concluded Yale University law professor Peter
Schuck in his 2014 book, Why Government Fails So Often.2 He examined dozens of federal programs
and found that many were not delivering promised results, had large amounts of fraud and abuse,
and intruded on activities that the private sector could perform better. Schuck found that “many,
perhaps most, governmental failures are structural. That is, they grow out of a deeply
entrenched policy process, a political culture, a perverse official incentive system, individual
and collective irrationality, inadequate information, rigidity and inertia, lack of credibility,
mismanagement, market dynamics, the inherent limits of law, implementation problems, and a
weak bureaucratic system.”3 Schuck is right: the problems are structural, and they have plagued
the government since the beginning. A federal effort to run Indian trading posts starting in the
1790s, for example, was beset with inefficiency.4 During the 19th century, the Bureau of Indian
Affairs was rife with fraud and corruption, while the Army Corps of Engineers was known for cost
overruns and pork-barrel spending.5 And in the early 20th century, the government had a hard time
closing unneeded Army forts, post offices, and Treasury assay offices because of parochial politics.6
The government is far larger today, and so the waste has multiplied. Here are some of the structural
reasons for federal waste:7 Huge Size. The government has more than 2,300 subsidy and benefit
programs, and all of them are susceptible to waste, fraud, and other types of inefficiency.8
Remarkably, the federal budget at $4 trillion is 100 times larger than the budget of the average-size
state government. Federal spending is far too large for auditors and oversight committees to
adequately monitor or review. Waste has ballooned as the government has grown larger. Absence
of Profits. Unlike businesses, federal agencies do not have the straightforward and powerful
goal of earning profits. So agencies have little reason to restrain costs, improve the quality of
their services, or increase their management effectiveness. Many federal activities are
monopolies, and that further reduces their incentive to operate efficiently. Absence of Losses.
Unlike in the private sector, poorly performing federal activities do not go bankrupt. There are
no automatic correctives to programs that have rising costs and falling quality. In the private
sector, businesses abandon activities that no longer make sense, and about 10 percent of all U.S.
companies go out of business each year.9 By contrast, “the moment government undertakes
anything, it becomes entrenched and permanent,” noted management expert Peter Drucker.10
Output Measurement and Transparency. Business output can be measured by profits,
revenues, and other metrics. But government output is difficult to measure, and the missions
of federal agencies are often vague and multifaceted. That makes it hard for Congress and the
public to judge agency performance and to hold officials accountable for results. While businesses
interact with customers, suppliers, and capital markets, federal agencies are often insular and less
open to outside feedback, and that makes them more vulnerable to failure. Rigid Compensation.
Federal employee pay is based on standardized scales generally tied to longevity, not
performance. The rigid pay structure makes it hard to encourage improved efforts or to reward
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outstanding achievements. The pay structure also reduces morale among the best workers because
they see the poor workers being rewarded equally. Furthermore, the best workers have the most
incentive to leave, while the poor workers will stay, decade after decade. Lack of Firing. Disciplining
federal workers is difficult because of strong civil service and union protections. When
surveyed, federal employees themselves say that their agencies do a poor job of disciplining
poor performers.11Govexec.com recently noted, “There is near-universal recognition that agencies
have a problem getting rid of subpar employees.”12 Just 0.5 percent of federal civilian workers get
fired each year, which is just one-sixth the private-sector firing rate.13 The firing rate is just 0.1
percent in the federal senior executive service, which is just one twentieth the firing rate of
corporate CEOs.14 Red Tape. Federal programs are loaded with rules and regulations, which
reduces operational efficiency. One reason for all the rules is to prevent corruption and fraud,
which are concerns because the government hands out so many contracts and subsidies.
Another reason is that there is no profit goal in government, and so detailed rules provide an
alternate way to monitor workers. Finally, government workers themselves have reasons to favor
red tape: if they follow detailed rules, they can “cover their behinds” and shield themselves from
criticism. Bureaucratic Layering. Research has found that American businesses have become
leaner in recent decades, with flatter managements.15 By contrast, the number of layers of
federal management has greatly increased. Paul Light of the Brookings Institution found that the
number of layers, or ranks by title, in the typical federal agency has jumped from 7 to 18 since the
1960s.16 Light argues that today’s “over-layered chain of command” in the government is a major
cause of failure.17 Overlaying stifles information flow and makes it harder to hold anyone
accountable for failures. Political Appointees. At the top of the executive branch is a layer of about
3,000 full-time political appointees.18 Political leadership of federal agencies has some benefits, but
it also contributes to failure. Administrations come into office eager to launch new initiatives, but
they are less interested in managing what is already there. Political appointees may think that they
know all the answers, and so they repeat past mistakes. The average tenure of federal political
appointees is short — just two and half years — and so they shy away from tackling longer-term,
structural reforms.19 Another problem is that many appointees are political partisans who lack
management or technical experience. Some of these problems could be reduced by procedural
reforms in Congress and management reforms in the executive branch. But as long as the federal
government is so large, it will continue wasting many billions of dollars. So the best way is improve
federal management and reduce waste is to greatly reduce the government’s size.
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States CP – Aff Answers
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2AC Answers

1. 50 state fiat is a reason to reject the CP for fairness and education.
A) Interpretation--the negative can fiat any single, uniform organization
B) Fair ground—they can read any international actor, private organization, different
government branch, or not-for-profits. This is enough ground for the neg.
C) Not real world—at no time have the 50 states uniformly and simultaneously done the
exact same thing in coordination. It’s unrealistic and destroys education about policy
change.
D) Not reciprocal—there are thousands of people that make up each state legislature and 50
governors. They fiat all of those organizations. We fiat one single actor with one legislative
body. It’s an overstep of fiat and completely unfair.
2. No solvency: states will find loopholes and inherently increase funding inequality
especially for non-white students
Douglass and Sampson ’13 [Sonya Douglass Horsford is an associate professor of education at
George Mason University. Carrie Sampson is a doctoral student in public affairs and a graduate
assistant at the Lincy Institute at the University of Nevada, Las Vegas. “High-ELL-Growth States:
Expanding Funding Equity and Opportunity for English Language Learners”,
http://vue.annenberginstitute.org/issues/37/high-ell-growth-states-expanding-funding-equity-andopportunity-english-language-learners]
Although these ten states vary widely in their ELL enrollment, they have experienced extreme
growth in their ELL populations in just one decade. Collectively, they reflect the great variation in
how states approach ELL education. Dollars spent per ELL student beyond a state’s regular perpupil funding expenditure level varied greatly based on both funding mechanism and level. In
order to provide some comparison of how states funded educational opportunities for their ELL
students, we collected per-ELL-pupil funding figures as reported directly by states, as well as
calculated figures for nonreporting states by identifying that state’s total budget for ELL-related
services and resources and dividing that figure by the state’s ELL enrollment count for the
corresponding year as reported by NCES. Some states base their budgets on specialized formulas,
which we used to arrive at an estimated average per-ELL-pupil figure (see Figure 1, sixth column).
Although these figures reflect publicly available budgets and data for ELL students, it is difficult
to compare state ELL funding levels due to the variations in how states collect and report ELL
data (with figures that are also different from what are reported in national databases), and due to
variation in approaches used to fund ELL education. This exercise in coming up with comparable
ELL spending figures reiterates the need for more transparency and equity in funding ELL education.
Of the states highlighted in Figure 1, South Carolina reflects the largest share of ELL population
growth between the 2000-2001 and 2010-2011 school years at 610 percent. Ironically, however, like
Mississippi and Nevada, South Carolina does not provide any state dollars to fund ELL education. In
contrast, North Carolina and Virginia, which have each seen their ELL populations more than triple
over the last decade, provide $741 and $401, respectively, per ELL student. And as noted in Figure 1,
some states do not fund ELL education at all, relying mainly on federal funding that averaged $180
per ELL pupil in 2010-2011 (USDOE n.d.). Despite being a high- ELL-growth state and having the
highest density of ELL students of any state in the country, Nevada counts itself among those
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states that do not fund ELL education, further illustrating the severe inability of the state to meet
the evident needs of nearly one-third of its overall student population.

3. Double bind: either states are flexible and that makes them more effective than the
federal government because they can tailor their policies OR they act completely
uniformly and they will have the same issues they say the federal government will. They
can’t have their cake and eat it too!
4. Perm: the federal government and states should work in collaboration to do the plan.
Solves better through flexible state implementation.
Camera ’16 [Lauren, writer for US News and World Report, “Feds to States: Use Federal Dollars for
STEM”, Apr. 12, https://www.usnews.com/news/articles/2016-04-13/feds-to-states-use-federaldollars-for-stem]
The Department of Education wants more states to tap federal dollars for science, technology,
engineering and math, or STEM education, especially for poor students, students of color and other
historically underserved students. “Too often many of our students, especially those who are
most vulnerable, do not have equitable access to high-quality STEM and computer science
opportunities, which are part of a well-rounded education and can change the course of a
child’s life,” Secretary of Education John King said. “We are committed to ensuring that all students
have the same opportunities to access a rigorous and challenging education.” In a letter sent
Wednesday to states, school districts and schools, top officials at the Education Department
provided examples of allowable uses of federal funds for the development, implementation and
expansion of STEM classes and programs for the 2016-2017 school year. The examples include
recommendations for both improving access for students and supporting educators in STEM
disciplines, including computer science. “Enhancing the impact of STEM education programs and
maximizing the impact of available federal resources necessitate leveraging various sources of
support,” they wrote. For example, districts could use the federal pot of money they receive to
help educate poor students to purchase STEM materials, devices or STEM-focused digital learning
resources. Alternately, they could use the federal money for teacher support to train educators on
new STEM concepts.
5. Spending DA:
A) States cannot deficit spend and so must make cuts to fund the plan
National Review 2011 [On Balanced-Budget Amendments; July 19,
http://www.nationalreview.com/corner/272203/balanced- budget-amendments-michael-j-new]
However, enforceability is not among my main concerns. Right now, 49 states have balancedbudget amendments. Obviously these amendments differ in terms of their stringency, but they all
seem fairly well enforced. In many cases, state balanced-budget amendments have resulted in
politically damaging spending cuts and tax hikes. I am sure that in these situations, many
legislators and governors would have liked to ignore these balanced-budget amendments, but they
seemed to make a good faith effort to abide by them. I really cannot think of any instances where
state balanced-budget amendments were unenforced. Interestingly, state courts have been very
tough on other fiscal limits, but fairly supportive of balanced-budget amendments. During a budget
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standoff in Nevada in 2003, the courts basically nullified Nevada’s constitutional supermajority
requirement for tax increases. However, they left Nevada’s balanced-budget amendment intact.
B) Cuts will be made in social services including welfare, education, and domestic
violence prevention funding
Stateline ’15 [a nonpartisan, nonprofit news service of the Pew Center on the States that reports and
analyzes trends in state policy, “People Suffer When States Don't Pass Budgets On Time”, Sept. 24,
http://www.governing.com/topics/finance/people-suffer-when-states-dont-pass-budgets-ontime.html]
In a state that fails to approve its budget on time, the residents who feel the effects range from
domestic violence victims to teaching aides. This year, an unusually large number of states found
themselves having to scramble to ease the damage wrought by “overtime” budgets. States are up
against varying challenges, but most of them face the same overarching problem: slow revenue
growth, even years after the end of the Great Recession. Pent-up demand in education and
infrastructure, coupled with resistance to tax hikes, has made it even harder to craft spending plans.
More than a half-dozen states failed to pass a budget by the constitutionally mandated deadline,
June 30 in all but four states. To keep government running, some states approved a “continuing
resolution” for a period of days, weeks or months to maintain spending while budgets are
worked out. Others invoked provisions in their statutes or constitutions to keep government
operating during the budget wrangling. Months after the deadline, some states still haven’t
approved new spending plans. Illinois and Pennsylvania are stuck in budget impasses, with no
end in sight. New Hampshire and North Carolina reached deals in recent days, but only after
significant disruptions. In Wisconsin, Republican Gov. Scott Walker clashed with members of his own
party over road construction, a new arena for the Milwaukee Bucks basketball team, and the state’s
prevailing wage law before finally signing a two-year $72.7 billion budget. Squabbling, among
legislators and with the governor, postponed approval of Massachusetts’ budget until 17 days after
the start of the new fiscal year and pushed approval of budgets to the brink in Connecticut, Delaware
and Washington. Alabama had threatened to go to overtime, but lawmakers last week passed a
budget before the state’s fiscal year begins, Oct. 1. The difficulties didn’t always occur in states
where one party controls the legislature and the other holds the governor’s office. In single-party
states like Kansas (Republican) and Connecticut (Democratic), budget negotiations broke down over
spending priorities, lower-than-anticipated revenue and pledges of no tax hikes. Over the past
decade and a half, about 20 states, at one time or another, started their fiscal year without a
budget, according to the National Conference of State Legislatures and an analysis by the Pew
Charitable Trusts (Pew funds Stateline). In fiscal 2012, 2013 and 2015, two states operated without a
budget for a period of time. “I do think it’s disruptive,” said Brian Sigritz, director of state fiscal
studies for the National Association of State Budget Officers. “You see the impact on services and
citizens can be impacted. And, it can make it more difficult to pass a budget on time later on if
there’s this precedent that the budget isn’t passed by the end of the fiscal year.”
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Deep cuts are made to social services which hinders vulnerable populations and collapses state
economies
Center for Tax and Budget Accountability ’12 [Center for Tax and Budget Accountability (CTBA) is a
nonprofit, bi-partisan research and advocacy think tank committed to ensuring that tax, spending
and economic policies are fair and just, and promote opportunities for everyone, regardless of
economic or social status, “Ramifications of State Budget Cuts to Human Services: §Increases Job
Loss §Decreases Economic Activity §Harms Vulnerable Populations”, Mar. 22,
https://www.google.com/url?sa=t&rct=j&q=&esrc=s&source=web&cd=5&ved=0ahUKEwjsvJzHlvXUA
hXn6oMKHb26CGoQFghEMAQ&url=http%3A%2F%2Fwww.ctbaonline.org%2Ffile%2F157%2Fdownlo
ad%3Ftoken%3DNzvJzVmn&usg=AFQjCNFFVpNlrnlaowDMpl0gROcKevrXdw]
Where the budget axe falls when spending cuts are implemented in Illinois has been patterned
and predictable: human services have regularly and disproportionately been cut over the last
decade. Figures 1 and 2 illustrate how severely human services have been cut. After factoring in
inflation and population change (that is, the increase in costs over time and the increase in the
number of people who need services), overall funding for human services has been cut by $1.64
billion since 2002. When compared to the other three big budget categories—education,
healthcare, and public safety—the cuts to the human services sector have second deepest in terms
of overall percentage cut. When state government cuts human services spending, two negative
consequences inevitably follow. First, vulnerable populations lose access to services they need to
live active, productive lives. Second, the state loses private-sector jobs. In fact, public spending on
human services serves as a greater economic stimulus for jobs and private spending in the broader
Illinois economy than what would be gained from tax cuts. Investments in human services also bear
the longer-range benefits of avoiding future social problems and associated costs. As Illinois
struggles to recover from the worst recession in two generations, job growth and increased
economic activity are of paramount concern to voters and lawmakers alike. The recent data
make a clear and compelling case that cutting expenditures on human services in this environment
would be counterproductive. It would be far better for state government to maintain human
services spending and gain the positive effects on the Illinois economy.
Social Service cuts destroy the economy
Center for Tax and Budget Accountability ’12 [Center for Tax and Budget Accountability (CTBA) is a
nonprofit, bi-partisan research and advocacy think tank committed to ensuring that tax, spending
and economic policies are fair and just, and promote opportunities for everyone, regardless of
economic or social status, “Ramifications of State Budget Cuts to Human Services: § Increases Job
Loss § Decreases Economic Activity § Harms Vulnerable Populations”, Mar. 22,
https://www.google.com/url?sa=t&rct=j&q=&esrc=s&source=web&cd=5&ved=0ahUKEwjsvJzHlvXUA
hXn6oMKHb26CGoQFghEMAQ&url=http%3A%2F%2Fwww.ctbaonline.org%2Ffile%2F157%2Fdownlo
ad%3Ftoken%3DNzvJzVmn&usg=AFQjCNFFVpNlrnlaowDMpl0gROcKevrXdw]
During times of economic hardship when the challenge is to increase economic activity and grow
Illinois’s Gross State Product (state GDP or GSP) on the one hand, while reducing a multi-billion dollar
budget deficit on the other, decision makers frequently choose to rein in spending. This is
counterproductive, since state spending cuts are likely to make a slow economy even slower,
potentially increasing job loss. No one makes this point more clearly or articulately than Nobel Prize
winning economist Joseph Stiglitz, currently an economics professor at Columbia University in New
York. Stiglitz points out that, “In a recession, you want to raise (or not decrease) the level of total
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spending by households, businesses, and government in the economy. That keeps people
employed and buying things.”9 Simply stated, budget cuts reduce spending in the local economy,
while state and local government spending boosts it. Although it may sound arcane at first, the
reason maintaining spending works better than spending cuts is very straightforward once you
consider the “Marginal Propensity to Consume,” (MPC) of individuals or families. Marginal
Propensity to Consume is simply the likelihood that a particular individual will, given his or her
overall income level, choose to save or spend any income received. Low- and middle-income
individuals have a high MPC, meaning that out of a given paycheck, they spend most of what
they take home and save little. In the context of MPC, state budget cuts to human services will
have three primary impacts: First, cuts to the human services budget means cutting the wages
paid to those individuals who work in human services, which of course means they’ll be able to
consume less in the Illinois economy. Second, most people who work for human service
providers are low- and middle- income individuals,10 meaning they rely heavily on their
paychecks for income, as opposed to savings or investments. Third, over 75 percent of all
human services in Illinois are delivered by third party providers working in the private sector.11
Thus, cutting the human services budget results in a decrease in overall economic activity in
Illinois. This becomes especially important when you consider that consumer spending makes up 70
percent of all economic activity.12 Most state spending on human services—80 to 90 percent—
goes to the wages of the workers providing the services. Since over 75 percent of those
workers are in the private sector, budget cuts to human services will have an immediate and
direct impact on Illinois’s overall economic activity.
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