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Resolved: The United States federal government
should enact substantial criminal justice reform in
the United States in one or more of the following:
forensic science, policing, sentencing.
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Rookie Money Bail Affirmative
When a person is arrested and then “charged” (or accused of a crime), judges decides what to do while
the “defendant” (or person charged with a crime) awaits trial. There are normally 3 options:
1. release them (“on their own recognizance”) on their promise of coming back for trial,
2. unconditionally detain the defendant (keep them in jail until their trial), or
3. have the defendant post “bail” to be released (agreeing to pay an amount of money decided by
the judge that they will lose if they don’t show up to their trial).
Money bail is designed to ensure that a defendant will show up to their trial because they risk losing a
large sum of money if they do not.
The problem with money bail is that it is a large sum of money. If you can’t come up with the sum of
money, you stay in jail. You can’t work, live a normal life, or prepare for your trial like you normally
would. Even for those who can pay bail, paying that money is often a huge burden on their families.
They often go through “bail bondsmen” or people who give bail loans, for hefty fees.
This affirmative argues that we should eliminate money bail in the U.S. There are 2 main reasons: 1.
Large monetary bails disproportionally harm poor folks and infringe on constitutional rights and 2.
Detaining people before trial because they can’t pay bail is expensive and has large economic costs for
the defendants.

6

1AC

Rookie Money Bail Affirmative

1AC
Contention 1: Inherency
The United States locks up more individuals (per capita) than any other nation in the world. According to
the Vera Institute of Justice (April 2019), in 2015 over 440,000 people are locked up in pretrial detention
each year, meaning they have not been convicted or sentenced for a crime. This is more than five times
the people detained pretrial in 1970. The majority of those in pretrial incarceration come from lowincome Black and Brown communities. Bail, essentially, is a dollar amount on freedom and completely
defeats the notion that everyone is “innocent until proven guilty.”

Plan Text: The United States federal government should enact substantial criminal
justice reform by eliminating money bail.
Contention 2: Harm – Rights
According to the Criminal Justice Policy Program at Harvard Law (February 2019), “...money bail
discriminates against low-income people through bond amounts that are either burdensome or
unaffordable. Because wealth and race are correlated, money bail disproportionately harms Black and
Latinx defendants.” Pre-trial incarceration has a negative effect on people as well. Considering that Black
and Brown communities already suffer from a lack of resources when it comes to education, housing,
employment, etc. Pre-trial incarceration exacerbates these issues.
According to the Criminal Justice Policy Program at Harvard Law (February 2019), “the Supreme Court
has held that the Constitution prohibits states from depriving individuals of their liberty on the basis of
wealth.” This notion has continually been violated by cities across this country as they continue
incarcerating people pre-trial simply because they cannot afford to pay bail. The very point of pre-trial
incarceration is to keep people locked up because they cannot afford bail. This means that it is
unconstitutional to keep people in pre-trial incarceration over a bond issue. One of the pillars of our
democracy and justice system is the idea that people are “innocent until proven guilty.” Pre-trial
incarceration completely removes that right from poor Black and Brown people. If we truly want to
maintain the idea that everyone is innocent until proven guilty, we would remove money bail as a way
to keep people locked up before they are able to make their case.
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Contention 3: Harm – Economy
Pre-trial incarceration not only targets poor Black and Brown people, it also takes a huge chunk of
taxpayer money which could be spent investing in our communities. Keeping people locked up pre-trial
costs money- taxpayers spend millions every day to keep people locked up pre-trial.
According to the Pretrial Justice Institute (2017), “Roughly 450,000 people are detained before trial on
any given day at a daily cost to U.S. taxpayers of more than $38 million.”
This comes out to about $14 billion dollars annually. This is money that can be better allocated to our
communities. We should invest in education, employment, housing, mental health services instead of
keeping people locked up pre-trial. Our tax money should not go toward incarcerating people pre-trial
simply because they cannot afford to pay bond.
According to the Coalition to End Money Bond, “pretrial incarceration causes people to lose their jobs,
housing, and even custody of their children. The individuals and communities harmed by these practices
are disproportionately Black, Brown, and impoverished.”
We cannot continue justifying the idea of locking people up pre-trial. People that cannot afford to pay
bond are locked up pre-trial until their court date arrives. This can last days, weeks, months, and in some
cases, years. And for many people that provide for their families, this means that they are not able to
work - causing undue hardship on their family members. Pre-trial incarceration continues this cycle of
poverty for many people in the system.
Cities and states across the country, including Illinois, have initiatives to end money bond. They are
demanding that instead of using taxpayer dollars to fund the incarceration of poor Black and Brown folk,
local governments invest directly into poor Black and Brown communities.

Contention 4: Solvency
Research has proven money bail to be ineffective - it does not ensure that people will appear for trial.
According to the Criminal Justice Policy Program at Harvard Law (February 2019), “a working group in
Santa Clara County found ‘that most defendants who are released from custody pending trial will appear
for their court dates without any financial incentive, and that many of those who miss a court
appearance do so for mundane reasons such as lack of reliable transportation, illness, or inability to
leave work or find childcare, rather than out of a desire to escape justice.’”
Money bail is simply a reason to keep poor Black and Brown people incarcerated pre-trial. Simply
providing more pre-trial services and sending out reminders for court dates are more effective than pretrial incarceration. By eliminating the use of money bail, we are saving millions of dollars each day- and
this money can be used to fund our communities. Eliminating money bail is a way to reform the criminal
justice system that has historically targeted Black and Brown people. We must end this racist and classist
system.
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1AC Cites:
Digard, Léon, Senior Research Editor, and Elizabeth Swavola, Program Manager, Vera Institute of Justice,
“Justice Denied: The Harmful and Lasting Effects of Pretrial Detention,” April 2019,
http://www.safetyandjusticechallenge.org/wp-content/uploads/2019/04/Justice-Denied-EvidenceBrief.pdf
Doyle, Colin, Chiraag Bains, Brook Hopkins, Criminal Justice Policy Program, Harvard Law School, “Bail
Reform: A Guide for State and Local Policymakers,” February 2019,
http://cjpp.law.harvard.edu/assets/BailReform_WEB.pdf
“Pretrial Justice: How Much Does it Cost?” January 2017, Pretrial Justice Institute,
https://university.pretrial.org/viewdocument/pretrial-justice-how-much-does-it
“Pursuing Pretrial Freedom: The Urgent Need for Bond Reform in Illinois,” Coalition to End Money Bond,
June 17, 2019, http://endmoneybond.org/wp-content/uploads/2019/06/final-cemb-report.pdf
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2AC
Harm – Rights:
There is no concrete evidence that money bail ensures one’s appearance in court.
An article on bail reform written by P.R. Lockhart for Vox (May 7, 2019) cites several studies that counter
the notion that bail exists to get people to their court hearings. The article states, “a February study
from researchers at the University of Pennsylvania and George Mason University found that the
elimination of money bail for dozens of offenses in Philadelphia had zero effect on court appearance
rates.”
This shows that bail does not have an effect on court appearances. Rather, it criminalizes poverty and
continues cycles of poverty and incarceration in poor Black and Brown communities.
The entire premise of money bail and pre-trial incarceration goes against the fundamental principles of
justice. This democracy and justice system is built upon the notion that one is “innocent until proven
guilty,” yet poor, Black, and Brown people (who suffer most from the consequences of money bail) are
not given this right. They are subjected to pre-trial incarceration for days, months, and in some cases,
years, simply because they cannot afford to pay bail. The existence of bail creates 2 justice systems, one
for the rich and one for the poor. Someone’s inability to pay bail should not subject them to be
incarcerated while they await their trial. There is no public safety risk when those that are locked up pretrial have not been convicted of a crime.
A 2016 report released by the Criminal Justice Policy Program at Harvard Law School, states, “The core
critique of money bail is that it causes individuals to be jailed simply because they lack the financial
means to post a bail payment. Jailing people on the basis of what amounts to a wealth-based distinction
violates well-established norms of fairness as well as constitutional principles.”
The report cites multiple Supreme Court cases that have upheld the fact that money bail is
unconstitutional. It directly violates the Eighth Amendment which guarantees that excessive bail is not
required. Jailing anyone pre-trial means that they were given an excessive bail amount, ignoring their
financial situation and ability to pay bail. This system continually impacts people based on wealth and
race.
According to an article published by the Brennan Center for Justice, written by Adureh Onyekwere
(December 10, 2019), “pretrial detention has dramatically negative effects on the outcome of a
defendant’s case: those who are held pretrial are four times more likely to be sentenced to prison than
defendants released prior to trial. Pretrial detainees are also likely to make hurried decisions to plead
guilty to a lower charge to spend less time behind bars rather than chancing a higher charge and longer
sentence at trial.” What justice is being served here?
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Harm – Economy:
The for-profit bail industry is detrimental and reinforces the criminalization of poverty that the bail
system contributes to.
In an article published in HuffPost (January 24, 2017), Nick Wing states, “many defendants don’t have
enough money to pay bail, however, and rely instead on commercial bail bond agencies to get out of jail.
These businesses charge a non-refundable service fee, usually 10 percent of the total bail amount.
Defendants ― and often their friends and families ― are on the hook for this payment, even if the
charges are dropped or if they aren’t found guilty of a crime.”
The bail industry profits off of people’s inability to pay bail on their own. And in a report published by
the Pretrial Justice Institute (2017), “A recent study in Maryland found that people arrested in the state
from 2011 to 2015 paid combined bail bond premiums of more than $256 million. More than $75 million
was paid in cases that were dropped or found not guilty. Those people do not get their money back. This
system perpetuates cycles of poverty for some communities and disproportionately impacts
communities and families of color.”
The bail bond industry and the pre-trial incarceration system both benefit from and profit off of
incarcerating poor communities of color.
As mentioned in the 1AC, this country spends 14 billion dollars annually on pre-trial incarceration.
Moreover, according to the Pretrial Justice Institute (2017), “this is, however, just a portion of the total
price tag. The collateral costs to justice systems, communities, and individuals, have been estimated to
be as high as $10 for every $1 in direct costs. This suggests that the true cost of existing money-based
pretrial systems is closer to $140 billion per year.” Imagine what community-based resources this money
could go toward.
We are essentially paying money to lock up people that have not been convicted of a crime. This should
be money that is invested into our communities to help combat the structural problems that cause
people to harm- unemployment, housing insecurity, lack of mental health access, educational inequities,
etc.

Solvency:
As mentioned in the 1AC, bail reform is extremely important and urgent as hundreds of thousands of
people continue being incarcerated pre-trial simply because they cannot afford to pay bail.
Data for Progress’ report on The End Money Bail Act (2019) outlines the problems with money bail and
proposes alternatives to the bail system. The report states, “like the federal system, each of these states
requires individualized hearings before a person can be held pending trial, and none allow a person to
be held based only on an inability to pay money bail. Reforms have been enormously successful.” States
already have alternatives in place to replace money bail. It is time that we end money bail nationally,
while adopting policies that have proven success.
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2AC Cites:
Lockhart, P.R., “Thousands of Americans are jailed before trial. A new report shows the lasting impact.”
May 7, 2019, https://www.vox.com/2019/5/7/18527237/pretrial-detention-jail-bail-reform-verainstitute-report
“Moving Beyond Money: A Primer on Bail Reform,” Criminal Justice Policy Program, Harvard Law School,
October 2016,
https://university.pretrial.org/HigherLogic/System/DownloadDocumentFile.ashx?DocumentFileKey=582
068b7-f131-3e9b-f68b-3ac4b357cdbd
Onyekwere, Adureh, “How Cash Bail Works,” Brennan Center for Justice, Published December 10, 2019,
https://www.brennancenter.org/our-work/research-reports/how-cash-bail-works
“Pretrial Justice: How Much Does it Cost?” January 2017, Pretrial Justice Institute,
https://university.pretrial.org/viewdocument/pretrial-justice-how-much-does-it
Wing, Nick, “Our Money Bail System Costs U.S. Taxpayers $38 Million A Day,” 01/24/2017,
https://www.huffpost.com/entry/money-bail-cost_n_58879342e4b098c0bba6d5c6
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1NC
Harm – Rights:
The fundamental purpose of bail is to ensure that someone accused of a crime will appear at court. It is
important to remember why we have bail in the first place when having conversations around bail
reform.
According to a 2017 report released by The Heritage Foundation, John-Michael Seibler (Legal Fellow)
Jason Snead (Policy Analyst) explain that, “bail emerged to solve a problem we still grapple with today—
balancing the general right of defendants to pre-trial freedom with the need of society to protect
against flight and ensure punishment.”
Setting an amount for bail is a more secure way of ensuring that someone will appear for court. Without
bail, you only have their verbal promise that they will appear in court.
Eliminating money bail can also pose a public safety risk.
In a 2020 article written in the New York Times titled “New York’s New Bail Laws Harm Public Safety,”
New York City police commissioner, Dermot Shea, outlines the harm that bail reform can cause. Shea
outlines the following points: “New York is not a jurisdiction that overincarcerates. Arrests are down 46
percent since 2013. Eighty-seven percent of arrested persons are released without bail within 24 hours
of arrest. The city has the lowest jail incarceration rate compared to the five largest cities in the country,
half the rate of Los Angeles and one-third that of Houston. The Rikers Island jail population is 51 percent
lower since 2013 and down 74 percent from its high in 1993.”
In many instances of bail reform, judges are also required to completely disregard public safety when
determining pre-trial conditions of someone that has been arrested. It is clear that law enforcement
officials and district attorneys have not had input into the conversation of bail reform. They are critical
and vital in constituting any meaningful change as their work directly focuses on the criminal justice
system.
The constitution prohibits the use of excessive money bail.
And any claims that money bail is unconstitutional are simply not true. Issues with money bail are not a
constitutional issue, as “the Supreme Court has repeatedly rejected constitutional challenges to the use
of money bail in the United States (The Heritage Foundation, 2017).”
Any arguments that money bail is unconstitutional are not valid given that money bail is part of the
Constitution and the 8th amendment clearly prohibits excessive bail.
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Harm – Economy:
Eliminating money bail will also have a detrimental effect on the economy and bail bond industry.
Bill Armstrong, owner of a bail bond company, writes (in 2018) for The Marshall Project, a nonprofit
journal about criminal justice, “the California Assembly Appropriations Committee has estimated that
the elimination of bail will cost the state hundreds of millions of dollars annually. It’s not just the cost of
running the jails, but less calculable expenses, such as the cost of investigative work or apprehending
defendants who fail to show up in court. The system will also miss out on a sizeable amount of money
from the bond industry. We pay taxes on every bond we write.” The affirmative states that we will be
saving money by eliminating money bail, but the cost of any alternatives to money bail are excessive.
Bill Armstrong also outlines the need for bail and the bail bond industry, “defendants on bail will remain
in a much better position than those arrested and held. Taxpayers will be saved hundreds of millions of
dollars a year. Families will be kept together and provided for, and given hope.” The bail bond industry
has helped both people arrested for crimes and has helped save taxpayers money.

Solvency:
Many states and jurisdictions that have eliminated money bail have replaced it with risk-assessment
algorithms.
In a 2018 article published in The Atlantic, “The Bail-Reform Tool That Activists Want Abolished,”
editorial fellow Madeleine Carlisle writes, “activists argue that the algorithms are fundamentally flawed
because the data they use to predict a person’s risk could be influenced by structural racism: The
number of times someone has been convicted of a crime, for example, or their failure to appear in court
could both be affected by racial bias.” This means that any sort of bail reform does not solve the
structural issues that the affirmative claims that eliminating money bail solves.
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1NC Cites:
Armstrong, Bill, a member of the board of directors of the California Bail Agents Association, “California
Passed a Law to Put Me Out of Business—And Taxpayers Will Get the Bill,” The Marshall Project,
12/05/2018, https://www.themarshallproject.org/2018/12/05/california-passed-a-law-to-put-me-outof-business-and-taxpayers-will-get-the-bill
Carlisle, Madeleine, editorial fellow at The Atlantic, “The Bail-Reform Tool That Activists Want
Abolished,” September 21, 2018, https://www.theatlantic.com/politics/archive/2018/09/the-bailreform-tool-that-activists-want-abolished/570913/
Seibler, John-Michael, Legal Fellow in the Edwin Meese III Center for Legal and Judicial Studies, Institute
for Constitutional Government, at The Heritage Foundation; and Jason Snead is Policy Analyst in the
Edwin Meese III Center for Legal and Judicial Studies, Institute for Constitutional Government, at The
Heritage Foundation, “The History of Cash Bail,” August 25, 2017,
https://www.heritage.org/courts/report/the-history-cash-bail
Dermot Shea, the New York City police commissioner, “New York’s New Bail Laws Harm Public Safety,”
Jan. 23, 2020, https://www.nytimes.com/2020/01/23/opinion/shea-nypd-bail-reform.html
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Negative Block – 2NC/1NR
Harm – Rights:
Ending, or abolishing, money bail is unconstitutional.
As mentioned in the 1NC, money bail has always existed, and the use of excessive money bail is
prohibited. In an article published by the American Bail Coalition (April 1, 2019), the Supreme Court is
cited to have affirmed the constitutionality of money bail, “In denying certiorari the Supreme Court has
upheld the decision of the U.S. Court of Appeals for the Eleventh Circuit. In simple terms, this means
that monetary bail and the use of monetary bail schedules meets constitutional muster.” Any claims
that money bail is unconstitutional are simply not true; excessive bail is unconstitutional.
Many systems that have been introduced to replace the money bail system are unconstitutional.
California’s bail reform garnered backlash because of their new rules in determining pretrial detainment
using pretrial risk assessments.
In an article published by the Harvard Law Review (May 10, 2019), the report states, “ the new California
pretrial detention law is unconstitutional under the Equal Protection Clause because it detains people
based on where they were arrested. Courts have identified the right to bodily integrity as fundamental.”
This means that any sort of reform, especially ones using pre-trial risk assessments, to replace money
bail is unconstitutional and ineffective.
Most states and localities that have eliminated money bail have replaced it with pre-trial risk assessment
tools
In an article written by Robert Abare (September 7, 2018) and published by the Urban Institute, Abare
states that, “advocates are concerned that the combination of risk assessment–based decisionmaking
and the greater discretion granted to local courts to use preventive pretrial detention will lead to
increased rates of pretrial detention and continue or worsen racial disparity in those rates.”
The affirmative reinforces the racial disparities it critiques through their support of bail reform. Pretrial
risk assessments take into consideration someone’s criminal history, employment, drug use, etc. which
are all factors that can cause people to commit crimes. These tools feed into the criminalization of
poverty and Black and Brown lives, which the affirmative critiques.
Eliminating money bail also poses a public safety risk. By releasing violent offenders, we are putting
communities at risk.
An NBC news article (January 7, 2020) explored New York’s “second thoughts” after ending money bail,
stating that, “across the state, opponents of the new law have publicized cases of suspects set free ─ a
serial bank robber, a repeat burglar, a man accused of manslaughter, an alleged hit-and-run drunk driver
─ which they say demonstrate how doing away with bail allows dangerous criminals to remain on the
17
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streets. Perhaps the most notorious case is that of Tiffany Harris, a Brooklyn woman who was released
after she was alleged to have hit three Jewish women in a bias attack, only to be arrested the next day
and accused of an assault on another woman.”
By eliminating money bail entirely, we are releasing those that have committed violent acts back into
their communities and this can increase
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Harm – Economy:
Bail reform poses a threat to public safety. In a Los Angeles Times article (January 16, 2019) by Jazmine
Ulloa about California’s bail reform, Ulloa cites the backlash that California’s governor received upon
signing the law to abolish money bail. The article states, “bail groups fought the legislation since it was
first proposed three years ago, saying it would result in the release of violent offenders to the streets
and decimate a $2-billion national industry, including 3,200 bail agents registered in the state.”
Eliminating such a large industry can have detrimental effects on the economy, causing thousands to
lose their jobs.
As mentioned in the 1NC, the bail bond industry allows for people to pay bail and return home. Because
of this, they are not forced to miss work, allowing them to continue providing for their families. By
helping to release more people from pre-trial incarceration, the bail bond industry also saves taxpayers
money because their money is not being used to lock people up pre-trial.

Solvency:
The affirmative does not solve. Money bail cannot be eliminated on a federal level. This is a state issue
and will be better resolved through local legislation.
The Criminal Justice Policy Program at Harvard Law (February 2019) report that the affirmative team
cites in their 1AC states that bail reform is happening on a local level and that “much of the reporting on
pretrial reform focuses on state legislation and state supreme court rulings and rules.”
This means that the plan does not solve and that the federal government cannot enact legislation to
eliminate money bail. The affirmative mentions several states, cities, and localities which ended money
bail. This means that money bail is a local issue and can only be ended on a state level.
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2NC Cites:
Abare, Robert, “By eliminating cash bail, California could exacerbate inequities in the justice system,”
Urban Wire: the blog of the Urban Institute, September 7, 2018, https://www.urban.org/urbanwire/eliminating-cash-bail-california-could-exacerbate-inequities-justice-system
ABC Admin, “BREAKING: U.S. Supreme Court Affirms Constitutionality of Money Bail and Bail
Schedules,” American Bail Coalition, April 1, 2019, https://ambailcoalition.org/breaking-u-s-supremecourt-affirms-constitutionality-of-money-bail-and-bail-schedules/
“S.B. 10, 2017–2018 Leg., Reg. Sess. (Cal. 2018),” Harvard Law Review, May 10, 2019, 132 Harv. L. Rev.
2098, https://harvardlawreview.org/2019/05/s-b-10-2017-2018-leg-reg-sess-cal-2018/
Schuppe, Jon,“Fair or dangerous? Days after ending cash bail, New York has second thoughts,” Jan. 7,
2020, https://www.nbcnews.com/news/crime-courts/fair-or-dangerous-days-after-ending-cash-bailnew-york-n1111346
Ulloa, Jazmine, “California’s historic overhaul of cash bail is now on hold, pending a 2020 referendum,”
Los Angeles Times, Jan. 16, 2019, https://www.latimes.com/politics/la-pol-ca-bail-overhaul-referendum20190116-story.html

20

Money Bail Affirmative
When a person is arrested and then “charged” (or accused of a crime), judges decides what to do while
the “defendant” (or person charged with a crime) awaits trial. There are normally 3 options:
4. release them (“on their own recognizance”) on their promise of coming back for trial,
5. unconditionally detain the defendant (keep them in jail until their trial), or
6. have the defendant post “bail” to be released (agreeing to pay an amount of money decided by
the judge that they will lose if they don’t show up to their trial).
Money bail is designed to ensure that a defendant will show up to their trial because they risk losing a
large sum of money if they do not.
The problem with money bail is that it is a large sum of money. If you can’t come up with the sum of
money, you stay in jail. You can’t work, live a normal life, or prepare for your trial like you normally
would. Even for those who can pay bail, paying that money is often a huge burden on their families.
They often go through “bail bondsmen” or people who give bail loans, for hefty fees.
This affirmative argues that we should eliminate money bail in the U.S. There are 2 main reasons: 1.
Large monetary bails disproportionally harm poor folks and infringe on constitutional rights and 2.
Detaining people before trial because they can’t pay bail is expensive and has large economic costs for
the defendants.
The rights contention focuses on money bail discriminating based on class and wealth and violating the
“due process” clause of the 14th Amendment of the U.S. Constitution. Ending forms of discrimination
and upholding the constitution are important elements of the rule of law, which is necessary to maintain
America’s leadership (or hegemony).
The economy contention focuses on the cost of pretrial detention on taxpayers and the poverty that
money bail systems trap people in. The poverty leads to further inequality that destabilizes the
economy. Economic decline historically causes war as governments face crisis and need a rallying point.

Rookie Note: a *before the tag of a piece of evidence means that evidence was cited in the rookie
version. This is to help you identify what those arguments now look like in “policy debate card” format.
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Contention 1: Inherency
*Pretrial detention has increased fivefold since 1970. For-profit bail bond companies
are driving this increase, impacting poor communities the most.
Digard and Swavola 2019
(By Léon Digard, Senior Research Editor, and Elizabeth Swavola, Program Manager, Vera Institute of Justice,
“Justice Denied: The Harmful and Lasting Effects of Pretrial Detention,” April 2019,
http://www.safetyandjusticechallenge.org/wp-content/uploads/2019/04/Justice-Denied-Evidence-Brief.pdf, VY)

Since 1970, the number of people who are detained while awaiting trial—the “pretrial
population”—has increased more than fivefold: from 82,922 people in 1970 to 441,790 in
2015.1 (See Figure 1, below.) While the pretrial population comprised about half of people in jail prior to the
early 1990s, it now accounts for approximately two-thirds of people in jail nationwide.2 The
stunning growth of the pretrial population has occurred despite U.S. Supreme Court case law
declaring that detaining people in jail before trial—known as “pretrial detention”— should be
the “carefully limited exception” and liberty “the norm.” 3 This growth occurred even while
both violent and property crime rates steadily declined—a 50 percent decrease for violent crime and a
47 percent decrease for property crime between 1991 and 2013.4 Arrest rates decreased too, from 5,807 per
100,000 people in 1995 to 3,691 in 2013.5 A significant driver of the growing number of people in jail

awaiting trial has been a paradigm shift toward financial conditions of pretrial release. (See
“The price of freedom” at page 3.) Between 1990 and 2009, for example, the percentage of pretrial releases in
felony cases in the largest urban counties that involved financial conditions increased from 37 percent to 61
percent.6 Nearly all of that increase was due to greater use of commercial surety bonds, which

are posted by a for-profit bail bond company after the person pays a nonrefundable 10
percent fee.7 If people do not have the financial resources to pay bail or bond fees, they
remain in custody. As a result, members of the poorest communities are harmed most
profoundly, despite constitutional prohibitions on punishing people for their poverty.8

Thus the plan: The United States federal government
should enact substantial criminal justice reform in the
United States by eliminating money bail.
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Contention 2: Harm – Rights
*A. Money bail is a biased system that discriminates on the basis of race and economic
class.
Doyle et al. 2019
(Colin Doyle, Chiraag Bains, Brook Hopkins, Criminal Justice Policy Program, Harvard Law School, “Bail Reform: A
Guide for State and Local Policymakers,” February 2019, http://cjpp.law.harvard.edu/assets/BailReform_WEB.pdf,
AP)

Money bail exacerbates the disparities of the criminal justice system. By nature, money bail
discriminates against low-income people through bond amounts that are either burdensome
or unaffordable. Because wealth and race are correlated, money bail disproportionately
harms Black and Latinx defendants. Implicit and explicit racial biases make this worse. Recent
empirical research finds that judges overpredict the risk of Black defendants committing
crimes on pretrial release and underpredict the risk of white defendants committing crimes
on pretrial release.37 Accordingly, money bail is imposed more often on Black defendants than
white defendants, and Black defendants receive higher bail amounts than white
defendants.38 A nationwide study has also found that Latinx and Black defendants “are more likely
to be detained [pretrial] than similarly situated white defendants.” 39 Although most people in jail
awaiting trial are men, the number of women detained pretrial has risen dramatically in recent decades.40 A
survey of people in prison indicates that LGBT people may face worse pretrial outcomes, but this issue is
understudied and more research is needed.41
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*B. Money bail violate afforded by the fourteenth amendment constitutional
protections.
Doyle et al. 2019
(Colin Doyle, Chiraag Bains, Brook Hopkins, Criminal Justice Policy Program, Harvard Law School, “Bail Reform: A
Guide for State and Local Policymakers,” February 2019, http://cjpp.law.harvard.edu/assets/BailReform_WEB.pdf,
AP)

The Supreme Court has held that the Constitution prohibits states from depriving individuals
of their liberty on the basis of wealth. In the context of financial obligations imposed on convicted
individuals, the Supreme Court held that judges must consider a defendant’s individual
circumstances — particularly the defendant’s ability to pay and the availability of alternative
punishments — before incarcerating the defendant on the basis of unpaid fines. 57 These
principles have even stronger application in the pretrial setting, where defendants are
presumed innocent and thus have a stronger liberty interest. The U.S. Department of Justice has
adopted this understanding of the constitutional requirements of a pretrial system. In an amicus brief in a lawsuit
challenging bail practices in Georgia, the DOJ explained: “[A] bail scheme violates the Fourteenth

Amendment if, without a court’s meaningful consideration of ability to pay and alternative
methods of assuring appearance at trial, it results in the detention of indigent defendants
pretrial.”58
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C. Undermining the rule of law destroys U.S. leadership (also called hegemony).
Schmidt 2018
(Brian Schmidt, Associate Professor of Political Science at Carleton University, having previously taught at the State
University of New York, New Paltz and the University at Wales, Aberystwyth. He teaches courses on international
relations theory, the causes of war, the United Nations, and American foreign policy, “Hegemony: A conceptual
and theoretical analysis,” 15 Aug 2018, https://doc-research.org/2018/08/hegemony-conceptual-theoreticalanalysis/, VY)
Keohane’s account of hegemony is closely tied to the subfield of political economy where hegemony most often
refers less to brute power and domination and more to consensus and political leadership. This is certainly the
view of those who subscribe to liberal conceptions of hegemony. Liberal hegemony, according to John
Ikenberry, “refers to rule and regime-based order created by a leading state.” He continues that
“like empire, it is a form of hierarchical order – but in contrast, it is infused with liberal characteristics” (2011, p.
70). Ikenberry argues that there are three institutional features of liberal hegemony: Firstly, “the

leading state sponsors and operates within a system of negotiated rules and institutions”;
secondly, “the lead state provides some array of public goods”; and thirdly, “the hegemonic order provides
channels and networks for reciprocal communication and influence” (Ibid, p. 71-72). According to Ikenberry, “in a

liberal hegemonic order, order is also established and maintained through the exercise of
power by the leading state, but power is used to create a system of rule that weaker and
secondary states agree to join” (Ibid, p. 74). Unlike hierarchically organised political orders based on
command, whereby “superordinate and subordinate relations are established between the leading state and
weaker and secondary political entities that are arrayed around it,” liberal hegemonic order “relies on
shared interests and the rule of law” (Ibid, p. 55, 61). Ikenberry argues that liberal hegemonic order
is based on consensus and is characterised by a high degree of constitutionalism: “that is, state

power is embedded in a system of rules and institutions that restrain and circumscribe its
exercise. States enter international order out of enlightened self-interest, engaging in self-restraint and binding
themselves to agreed-upon rules and institutions. In this way, order is based on consent” (Ibid, p. 61). In essence, a
grand bargain is made between the hegemonic state and the secondary states to create a liberal hegemonic order.
The latter willingly agree to participate within the order and the dominant state agrees to place limits on the
exercise of its power (Ikenberry, 2002, p. 215). The power that is exercised by the hegemon is based
on the rule of law. In this manner, Ikenberry argues that “political authority within the order flows
from its legal-constitutional foundation rather than from power capabilities.” Thus, “in this
situation, hegemony is manifest essentially as rule-based leadership” (2001, p. 83). This, in turn,
helps to legitimate hegemonic liberal order. Gilpin argues that “hegemony or leadership is based on a
general belief in its legitimacy at the same time that it is constrained by the need to maintain it; other states
accept the rule of the hegemon because of its prestige and status in the international political system” (1987, p.
73). For Ikenberry, the maintenance of liberal international order, as well as its legitimacy, is

contingent upon the hegemon abiding by the rules and institutions that it helped to create in
the first place.

25

1AC

Money Bail Affirmative - Harm – Rights

D. Strong U.S. hegemony prevents global war.
Khalilzad 2011
(By Zalmay Khalilzad, United States ambassador to Afghanistan, Iraq, and the United Nations during the presidency
of George W. Bush and the director of policy planning at the Defense Department from 1990 to 1992. “The
Economy and National Security,” February 8, 2011, https://www.nationalreview.com/2011/02/economy-andnational-security-zalmay-khalilzad/, VY)
We face this domestic challenge while other major powers are experiencing rapid economic growth. Even though
countries such as China, India, and Brazil have profound political, social, demographic, and economic problems,
their economies are growing faster than ours, and this could alter the global distribution of power. These trends
could in the long term produce a multi-polar world. If U.S. policymakers fail to act and other powers

continue to grow, it is not a question of whether but when a new international order will
emerge. The closing of the gap between the United States and its rivals could intensify
geopolitical competition among major powers, increase incentives for local powers to play
major powers against one another, and undercut our will to preclude or respond to
international crises because of the higher risk of escalation. The stakes are high. In modern
history, the longest period of peace among the great powers has been the era of U.S.
leadership. By contrast, multi-polar systems have been unstable, with their competitive dynamics
resulting in frequent crises and major wars among the great powers. Failures of multi-polar
international systems produced both world wars. American retrenchment could have
devastating consequences. Without an American security blanket, regional powers could rearm in an
attempt to balance against emerging threats. Under this scenario, there would be a
heightened possibility of arms races, miscalculation, or other crises spiraling into all-out
conflict. Alternatively, in seeking to accommodate the stronger powers, weaker powers may shift their
geopolitical posture away from the United States. Either way, hostile states would be
emboldened to make aggressive moves in their regions.
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Contention 3: Harm – Economy
*A. Maintaining pretrial detention costs $140 billion a year!
Pretrial Justice Institute 2017
(“Pretrial Justice: How Much Does it Cost?” January 2017, Pretrial Justice Institute,
https://university.pretrial.org/viewdocument/pretrial-justice-how-much-does-it, AP)

Jailing arrested people before trial is the greatest expense generated by current pretrial
justice practice. As noted earlier in this brief, taxpayers spend approximately $38 million per day to
jail people who are awaiting trial (63% of the total jail population, or more than 450,000
individuals on any given day). Annually, this $14 billion 3 is used to detain people who are
mostly low risk4, including many whose charges will ultimately be dropped. By adopting
commonsense policies that detain only higher risk people, that money could pay for a bevy of other
needed services. This is, however, just a portion of the total price tag. The collateral costs to
justice systems, communities, and individuals, have been estimated to be as high as $10 for
every $1 in direct costs.5 This suggests that the true cost of existing money-based pretrial
systems is closer to $140 billion per year. Jail costs vary widely depending on region, how long individuals
are incarcerated, special health or accommodation needs, and other factors. For example: • It costs about
$460 per day to house one person in New York City’s Rikers Island detention center, or more
than $167,0006 per year—nearly equal to four years’ tuition at Princeton University.7 In 2014, 1,427 people had
been detained at Rikers for more than one year.8 Pretrial Justice: How much does it cost? 3 • It costs three

times as much to process and jail the small percentage of individuals who cycle in and out of
jail repeatedly compared to more typical inmates. These people are generally accused of low-level,
nonviolent offenses stemming from homelessness, substance use and mental health issues.9 • It is 60-100% more
expensive to jail people who have health, mental health, or substance use disorders.10 It is estimated that twothirds of people in jail suffer from these problems.11 • It is expensive just to put a person in jail. Intake

costs—for booking, creating records, medical screenings, and uniforms—may exceed $800
and are incurred even if the person is released within the hour. 12

*B. Pretrial incarceration traps people in poverty – loss of jobs, housing, and children.
Coalition to End Money Bond 2019
(“Pursuing Pretrial Freedom: The Urgent Need for Bond Reform in Illinois,” Coalition to End Money Bond, June 17,
2019, http://endmoneybond.org/wp-content/uploads/2019/06/final-cemb-report.pdf, AP)

The United States Supreme Court declared in U.S. v. Salerno that “In our society, liberty is the
norm, and detention prior to trial or without trial is the carefully limited exception.” 8 Pretrial
incarceration causes people to lose their jobs, housing, and even custody of their children.
The individuals and communities harmed by these practices are disproportionately Black,
Brown, and impoverished. As a result, around the country, a vibrant grassroots movement has developed
with the goal of holding the court system to the basic promise of pretrial freedom and bringing our people home.

We know the solution to poverty and racial disparities is investment in our communities, not
increased spending on criminalization and incarceration.
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C. Economic inequality and poverty slow the entire economy and unravels political
stability.
Ingraham, citing a U.N. study, 2020
(Christopher Ingraham, “U.N. warns that runaway inequality is destabilizing the world’s democracies,” Feb. 11,
2020, https://www.washingtonpost.com/business/2020/02/11/income-inequality-un-destabilizing/, VY)

The U.N. report notes, however, that rampant inequality is harmful even to people at the top
of income and wealth distributions. Unequal societies “grow more slowly and are less
successful at sustaining economic growth,” as numerous studies have shown. As economic
conditions deteriorate in lower and middle classes, we may get to a point where a critical
mass of the population can no longer afford the iPhones and cool apps and free shipping that
are driving our economy, causing a recession. In the end, the trouble with capitalism may be that
eventually you run out of other people’s money. The U.N. report is unusually clear-eyed on the power dynamics
underlying today’s inequality struggles. “People in positions of power tend to capture political processes,
particularly in contexts of high and growing inequality,” the report states. “Efforts to reduce inequality will
inevitably challenge the interests of certain individuals and groups. At their core, they affect the balance of
power.” This observation is extremely useful for understanding the current debate. The winners of the modern
winner-take-all economy often protest that the distribution of money is not a zero-sum game. The rank-and-file
may be getting a smaller piece of the American pie, but if that pie is much bigger than it used to be, they may still
be better off than they were 40 years ago. But while preaching nonzero-sum thinking, those winners have also
taken a ruthlessly zero-sum approach to rewriting the rules of the economy to their own benefit. Corporations and
their wealthy leaders have lobbied extensively, and successfully, to reduce their tax burdens, weaken the social
safety net, undermine the power of their workers and increase their influence in the policymaking process. The

net result has been a massive transfer of wealth and power from the poor and the middle
class to those at the top. When the rich shape a country’s institutions in their own image and to their own
benefit, it’s little wonder that trust in those institutions declines, as it has in the United States.
That lack of trust creates a vacuum for authoritarian and nativist regimes to take root,
according to the United Nations. “The central message of populist movements has historically been that the
common people are being exploited by a privileged elite, and that radical institutional change is required to avoid
such exploitation,” according to the report. But research shows the history of populist regimes since

1990 has primarily been one of corruption, self-dealing, worsening inequality and political
violence.
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D. Economic decline leads to global war
Tonnesson 2015
(Stein Tønnesson, Department of Peace and Conflict Research, Uppsala University, Sweden, and Peace Research
Institute Oslo (PRIO), Norway, “Deterrence, interdependence and Sino–US peace,” International Area Studies
Review 2015, Vol. 18(3) 297–311,
https://pdfs.semanticscholar.org/6601/c75092839c5e8d5ff2c476da603ec8551e68.pdf, VY)
Several recent works on China and Sino–US relations have made substantial contributions to the current
understanding of how and under what circumstances a combination of nuclear deterrence and economic
interdependence may reduce the risk of war between major powers. At least four conclusions can be drawn from
the review above: first, those who say that interdependence may both inhibit and drive conflict are right.

Interdependence raises the cost of conflict for all sides but asymmetrical or unbalanced
dependencies and negative trade expectations may generate tensions leading to trade wars
among inter-dependent states that in turn increase the risk of military conflict (Copeland, 2015:
1, 14, 437; Roach, 2014). The risk may increase if one of the interdependent countries is governed
by an inward-looking socio-economic coalition (Solingen, 2015); second, the risk of war between China
and the US should not just be analysed bilaterally but include their allies and partners. Third party countries could
drag China or the US into confrontation; third, in this context it is of some comfort that the three main economic
powers in Northeast Asia (China, Japan and South Korea) are all deeply integrated economically through
production networks within a global system of trade and finance (Ravenhill, 2014; Yoshimatsu, 2014: 576); and
fourth, decisions for war and peace are taken by very few people, who act on the basis of their
future expectations. International relations theory must be supplemented by foreign policy analysis in order
to assess the value attributed by national decision-makers to economic development and their assessments of
risks and opportunities. If leaders on either side of the Atlantic begin to seriously fear or

anticipate their own nation’s decline then they may blame this on external dependence,
appeal to anti-foreign sentiments, contemplate the use of force to gain respect or credibility,
adopt protectionist policies, and ultimately refuse to be deterred by either nuclear arms or
prospects of socioeconomic calamities. Such a dangerous shift could happen abruptly, i.e.
under the instigation of actions by a third party – or against a third party. Yet as long as there is both nuclear
deterrence and interdependence, the tensions in East Asia are unlikely to escalate to war. As Chan (2013) says, all
states in the region are aware that they cannot count on support from either China or the US if they make
provocative moves. The greatest risk is not that a territorial dispute leads to war under present

circumstances but that changes in the world economy alter those circumstances in ways that
render inter-state peace more precarious. If China and the US fail to rebalance their financial
and trading relations (Roach, 2014) then a trade war could result, interrupting transnational
production networks, provoking social distress, and exacerbating nationalist emotions. This
could have unforeseen consequences in the field of security, with nuclear deterrence
remaining the only factor to protect the world from Armageddon, and unreliably so.
Deterrence could lose its credibility: one of the two great powers might gamble that the other yield in a
cyber-war or conventional limited war, or third party countries might engage in conflict with each other, with a
view to obliging Washington or Beijing to intervene.
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Contention 4: Solvency
*No justification for Money bail empirically, defendants reappear for trial without
bail. The only way to fix solve the injustice is eliminating money bail.
Doyle et al. 2019
(Colin Doyle, Chiraag Bains, Brook Hopkins, Criminal Justice Policy Program, Harvard Law School, “Bail Reform: A
Guide for State and Local Policymakers,” February 2019, http://cjpp.law.harvard.edu/assets/BailReform_WEB.pdf,
AP)

Money bail is not necessary to ensure that defendants reappear for trial. A working group in Santa
Clara County found “that most defendants who are released from custody pending trial will
appear for their court dates without any financial incentive, and that many of those who miss
a court appearance do so for mundane reasons such as lack of reliable transportation, illness,
or inability to leave work or find childcare, rather than out of a desire to escape justice.” 93 The
jurisdictions studied for this guide confirm that high reappearance rates can be achieved through
pretrial release and thoughtful pretrial services such as automated court reminders. In Santa
Clara County, which has taken steps to rely less on money bail and release more people
pretrial, more than 95% of defendants reappear in court .94 Washington D.C. releases 94% of
defendants pretrial,95 and 90% of them make their court dates.96 Rather than eliminate
money bail, some jurisdictions have attempted to forbid judges from imposing unaffordable
bail. But so long as money bail remains a possible condition of release, some judges may
continue to illegally detain people on unaffordable bonds. This exact problem has emerged in
Cook County, Illinois after initially promising reforms. Last year, the county enacted a rule requiring
judges to make ability-to-pay determinations before setting bail to ensure that “no defendant is held in custody
prior to trial solely because the defendant cannot afford to post bail.”97 To ensure compliance with the new rule,
the Chief Judge reassigned all of the judges who had previously made bail decisions and assigned new judges in
their place. And yet, a community court watch program found that some Cook County judges continued to detain
people by setting unaffordable bail bonds.98 If a jurisdiction chooses to retain money bail as a condition of release,
the jurisdiction should require judges to make a finding on the record that the defendant can afford the bond
amount and that no other conditions of release would be sufficient to ensure the defendant’s appearance in court.
A review hearing should automatically be held if money bail is imposed and the defendant remains in custody for
24 hours.99 But the only foolproof way to end illegal detention on unaffordable bail is the

elimination of money bail.
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Harm – Rights Extensions
*1. Setting money has no effect on court appearances, but is used to target people of
color.
Lockhart 2019
(By P.R. Lockhart, “Thousands of Americans are jailed before trial. A new report shows the lasting impact.” May 7,
2019, https://www.vox.com/2019/5/7/18527237/pretrial-detention-jail-bail-reform-vera-institute-report, AP)
More recently, a February study from researchers at the University of Pennsylvania and George

Mason University found that the elimination of cash bail for dozens of offenses in
Philadelphia had zero effect on court appearance rates. This suggests that a key line of reasoning in
favor of requiring a person to either pay bail or remain in pretrial detention — that they incentivize a person to
appear in court — does not actually hold up. These studies help bolster arguments for bail reform, an issue that
has seen increased attention from both sides of the political aisle in recent years, with states like New Jersey and
California moving to fully eliminate cash bail. But the Vera Institute report finds that bail reform is only part of the
problem: the second is that the use of pretrial detention itself is also in need of serious changes. “The issue isn’t
just about eliminating money bail, but also about promoting measures that will result in fewer people behind
bars,” Rahman says. Research has also found that longer periods of pretrial detention appear to increase both the
likelihood of a person being convicted, and the length of the sentence they receive when they are. This could be
because people detained longer are more likely to take plea deals, or have more difficulty consulting with lawyers
and preparing for trial. Being detained can also make it harder for a person to earn the money needed to pay for
defense attorneys or for a person to do the sorts of “good behavior” measures that often lead to a reduced
sentence or acquittal (things like volunteering, paying restitution, getting a job or additional education, or seeking
mental health or drug treatment.) And it’s poor black and brown people, many of them women,

who are more likely to bear these costs. According to the report, “women are less likely to be able
to afford bail when it is set,” particularly because women make less than men and are more
likely to be unemployed at the time of an arrest. As for people of color, reports from
organizations like the Justice Policy Institute have found that race influences how much bail is
set, severity of charges, and lengths of sentences, with black and Latino people often being
penalized at higher rates than whites.
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2. Principles of non-discrimination in judicial systems, with full access to justice, is the
foundation of the rule of law.
United Nations 2019
(United Nations, “Equality and Non-discrimination,” Feb. 19, 2019, https://www.un.org/ruleoflaw/thematicareas/human-rights/equality-and-non-discrimination/, VY)

The principles of equality and non-discrimination are part of the foundations of the rule of
law. As Member States noted in the Declaration of the High-Level Meeting on the Rule of Law,
“all persons, institutions and entities, public and private, including the State itself, are
accountable to just, fair and equitable laws and are entitled without any discrimination to
equal protection of the law”(para. 2). They also dedicated themselves to respect the equal
rights of all without distinction as to race, sex, language or religion (para. 3). The international
human rights legal framework contains international instruments to combat specific forms of
discrimination, including discrimination against indigenous peoples, migrants, minorities, people with
disabilities, discrimination against women, racial and religious discrimination , or discrimination
based on sexual orientation and gender identity. In the Declaration of the High-Level Meeting on the Rule of Law,
Member States also recognized the importance of ensuring that women, on the basis of the equality of men and
women, fully enjoy the benefits of the rule of law. Member States committed to using law to uphold their

equal rights and ensure their full and equal participation, including in institutions of
governance and the judicial system, and recommitted to establishing appropriate legal and
legislative frameworks to prevent and address all forms of discriminaion and violence against
women and to secure their empowerment and full access to justice. UN Women engages in advancing
these issues by supporting the UN system in the formulation of policies, global standards and norms, providing
technical and financial support to Member States, and forging effective partnerships with civil society. The
Declaration notes the importance of the rule of law for the protection of the rights of the child, including legal
protection from discrimination, violence, abuse and exploitation, ensuring the best interests of the child in all
actions, and recommit to the full implementation of the rights of the child [para. 17]. In the UN system, UNICEF
engages in advancing the rights of the child, and supports Member States in implementing the Convention on the
Rights of the Child.
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*3. Money bail is wealth discrimination. It treats poorer people unfairly, has lasting
consequences and violates constitutional principles.
Criminal Justice Policy Program 2016
(“Moving Beyond Money: A Primer on Bail Reform,” Criminal Justice Policy Program, Harvard Law School, October
2016,
https://university.pretrial.org/HigherLogic/System/DownloadDocumentFile.ashx?DocumentFileKey=582068b7f131-3e9b-f68b-3ac4b357cdbd, AP)

Reliance on money bail has been shown to unfairly disadvantage impoverished defendants
and to undermine community safety. The money bail system results in presumptively
innocent people, who have been determined eligible for release, remaining incarcerated
simply because they do not have enough money to afford the cash bond. For instance, a 2013
review of New York City’s jail system showed that “more than 50% of jail inmates held until case
disposition remained in jail because they couldn’t afford bail of $2,500 or less.” 7 Most of
these people were charged with misdemeanors.8 Of these non-felony defendants, thirty-one
percent remained incarcerated on monetary bail amounts of $500 or less. 9 Nationwide, 34% of
defendants are kept in jail pretrial solely because they are unable to pay a cash bond, and most of these
people are among the poorest third of Americans.10 National data from local jails in 2011 showed that
60% of jail inmates were pretrial detainees and that 75% of those detainees were charged with property, drug or
other nonviolent offenses.11 In fiscal year 2014 alone, local jails admitted 11.4 million people and the nationwide
average daily population included 467,500 pretrial defendants.12 The core critique of money bail is that it

causes individuals to be jailed simply because they lack the financial means to post a bail
payment. Jailing people on the basis of what amounts to a wealth-based distinction violates
well-established norms of fairness as well as constitutional principles. It can also lead to
significant levels of unnecessary jailing, which imposes intensely negative consequences on
individuals, communities, and the justice system.
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4. Money bail violates multiple constitutional rights.
ACLU no date
(“Bail Reform,” American Civil Liberties Union, no date, accessed July 3, 2020, https://www.aclu.org/issues/smartjustice/bail-reform, VY)

After an arrest — wrongful or not — a person’s ability to leave jail and return home to fight
the charges depends on money. That's because, in most states, people are required to pay cash bail.
Originally, bail was supposed to make sure people return to court to face charges against them. But instead, the
money bail system has morphed into widespread wealth-based incarceration. Poorer Americans
and people of color often can't afford to come up with money for bail, leaving them stuck in jail awaiting trial,
sometimes for months or years. Meanwhile, wealthy people accused of the same crime can buy their freedom and
return home. Across the country, money bail is set at levels that are far too high for many

people or their families to pay. Defendants face an impossible choice: sit in jail as the case moves through
the system; pay a nonrefundable fee to a for-profit bail bonds company; or plead guilty and give up the right to
defend themselves at trial. For poorer families, paying this fee can be a significant hardship. They won’t ever get
the money back regardless of the outcome of the case – even if the arrest was a case of mistaken identity and no
charges were ever filed. This bail system has increased the jail population and made America's incarceration
problem worse. According to a report by the Vera Institute for Justice, the number of annual jail admissions
doubled in the past three decades to 12 million, and the average length of stay increased from 14 to 23 days. The
ACLU Campaign for Smart Justice is fighting in the courts and in state legislatures to end the unjust bail system,
which often profits private bail insurance companies. Current bail practices are unconstitutional in

violating due process rights and equal protection under the Fourteenth Amendment, the
prohibition against excessive bail in the Eighth Amendment, and the right to a speedy trial
guaranteed by the Sixth Amendment.
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*5. Pretrial detention defendants have worse outcomes in their cases. The
psychological trauma is also devasting.
Onyekwere 2019
(Adureh Onyekwere, “How Cash Bail Works,” Brennan Center for Justice, Published December 10, 2019,
https://www.brennancenter.org/our-work/research-reports/how-cash-bail-works, AP)

Defendants who don’t have the funds to pay a bond premium are forced to await trial in jail.
Pretrial detention has dramatically negative effects on the outcome of a defendant’s case:
those who are held pretrial are four times more likely to be sentenced to prison than
defendants released prior to trial. Pretrial detainees are also likely to make hurried decisions
to plead guilty to a lower charge to spend less time behind bars rather than chancing a higher
charge and longer sentence at trial. In addition, the psychological trauma of unnecessary
pretrial detention can be devastating. Kalief Browder was a 16-year-old accused of stealing a backpack in
New York City. Bail was set at $3,000, and his family couldn’t pay it. Browder languished in jail for three years
awaiting trial, spending much of the time in solitary confinement. Eventually, prosecutors dropped the charges
against him, but the damage was done — Browder committed suicide soon after his release.

6. Institutions and rule of law are necessary for liberal democracies, international
order, and U.S. leadership.
Ikenberry 2011
(G. John Ikenberry, Professor of Politics and International Affairs at Princeton University in the Department of
Politics and the Woodrow Wilson School of Public and International Affairs. He is also Co-Director of Princeton's
Center for International Security Studies, “Liberal Leviathan,” Chapter Title: Power and the Varieties of Order.
2011, Princeton University Press, http://www.jstor.com/stable/j.ctt7rjt2.6, VY)

International order can also be organized around agreed-upon rules and institutions. This is
order based on consent. Here, states and societal groups of various sorts respond to deep impulses and incentives
to mutually build structures of exchange and cooperation. Liberal democracies in particular are drawn to

this sort of order, finding their security and societal interests advanced through open and
rule-based relations. While systems based on balance and command depend fundamentally on state power—
either in balance or by preponderance—for the establishment and maintenance of stable order, consent-based
order relies on shared interests and the rule of law. In its most developed form, international order

is constitutional in character. That is, state power is embedded in a system of rules and
institutions that restrain and circumscribe its exercise. States enter the international order out of
enlightened self-interest, engaging in self-restraint and binding themselves to agreed-upon rules and institutions.
In this way, order is based on consent. This liberal conception of order is attached to a grand narrative about the
rise and transformation of the modern international system. It is an account of the “liberal ascendancy.” In the late
eighteenth century, liberal states emerged and began two centuries of experiment and
innovation in order building, championing open and rule-based relations. Triumphs and setbacks
followed. In this liberal ascendancy, the Western democracies became more powerful and
prosperous. Their numbers and share of world power increased and took a huge jump with the defeat of fascist
and totalitarian challengers in the twentieth century. These liberal states also made efforts to construct a
congenial international order. At postwar moments, led by Great Britain and the United States, they put forward
progressive ideas about the organization of global relations. With the end of the Cold War, the last rival organizing
logic of world order fell away.39
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Harm – Economy Extensions
*1. Pretrial detention is expensive for taxpayers and the system. Only the bail
bondsmen are benefiting.
Wing 2017
(By Nick Wing, “Our Money Bail System Costs U.S. Taxpayers $38 Million A Day,”01/24/2017,
https://www.huffpost.com/entry/money-bail-cost_n_58879342e4b098c0bba6d5c6, AP)

A report published this month finds that jailing these people costs U.S. taxpayers
approximately $38 million every day, or $14 billion annually. The study, compiled by the nonprofit
advocacy group Pretrial Justice Institute, says the majority of this money pays for locking up lowerrisk defendants, who it argues could otherwise be released on non-financial conditions. The
report sheds new light on the high cost of pretrial incarceration in the U.S, and comes amid national debate over
reforming the money-based system of bail. It also presents alternatives the study says could reduce the financial
burden jails often place on localities. “We wanted to give people some big-picture numbers to help them
understand what your local costs are, both direct and indirect,” said Cherise Fanno Burdeen, CEO of the Pretrial
Justice Institute. The burden on taxpayers begins mounting almost immediately after police

make an arrest. Jail intake staff has to process inmates, create records, conduct medical
screenings and issue uniforms. To get out of jail, most defendants have to put up cash or other assets to pay
a bond, which serves as collateral to secure their return for future court dates. If they can afford bail on their own,
the court gives back this money upon the conclusion of the trial, regardless of the outcome. Those who fail to
appear forfeit the funds and face additional legal penalties. Many defendants don’t have enough money

to pay bail, however, and rely instead on commercial bail bond agencies to get out of jail.
These businesses charge a non-refundable service fee, usually 10 percent of the total bail
amount. Defendants ― and often their friends and families ― are on the hook for this payment, even if the
charges are dropped or if they aren’t found guilty of a crime.
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*2. Bond fees uniquely trap poor, and often innocent, defendants into cycles of debt
and poverty.
Pretrial Justice Institute 2017
(“Pretrial Justice: How Much Does it Cost?” January 2017, Pretrial Justice Institute,
https://university.pretrial.org/viewdocument/pretrial-justice-how-much-does-it, AP)

Millions of people manage to pay money bond— at the cost of neglecting other critical
expenses and draining their communities of billions of dollars every year. A recent study in
Maryland found that people arrested in the state from 2011 to 2015 paid combined bail bond
premiums of more than $256 million. More than $75 million was paid in cases that were
dropped or found not guilty. Those people do not get their money back. This system
perpetuates cycles of poverty for some communities and disproportionately impacts
communities and families of color.13 Take, for example, the case of Demorrea Tarver, arrested in
Baltimore in 2008 and charged with drug possession. Tarver’s mother paid a bail bondsman a $5,000 down
payment on the $27,500 non-refundable bond premium (10% of the full $275,000 bond amount). All charges were
dropped weeks later, but the Tarvers were still required to pay $300 per month to the bondsman. When they

were unable to pay that, the case went to debt collection. Demorrea Tarver currently pays $100
a month on this debt, which is less than the interest that accrues. At this rate he will NEVER
pay off his bail debt.14
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3. Economic inequality undermines economic growth.
Duttagupta et al. 2017
(By Rupa Duttagupta, Deputy Chief in the World Economic Studies Division of the Research Department at the
International Monetary Fund. She joined the IMF in 2000 after receiving her Ph.D. from the University of Maryland
at College Park; Stefania Fabrizio, Deputy Unit Chief in the IMF’s Strategy, Policy, and Review Department. Prior to
joining the IMF, she was visiting professor at the University of Salamanca, Spain, PhD in economics from the
European University Institute; Davide Furceri, Deputy Division Chief at the IMF Research Department. He holds a
Ph.D. in Economics from the University of Illinois; and Sweta Saxena, senior economist in the IMF’s Research
Department. Prior to joining the IMF, she worked at the Bank for International Settlements in Basel, Switzerland,
and as an Assistant Professor at the University of Pittsburgh, PhD in economics from the University of Washington;
“Growth That Reaches Everyone: Facts, Factors, Tools,” September 20, 2017,
https://blogs.imf.org/2017/09/20/growth-that-reaches-everyone-facts-factors-tools/, VY)

Economic growth provides the basis for overcoming poverty and lifting living standards. But
for growth to be sustained and inclusive, its benefits must reach all people. While strong
economic growth is necessary for economic development, it is not always sufficient. Over the past few decades,
growth has raised living standards and provided job opportunities, lifting millions out of extreme poverty. But, we
have also seen a flip side. Inequality has risen in several advanced economies and remains stubbornly
high in many that are still developing. This worries policymakers everywhere for good reason.
Research at the IMF and elsewhere makes it clear that persistent lack of inclusion—defined as
broadly shared benefits and opportunities for economic growth—can fray social cohesion and undermine
the sustainability of growth itself. We synthesize the lessons from our work with countries, and our
research on policy options to mitigate growth-equality tradeoffs and to foster inclusive growth in a note for the
meeting of the G20 leaders in Hamburg, Germany, this past July. A few facts Lack of inclusion results in both
unequal outcomes and unequal opportunities. Income inequality—the most widely cited measure of inequality of
outcomes—has been declining, when the world is considered. The decline is due in large part to strong growth in
many emerging market and developing economies, although two-thirds of global inequality is still attributable to
differences in average income between countries. However, if the countries are considered individually,

income inequality rose sharply in many places. In the most advanced economies, the bulk of
the gap opened from the 1990s until the mid-2000s. In emerging market and developing economies,
inequality is still high, even though it declined in recent decades in many of them. Lack of inclusion also
manifests itself in unequal access to jobs and basic services, such as health and education. To
cite just a few examples: over 200 million people around the world are unemployed, with youth unemployment at
alarming levels in many countries. Mortality rates for some segments of the population are
increasing, including in the United States. Twenty percent of adults in advanced economies remain
excluded from formal access to finance: for example, they do not have an account with a financial institution.
Finally, wide-spread gender discrimination has led to persistent differences in health, education and incomes
between men and women in large parts of the world. Technology and economic integration have

brought large benefits to many economies, but the benefits have not always been broadly
shared. Both technology and trade have been driving forces behind growth and productivity, and lowered prices,
greatly benefitting the poor who spend a large share of their incomes on food, clothing, and other basic goods.
However, technology has increased the demand almost exclusively for skilled labor, while trade has sometimes
displaced lower-skilled workers. Greater integration of economies has also resulted in relocation of factories and
greater use of equipment, displacing workers. There are options to encourage growth for all So, what can be done
to foster inclusive growth? The answer is not to hold off on reforms that boost productivity and growth but rather
to focus on policies that offer opportunities for all. Policymakers must design measures that can

mitigate potential compromises between the objectives of raising growth and reducing
inequality.
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4. The 2008 recession doesn’t prove economic decline doesn’t lead to war. It brought
us to the brink. The next major economic decline will erupt into global military
conflict, further fueled by economic inequality.
Liu 2018
(Qian Liu, Managing Director, Greater China, “The next economic crisis could cause a global conflict. Here's why,”
The Economist Group, 13 Nov 2018, https://www.weforum.org/agenda/2018/11/the-next-economic-crisis-couldcause-a-global-conflict-heres-why, VY, **2-page card**)
The next economic crisis is closer than you think. But what you should really worry about is what comes after: in
the current social, political, and technological landscape, a prolonged economic crisis, combined with

rising income inequality, could well escalate into a major global military conflict. The 2008-09
global financial crisis almost bankrupted governments and caused systemic collapse.
Policymakers managed to pull the global economy back from the brink, using massive monetary stimulus, including
quantitative easing and near-zero (or even negative) interest rates. But monetary stimulus is like an

adrenaline shot to jump-start an arrested heart; it can revive the patient, but it does nothing
to cure the disease. Treating a sick economy requires structural reforms, which can cover
everything from financial and labor markets to tax systems, fertility patterns, and education policies.

Policymakers have utterly failed to pursue such reforms, despite promising to do so. Instead,
they have remained preoccupied with politics. From Italy to Germany, forming and sustaining governments now
seems to take more time than actual governing. And Greece, for example, has relied on money from international
creditors to keep its head (barely) above water, rather than genuinely reforming its pension system or improving
its business environment. The lack of structural reform has meant that the unprecedented excess liquidity that
central banks injected into their economies was not allocated to its most efficient uses. Instead, it raised global
asset prices to levels even higher than those prevailing before 2008. In the United States, housing prices are now
8% higher than they were at the peak of the property bubble in 2006, according to the property website Zillow.
The price-to-earnings (CAPE) ratio, which measures whether stock-market prices are within a reasonable range, is
now higher than it was both in 2008 and at the start of the Great Depression in 1929. As monetary tightening

reveals the vulnerabilities in the real economy, the collapse of asset-price bubbles will trigger
another economic crisis – one that could be even more severe than the last, because we have
built up a tolerance to our strongest macroeconomic medications. A decade of regular adrenaline shots, in the
form of ultra-low interest rates and unconventional monetary policies, has severely depleted their power to
stabilize and stimulate the economy. If history is any guide, the consequences of this mistake could
extend far beyond the economy. According to Harvard’s Benjamin Friedman, prolonged periods of

economic distress have been characterized also by public antipathy toward minority groups
or foreign countries – attitudes that can help to fuel unrest, terrorism, or even war. For
example, during the Great Depression, US President Herbert Hoover signed the 1930 Smoot-Hawley Tariff Act,
intended to protect American workers and farmers from foreign competition. In the subsequent five years, global
trade shrank by two-thirds. Within a decade, World War II had begun. To be sure, WWII, like World War I, was
caused by a multitude of factors; there is no standard path to war. But there is reason to believe that high levels of
inequality can play a significant role in stoking conflict. According to research by the economist Thomas Piketty, a
spike in income inequality is often followed by a great crisis. Income inequality then declines for a
while, before rising again, until a new peak – and a new disaster. Though causality has yet to be proven, given the
limited number of data points, this correlation should not be taken lightly, especially with wealth
and income inequality at historically high levels. This is all the more worrying in view of the numerous
other factors stoking social unrest and diplomatic tension, including technological disruption, a record-breaking
migration crisis, anxiety over globalization, political polarization, and rising nationalism. All are symptoms of
failed policies that could turn out to be trigger points for a future crisis. Voters have good reason
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to be frustrated, but the emotionally appealing populists to whom they are increasingly giving their support are
offering ill-advised solutions that will only make matters worse. For example, despite the world’s unprecedented
interconnectedness, multilateralism is increasingly being eschewed, as countries – most notably, Donald Trump’s
US – pursue unilateral, isolationist policies. Meanwhile, proxy wars are raging in Syria and Yemen.
Against this background, we must take seriously the possibility that the next economic crisis could
lead to a large-scale military confrontation. By the logic of the political scientist Samuel Huntington ,
considering such a scenario could help us avoid it, because it would force us to take action. In this case, the key will
be for policymakers to pursue the structural reforms that they have long promised, while replacing finger-pointing
and antagonism with a sensible and respectful global dialogue. The alternative may well be global conflagration.
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Solvency Extensions
Ending money bail is effective – D.C. proves. National legislation is needed to create a
fairer and effective system and a national pretrial reporting program, allowing
effective reform.
Data for Progress 2019
(“The End Money Bail Act,” Data for Progress, 2019, https://www.dataforprogress.org/end-money-bail, VY)

Several states have enacted broad reforms to their pretrial detention systems in the last
several years, including New Jersey, California, and New Mexico. Like the federal system,
each of these states requires individualized hearings before a person can be held pending
trial, and none allow a person to be held based only on an inability to pay money bail.
Reforms have been enormously successful. The District of Columbia prohibited the use of money bail in
the 1990s. D.C. releases 94% of people charged with crimes, of whom just over 1% are
rearrested for a violent offense while pending trial. The End Money Bail Act incentivizes
states and counties to adopt release systems that mirror D.C.’s robust and successful
program. By requiring a presumption of release in most cases, limiting detention to only those people that
involve the risk of violent force or serious bodily injury and for whom no other conditions would be sufficient, and
requiring periodic review of detention orders, the End Money Bail Act will create fairer and more

effective systems than any other proposal. How the Proposals Incentivize Local Systems The End Money
Bail Act will transform money bail in participating jurisdictions by providing states and local governments with the
money they need to implement just and effective programs. The bill also funds a national pretrial

reporting program, which would collect, analyze, and share data through publicly accessible
dashboards. The bill ensures that funds will be allocated to a substantial number of participants by setting
robust funding floors, as opposed to ceilings, with mechanisms to redistribute any excess funds to additional local
systems.
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Budgets DA Frontline
1. Non-unique – The federal government is sending relief funds directly to states to
fund education during COVID.
Jacobson 2020
(Linda Jacobson, “All states now approved for emergency education funding,” June 4, 2020,
https://www.educationdive.com/news/all-states-now-approved-for-emergency-education-funding/578899/, VY)
It was close, but all 50 states and the District of Columbia have applied and been approved for

the Governor’s Emergency Education Relief Fund — a relatively small block grant within the
federal Coronavirus Aid, Relief, and Economic Security Act, but one state leaders have wide discretion
in how to spend. The U.S. Department of Education extended the deadline by a week, until June 8, but "it turns out
the extension wasn’t needed, since everyone had applied by the end of the day on Monday," according to a
department spokesman. The awards — which range from more than $355 million for California to

about $4.4 million for Vermont — are unusual in that governors can use the money for
“needs related to COVID-19” at either the K-12 or higher education levels. Details about how
governors plan to divvy up the funds, however, have been slow to emerge.

2. No link – Ending money bail saves money. Pretrial detention is much more
expensive than release and conditional release programs.
Doyle et al. 2019
(Colin Doyle, Chiraag Bains, Brook Hopkins, Criminal Justice Policy Program, Harvard Law School, “Bail Reform: A
Guide for State and Local Policymakers,” February 2019, http://cjpp.law.harvard.edu/assets/BailReform_WEB.pdf,
VY)

Unnecessary pretrial incarceration also has consequences for society at large. Research indicates
that detaining a person pretrial increases the chances that the person will commit a crime in the future.47 This can
be true for jail stays as brief as two days.48 American taxpayers spend approximately $38 million a

day — or $14 billion a year — on pretrial detention.49 Detention costs far exceed the costs of
pretrial services or release on recognizance. Los Angeles County has determined that pretrial
detention costs the county $177 per day per person,50 but release and conditional release
cost the county between $0 and $26 dollars per day per person. 51
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3. No impact – The Great Recession proves school funding is resilient and the federal
government will smooth spending.
Isaacs 2016
(Julia B. Isaacs, Senior Fellow in the Center on Labor, Human Services, and Population at the Urban Institute,
“Spending on public schools has declined in the wake of the Great Recession,” September 29, 2016,
https://www.urban.org/urban-wire/spending-public-schools-has-declined-wake-great-recession, VY)

Public schools are run by local school districts and are largely funded at the state and local
level. The federal government provides only limited funding—about 8 percent of total
spending on K–12 education during the first seven years of the 21st century. But this changed
during the Great Recession. As the economy turned downward in late 2008, local revenues
fell with the drop in property values, and state revenues fell with declines in earning and
income. At the same time, state spending on Medicaid and other programs increased as more
families qualified for free health care and other services because of falling family incomes . States cut spending
in other areas, including public schools, to balance their budgets. State and local spending on public
education fell by more than $400 per child between 2008 and 2010. The federal government
compensated for most of this shortfall, providing $54 billion for a new State Fiscal
Stabilization Fund, about two-thirds of which went to K–12 education. Under the American
Recovery and Reinvestment Act (ARRA), Congress temporarily boosted funding for federal education
programs, including Title I (for high-poverty schools) and special education. Between 2008 and
2010, federal spending on education increased by more than $370 per child. As a result, total spending on
education remained fairly steady at about $8,000 per child in 2008–10. The federal share of K–12
education increased to 11 cents of each education dollar.
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Federalism DA Frontline
1. Non-unique – The politics of a Trump presidency means federalism is dead. It’s
about the power of the base, states politics are reactionary not independent.
Gawthorpe 2020
(Andrew Gawthorpe, historian of the United States at Leiden University in the Netherlands, “Federalism has
become another casualty of Trump and the coronavirus,” 18 Apr 2020,
https://www.theguardian.com/commentisfree/2020/apr/18/federalism-another-casualty-donald-trumpcoronavirus, JHW/VY, **2-page card**)
Yet a vacuum of responsible leadership from the White House has meant that the system has not worked as
intended. Rather than seeing it as his role to work with the states to develop a national plan,

Trump instead spent months denying that a problem even existed and stating that he took
“no responsibility” for fighting the virus. When the prospect of emerging as the hero who restarted the
economy beckoned, he swung to the other extreme, claiming “total authority” to supersede decisions made by the
states and suggesting that governors who wanted to lift lockdowns at their own pace rather than his direction
were committing “mutiny”. On Friday, Trump went on a bizarre, all-caps Twitter rampage, calling on citizens to
“LIBERATE” Minnesota, Michigan and Virginia from state quarantine measures. Many Republican governors have
responded by following the president’s lead. Even as the government’s top infectious diseases expert

was pleading for a nationwide lockdown, governors like Florida’s Ron DeSantis chose to
sacrifice the health of their constituents on the altar of their desire to please the president.
When DeSantis did eventually issue a stay-at-home order, he explicitly cited Trump’s
changing “demeanor” as his reason for doing so. Other Republican governors took their cues from the
federal government too, for instance by waiting for Trump to issue a national emergency declaration before they
issued their own. Some Republican governors – such as Mike DeWine of Ohio and Larry Hogan of Maryland – acted
earlier, but they represent states in which Trump’s popularity is much lower than average among Republicangoverned states. Democratic governors have been more in tune with the needs of their localities than the
president’s shifting moods, issuing emergency declarations and lockdown orders sooner than their Republican
counterparts. When their pleas for a more effective federal response were ignored, they turned to self-help
instead. As it becomes clear that Trump is pushing for an irresponsible reopening of the economy, Democratic
governors in the west and north-east have established working groups consisting of public health experts and
economists to plot their own way forward. Why did Republican governors stick with the president while
Democratic governors went their own way? Much of the explanation can be found in the power of

partisanship, and the nationalization of state politics. Trump’s grip on the Republican base is
so absolute that the governors of red states value their relationship with him above almost
any other. And so much of local politics is now filtered through a national lens that
Republican governors must be seen to be toeing the president’s line even on local issues in
order to please that base. The particular way that Trump exercises power has also
contributed to the reaction of governors from both parties. Trump has made clear that he will
dole out federal largesse according to political loyalty, even preventing Colorado’s
Democratic-led government from purchasing ventilators on the open market and later
sending a hundred units “at the request” of the state’s Republican senator, who is facing a tough
re-election battle. The message is clear: Democratic governors need to help themselves, because
Trump sure won’t. And Republican governors need to stick close to a president who sees
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himself as his party’s feudal patron rather than the leader of the entire nation. The result has
been an inversion of what the Founders intended, with some states slavishly following
federal dictate in flagrant disregard of local needs, and others hung out to dry as a national crisis looms
and Washington does little to shepherd a national response. Democratic governors cannot rely on the president to
protect the lives of their citizens, and Republican governors find themselves acting more as the lackeys of a
monarch than representatives of the interests of their states. Taken together, these developments

suggest that federalism has become another casualty of a president unprecedented in his
disregard for everything which truly makes America great.
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2. No link – Money bail has long been regulated and controlled by the federal
government.
Scarinci 2014
(Donald Scarinci, managing partner at Lyndhurst, N.J. based law firm Scarinci Hollenbeck, also the editor of the
Constitutional Law Reporter, “The History of Bail in the United States,” 08/06/14,
https://observer.com/2014/08/the-history-of-bail-in-the-united-states/, VY)

In 1966, Congress enacted the first federal guidelines for setting bail with the goal of
preventing the unnecessary detention of indigent defendants. The Bail Reform Act of 1966
created a presumption of release, which could be rebutted with evidence that the defendant was likely to
flee in order to avoid prosecution. The 1980s brought yet another philosophical shift. Under the
Comprehensive Crime Control Act of 1984, courts were authorized to also consider whether a
defendant might pose a danger to the community when determining whether to order
pretrial release. The statute also set forth specific circumstances under which defendants
could be denied bail, such as capital offenses, violent offenses and repeat felony offenses.

3. No internal link – The flexibility afforded to states under federalism means
responses that further entrench health inequalities.
Gordon et al. 2020
(Sarah H. Gordon, Nicole Huberfeld, David K. Jones, all Department of Health Law, Policy and Management, Boston
University School of Public Health, “What Federalism Means for the US Response to Coronavirus Disease 2019,”
May 8, 2020, https://jamanetwork.com/channels/health-forum/fullarticle/2766033, VY)
The COVID-19 pandemic also intensifies and reveals longstanding inequitable distribution of power and resources,
already evidenced by disparate rates of treatment and morbidity for African American patients. Historically, state

flexibility in health policymaking has meant that certain communities, such as poor African
American families in the deep South, have fewer resources over the long term and suffer
entrenched health disparities. As a result, they experience higher rates of asthma and other comorbidities
that may exacerbate the severity of COVID-19. As hospitals develop triage plans, racial/ethnic
minority patients may be deprioritized for life-saving treatment because of disproportionate
burdens of preexisting comorbidities. Moreover, the economic outcome in places such as the Mississippi
delta will be extensive, where the most common job is retail cashier, Medicaid eligibility thresholds are extremely
low, and health care facilities were already struggling.6 Our public health federalism is questionably

adequate under the best of circumstances—divided governance and policymaking result in
predictably disparate health outcomes that vary by zip code. During an emergency, when the
health of the nation depends on acting with coordination and cooperation, the failures of
federalism come into sharp relief, forcing us to reconsider one of the most deeply held
American beliefs: that decisions made closer to home are inherently better.
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4. No impact – The economy will recover as soon as we get a vaccine. No long-term
impact to the economy. Every country is fighting the virus, so a COVID-related
economic decline won’t create conflict, unlike economic declines for other reasons.
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States CP Frontline
1. Permutation: do both the plan and the counterplan.
2. The permutation solves better, joint state/federal action solves best – federal
participation required for 3 reasons: funding, accountability, and mass data collection.
Kamala Harris and Rand Paul 2017
(By Kamala D. Harris and Rand Paul, “Kamala Harris and Rand Paul: To Shrink Jails, Let’s Reform Bail,” July 20, 2017,
https://www.nytimes.com/2017/07/20/opinion/kamala-harris-and-rand-paul-lets-reformbail.html, VY)
As criminal justice groups work to change sentencing and mandatory minimum laws, we must also reform

a bail system that is discriminatory and wasteful. Excessive bail disproportionately harms people from lowincome communities and communities of color. The Supreme Court ruled in Bearden v. Georgia in 1983 that the Constitution
prohibits “punishing a person for his poverty,” but that’s exactly what this system does. Nine out of 10 defendants who are
detained cannot afford to post bail, which can exceed $20,000 even for minor crimes like stealing $105 in clothing. Meanwhile,
black and Latino defendants are more likely to be detained before trial and less likely to be able to post bail compared with
similarly situated white defendants. In fact, black and Latino men respectively pay 35 percent and 19 percent higher bail than
white men. This isn’t just unjust. It also wastes taxpayer dollars. People awaiting trial account for 95 percent of the growth in
the jail population from 2000 to 2014, and it costs roughly $38 million every day to imprison these largely nonviolent
defendants. That adds up to $14 billion a year. Bail is supposed to ensure that the accused appear at trial and don’t commit
other offenses in the meantime. But research has shown that low-risk defendants who are detained more than 24 hours and
then released are actually less likely to show up in court than those who are detained less than a day. It is especially troubling
that our bail system does not keep us safer. In a study of two large jurisdictions, nearly half of the defendants considered “high
risk” were released simply because they could afford to post bail. Our bail system is broken. And it’s time to fix it. That’s why
we’re introducing the Pretrial Integrity and Safety Act to encourage states to reform or replace the bail system. This should not
be a partisan issue. First, our

legislation empowers states to build on best practices. Kentucky and

New Jersey, for instance, have shifted from bail toward personalized risk assessments that analyze factors such as
criminal history and substance abuse. These are better indicators of whether a defendant is a flight risk or a threat
to the public and ought to be held without bail. Colorado and West Virginia have improved pretrial services and
supervision, such as using telephone reminders so fewer defendants miss court dates and end up detained. These

nudges work. Over the second half of 2006, automated phone call reminders in Multnomah County in Oregon,
resulted in 750 people showing up in court who otherwise may have forgotten their date. Instead of the federal
government mandating a one-size-fits-all approach, this bill provides Department of Justice grants directly

to the states so each can devise and carry out the most effective policies, tailored for its
unique needs. Enabling states to better institute such reforms also honors one of our nation’s core
documents, the Bill of Rights. In drafting the Eighth Amendment, which prohibits excessive bail, the
founders sought to protect people from unchecked government power in the criminal justice
system. Second, our bill holds states accountable. Any state receiving support must report on its
progress and make sure that reforms like risk assessments are not discriminatory through
analyses of trends and data. This will show that it’s possible to demand transformation,
transparency and fairness. Finally, this bill encourages better data collection. Data on the pretrial process is
notoriously sparse. By collecting information on how state and local courts handle defendants, we can help guarantee that
reforms yield better outcomes. The Pretrial Justice Institute, an organization that works to change unfair and unjust pretrial
practices, estimates that bail reform could save American taxpayers roughly $78 billion a year. More important, it would help
restore Americans’ faith in our justice system.
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3. Solvency deficit – Only federal action creates a fairer and effective system. Only the
federal government can create a national pretrial reporting program, which will make
reform the most effective.
4. No Net Benefit – forcing all 50 states doing the plan together would still hurt
federalism. Also, federal involvement is necessary for solvency, which means the
solvency deficit outweighs the possible net benefit.
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Topicality Frontline
1. We meet – studies show bail and pretrial detention are parts of sentencing.
Heaton et al. 2016
(“The Downstream Consequences Of Misdemeanor Pretrial Detention,” Paul Heaton, Senior Fellow, University of
Pennsylvania Law School and Academic Director, Quattrone Center for the Fair Administration of Justice, Sandra
Mayson, Quattrone Fellow, University of Pennsylvania Law School, Megan Stevenson, Quattrone Fellow, University
of Pennsylvania Law School, July 2016, https://www.law.upenn.edu/live/files/5693harriscountybail#:~:text=While%20practitioners%20have%20long%20recognized,and%20their%20cases%20remain
s%20limited.&text=Furthermore%2C%20those%20detained%20pretrial%20are,may%20have%20a%20criminogeni
c%20effect, VY)
Abstract: In misdemeanor cases, pretrial detention poses a particular problem because it may

induce otherwise innocent defendants to plead guilty in order to exit jail, potentially creating
widespread error in case adjudication. While practitioners have long recognized this possibility, empirical
evidence on the downstream impacts of pretrial detention on misdemeanor defendants and their cases remains
limited. This Article uses detailed data on hundreds of thousands of misdemeanor cases resolved in Harris County,
Texas—the third largest county in the U.S.—to measure the effects of pretrial detention on case outcomes and
future crime. We find that detained defendants are 25% more likely than similarly situated releasees to plead
guilty, 43% more likely to be sentenced to jail, and receive jail sentences that are more than

twice as long on average. Furthermore, those detained pretrial are more likely to commit future crime,
suggesting that detention may have a criminogenic effect. These differences persist even after fully controlling for
the initial bail amount as well as detailed offense, demographic, and criminal history characteristics. Use of more
limited sets of controls, as in prior research, overstates the adverse impacts of detention. A quasi-experimental
analysis based upon case timing confirms that these differences likely reflect the causal effect of

detention. These results raise important constitutional questions, and suggest that Harris County could save
millions of dollars a year, increase public safety, and reduce wrongful convictions with better pretrial
release policy.

2. Counter-interpretation – sentencing is something that decides a punishment. And
money bail is punishment and affects the outcome of sentencing.
Cambridge English Dictionary
(Cambridge University Press, no date, accessed June 4, 2020,
https://dictionary.cambridge.org/us/dictionary/english/sentencing, VY)

Sentencing present participle of sentence sentence verb [ T ] LAW specialized UK /ˈsen.təns/ US /ˈsen.təns/
B2 to decide and say officially what a punishment will be:

Prefer our interpretation –
3. Standards:
A. Ground – no ground loss – the neg still gets to access core generics like crime and
economy Das
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B. Limits – money bail is a huge debate in the literature that allows the neg to predict
and prepare for it
4. Voters:
A. Education – the debate over money bail is central to questions of criminal justice
reform – if debaters don’t learn about the unjust entry into the court system, they
won’t be meaningfully informed about the real world process of criminal justice
B. Literature checks limits and ground loss – affirmatives have to have a solvency
advocate based in the topic literature
C. Reasonability – The affirmative only must be reasonably close to topic to allow for
educational debates. If we are close to the topic, it is not a reason to reject the
affirmative.
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Harm – Rights
*1. No impact, Money bail balances the rights of the accused and the public. This
important balance is protected by the constitution. The Supreme Court has repeated
ruled money bail to be constitutional.
Seibler and Snead 2017
(John-Michael Seibler is Legal Fellow in the Edwin Meese III Center for Legal and Judicial Studies, Institute for
Constitutional Government, at The Heritage Foundation; and Jason Snead is Policy Analyst in the Edwin Meese III
Center for Legal and Judicial Studies, Institute for Constitutional Government, at The Heritage Foundation, “The
History of Cash Bail,” August 25, 2017, https://www.heritage.org/courts/report/the-history-cash-bail, AP)

Money bail has deep historical roots in Anglo-Saxon law and custom. Bail emerged to solve a
problem we still grapple with today—balancing the general right of defendants to pre-trial
freedom with the need of society to protect against flight and ensure punishment. In the
United States, defendants have a right to reasonable bail, but Congress and state legislatures can
define which crimes are, and are not, considered bailable. With respect to individuals charged with crimes that are
considered bailable, the Eighth Amendment provides protection from excessive, but not unaffordable, bail. In
certain limited circumstances judges can order pre-trial detention in the name of public safety. The Supreme

Court has repeatedly rejected constitutional challenges to the use of money bail in the United
States. To the extent that arguments can be made against its use today, they are ordinarily
policy questions, not legal or constitutional issues. Nevertheless, reformers are taking their
arguments to court, misconstruing judicial precedent and misrepresenting facts and history in a
“Hail Mary” bid to see money bail declared unconstitutional. Rather than contort the text of
the Constitution to achieve their policy goals, advocates for bail reform should make their
arguments to legislators and the public, the proper venues for this discussion.
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*2. Eliminating money bail threats public safety and prevents victims from being
witnesses and helping investigations.
Shea 2020
(By Dermot Shea, the New York City police commissioner, “New York’s New Bail Laws Harm Public Safety,” Jan. 23,
2020, https://www.nytimes.com/2020/01/23/opinion/shea-nypd-bail-reform.html, AP)

New York is now the only state in the nation that requires judges to entirely disregard the
threat to public safety posed by accused persons in determining whether to hold them
pending trial or to impose conditions for their release. In addition, the new law constrains judges from
holding repeat offenders with long records of both crime and absconding trial. It eliminates cash bail and
the possibility of detention for a wide array of offenses, including weapons possession, trafficking of
fentanyl and other drugs, many hate-crime assaults, the promotion of child prostitution, serial arson, and certain
burglaries and robberies. According to our calculation, 738 people arrested on burglary and

robbery charges in 2018 would have been released without bail or remand under the new
law, despite the fact that their collective records comprise 9,926 arrests for crimes including
1,134 robberies, 891 assaults, 524 burglaries, 334 weapons charges, 48 sex crimes (including 15
rapes), and 25 murders or attempted murders. These are not the types of offenders who
should be freed to continue their criminal activity. Judges should assess their risk to public
safety. The new law’s requirements also threaten to inundate police agencies and district attorneys with the
sheer volume of paperwork that must be provided to defendants’ attorneys within 15 days of arraignment under
new discovery rules. Valid evidence can be suppressed and solid cases can be dismissed on the grounds of
incomplete discovery, even when such failures are inadvertent and immaterial. The financial cost of compliance is
also substantial — in the tens of millions of dollars across the state. The combination of two other factors — fewer
people held pending trial and the early release of the names and contact information of victims and witnesses —
places some of these victims and witnesses at risk of intimidation or retaliation. Violent criminals are being

returned to the community and will know the names of their accusers and where to find
them. As any detective will tell you, one of the main concerns of witnesses is whether the
defendant will learn their identities. The likely outcome will be many fewer people coming
forward to help the police build solid cases against criminals. Defendants should have all relevant
evidence before accepting any plea bargain and should not be receiving discovery materials on the very eve of
trial, but the pendulum has swung too far against the interests of victims, witnesses and police

investigations.
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3. No impact, United States’ hegemony does not prevent wars. It causes endless wars
and greater instability throughout the world.
Mearsheimer 2018
(John J. Mearsheimer, R. Wendell Harrison Distinguished Service Professor of Political Science, University of
Chicago, “Great Delusion: Liberal Dreams and International Realities,” Chapter Title: Liberalism as a Source of
Trouble, Published by: Yale University Press, 2018, http://www.jstor.com/stable/j.ctv5cgb1w.9, VY)

The costs of liberal hegemony begin with the endless wars a liberal state ends up fighting to
protect human rights and spread liberal democracy around the world. Once unleashed on the
world stage, a liberal unipole soon becomes addicted to war. This militarism arises from five
factors. First, democratizing the globe is a vast mission that provides abundant opportunities to fight. Second,
liberal policymakers believe they have the right, the responsibility, and the know-how to use military force to
achieve their goals. Third, they often approach their task with missionary zeal. Fourth, pursuing liberal hegemony
undercuts diplomacy, making it harder to settle disputes with other countries peacefully. Fifth, that ambitious
strategy also undermines the notion of sovereignty, a core norm of international politics that is intended to limit
interstate war. The presence of a powerful state prone to fighting war after war increases the

amount of conflict in the international system, creating instability. These armed conflicts
usually end up failing, sometimes disastrously, and mainly at the expense of the state purportedly being
rescued by the liberal goliath. One might think liberal elites would learn from their failures and become averse to
using military force abroad, but that seldom happens. Liberal hegemony promotes instability in other
ways as well. Formidable liberal democracies also tend to embrace ambitious policies short of war that often
backfire and poison relations between them and the target countries. For example, they often interfere in
the politics of other countries. They are also inclined when engaging diplomatically with an authoritarian
country to disregard its interests and think they know what is best for it. Finally, liberalism abroad tends to
undermine liberalism at home, because a militaristic foreign policy invariably fosters a powerful national security
state prone to violating its citizens’ civil liberties. My argument is that a country that embraces liberal
hegemony ends up doing more harm than good to itself as well as other countries, especially
those it intends to help. I will illustrate this argument by focusing on American foreign policy since Bill Clinton was
elected to the White House in November 1992. With the end of the Cold War in 1989 and the collapse of the
Soviet Union in 1991, the United States emerged as by far the most powerful country on the planet.
Unsurprisingly, the Clinton administration embraced liberal hegemony from the start, and the policy remained
firmly intact through the Bush and Obama administrations. Not surprisingly, the United States has been

involved in numerous wars during this period and has failed to achieve meaningful success in
almost all of those conflicts. Washington has also played a central role in destabilizing the
greater Middle East, to the great detriment of the people living there. Liberal Britain, which has acted as
Washington’s faithful sidekick in these wars, also bears some share of the blame for the trouble the United States
has helped cause. American policymakers also played the key role in producing a major crisis with Russia over
Ukraine. At this writing, that crisis shows no signs of abating and is hardly in America’s interest, let alone Ukraine’s.
Back in the United States, Americans’ civil liberties have been eroded by an increasingly powerful national security
state.
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Harm – Economy
*1. Money bail systems are good for taxpayers. Without money bail, the system bears
the entire cost burden.
Armstrong 2018
(Bill Armstrong, a member of the board of directors of the California Bail Agents Association, “California Passed a
Law to Put Me Out of Business—And Taxpayers Will Get the Bill,” The Marshall Project, 12/05/2018,
https://www.themarshallproject.org/2018/12/05/california-passed-a-law-to-put-me-out-of-business-andtaxpayers-will-get-the-bill, AP)

Let’s talk about the taxpayers first. The California Assembly Appropriations Committee has estimated that
the elimination of bail will cost the state hundreds of millions of dollars annually. It’s not just
the cost of running the jails, but less calculable expenses, such as the cost of investigative
work or apprehending defendants who fail to show up in court. The system will also miss out
on a sizeable amount of money from the bond industry. We pay taxes on every bond we
write. Removing commercial bail from the picture means that these costs are borne directly
by taxpayers rather than bail agents, who cost the state nothing. The cost of one court clerk,
with all their benefits both before and after retirement, is enormous compared to the cost of
bondsmen.
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2. Money bail is an equalizer. The system takes into consideration ability to pay.
Alternatives wouldn’t be better for people in poverty.
Kennedy 2016
(Sean Kennedy, a visiting fellow at the Maryland Public Policy Institute, “No, Maryland’s cash bail system doesn’t
hurt the poor. It’s a great equalizer.” December 9, 2016, https://www.washingtonpost.com/opinions/nomarylands-cash-bail-system-doesnt-hurt-the-poor-its-a-great-equalizer/2016/12/09/88312ba0-bc03-11e6-91ee1adddfe36cbe_story.html, VY)

On the contrary, cash bail is the great equalizer. Maryland’s court commissioners (who set
bail) already take into consideration the severity of the crime and the defendant’s history and
ability to pay and other relevant circumstances. If a defendant has no means to pay, he or she
is likely to have little else to stay for, either. Property (which can be used to seek bail bonds from thirdparty lenders) is an incentive for the accused to stay as much as cold, hard cash being bonded over to the state as
security against a defendant skipping town. Social connections and willingness to potentially sacrifice a loved one’s
home are steep but fair incentives to the defendant to not hurt others further by becoming a fugitive. That also
functions to keep offenders on the straight and narrow while out on bail because the lender of last resort (family)
has a strong incentive to keep a close watch on the accused to ensure they keep their house, car or life savings
intact. Furthermore, the alternatives to cash bail are to hold people throughout trial (often

months and years, depending on the case’s tortuous path) or to release them on their own
recognizance — in other words: We trust you if you pinkie swear to show up for trial and likely punishment. One
analysis found that in Denver, 66 percent of accused heroin dealers failed to show up for their court dates when
simply released without having to post bond. The law already affords defendants the right to appeal

an excessive bail amount and judges to determine the efficacy of ensuring a trial appearance.
The “alternatives” being proposed to money bail are foolish at best. An “individualized
assessment” is already done by the sitting magistrate. These reforms would only give judges
two bad options: release an offender who flees or hold unjustly the innocent in conditions
that the social-justice do-gooders rightly deplore.
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3. Alternative causes – the affirmative cannot overcome the 3 main reasons of
increasing economic inequality: technology, globalization, and decline of working-class
political power.
Deloitte 2017
(“Income inequality in the United States: What do we know and what does it mean?” Deloitte, Issues by the
Numbers, July 2017, https://www2.deloitte.com/us/en/insights/economy/issues-by-the-numbers/july-2017/risingincome-inequality-gap-united-states.html, VY)
The declining fortunes of America’s working class have been a major topic for political punditry. Three main
theories have been proposed to explain why workers at the lower end of the income distribution have fared
relatively poorly in the past few decades. The proposed explanations are technological change, international trade,
and politics. Technological change Information processing is the wonder of this age. But while we all
focus on the miracle of being able to watch cat videos on mobile phones, the key economic impact may be
a bit more problematic. Technology doesn’t just create new demand, whether for cat videos or for other
things. It also changes existing processes and jobs—in fact, that’s the point. And information technology is,
it seems, a technology that replaces relatively unskilled workers while rewarding workers with

more skills. In the context of the United States, this means that we should not be surprised to see college graduates
(commonly in the upper half of the income distribution) gaining at the expense of less-well-trained workers (commonly in the
lower half). 6 The returns to more-skilled workers have indeed increased substantially compared to those to less-skilled
workers. Figure 8 shows the ratio of the median wage for workers with at least a bachelor’s degree to workers with only a high
school degree. As the hypothesis suggests, this ratio has grown substantially over this period. However, a closer look shows that
the growth in this same ratio slowed in the mid-1990s—precisely when the tech boom took hold. Furthermore, the relative
wages of bachelor’s degree-holders to high school diploma-holders has not grown much at all since the 2008 financial
downturn. Given these facts, although there is no question that skills associated with a bachelor’s degree have become
relatively more valuable over time, that may not be the whole story to the rise in income inequality. Globalization The

entry
of China into the global trading system meant that lower-skilled (by US standards) workers
faced intense competition from abroad. Of course, this trend was not entirely new, as US workers faced
low-cost competition from Europe in the 1960s, Japan in the 1970s, and South Korea, Taiwan, and other “Asian
Tigers” in the 1980s. China’s globalization in the 1990s, however, was on a much larger scale. The Chinese labor
force is over four times bigger than the US labor force,7 and most Chinese workers have much lower skill levels
than most US workers.8 This meant that the competition from China was concentrated on lower-

skilled manufacturing work. US jobs in apparel and textiles, for instance, virtually
disappeared. As figure 9 shows, this was not just because productivity improved. American production in these
industries (and other lower-tech industries such as shoe manufacturing) simply collapsed in the face of
competition from abroad. In apparel and textiles alone, over a million US jobs were lost. Economists have turned
up some evidence that China’s entry was responsible for some of the decline in manufacturing jobs.9 Lower

demand for low-skilled manufacturing workers likely had an impact on wages on the few
lower-skilled jobs remaining in the United States in these areas. The decline of working-class
political power A smaller number of analysts turn to changes in the labor market landscape that they believe have
disadvantaged lower-skilled workers in negotiating for jobs and pay. Proponents of this view often point

to the fall in unionization in the United States as a proxy for the rising political power of the
well off. (This assumes that the decline in unionization is the result of changing government labor market policy,
which is a very debatable proposition.) Figure 10 shows that union membership fell from one-quarter of all
employees in 1970 to just over one-tenth in 2015.10 There is some research relating the rise in
inequality to the decline of working-class political power.11 However, head-to-head tests of the
political hypothesis against the technological and trade hypotheses are rare, perhaps partly because economists
tend to favor the technological and trade hypotheses, while the political power hypothesis tends to attract political
scientists.
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4. No impact, global institutions safeguard against conflict during an economic decline.
Drezner 2012
("The irony of global economic governance: The system worked." Drezner, Daniel, Council on Foreign Relations
International Institutions and Global Governance Program, October 2012, https://politics.utoronto.ca/wpcontent/uploads/2012/10/The-Irony-of-Global-Economic-Governance.pdf, VY)
Despite weaker U.S. power and leadership, the global trade regime has remained resilient – particularly when
compared to the 1930s. This highlights another significant factor – the thicker institutional environment. There
were very few multilateral economic institutions of relevance during the Great Depression. 78
No multilateral trade regime existed, and international financial structures remained nascent. The last major effort
to rewrite the global rules – the 1933 London Monetary and Economic Conference – ended in acrimony.79 Newlyinaugurated president Franklin D. Roosevelt unilaterally took the United States off the gold standard, signaling an
end to any attempt at multilateral cooperation. In contrast, the current institutional environment is

much thicker, with status quo policies focused on promoting greater economic openness. A
panoply of pre-existing informal and formal regimes were able to supply needed services
during a time of global economic crisis. At a minimum, institutions like the G-20 functioned as
useful focal points for the major economies to coordinate policy responses. These structures
also served to blunt domestic pressures to act in a more unilateral manner. International
institutions like the Bank of International Settlements further provided crucial expertise to rewrite
the global rules of the game. Even if the Doha round petered out, the WTO’s Dispute Settlement mechanism
remained in place to coordinate and adjudicate monitoring and enforcement. Furthermore, the status quo
preference for each element of these regimes was to promote greater cross-border exchange
within the rule of law. It is easier for international institutions to reinforce existing global
economic norms than to devise new ones. Even if these structures were operating on
“autopilot,” they had already been pointed in the right direction.
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Solvency
*1. No solvency, empirically, money bail elimination results use of risk-assessment
algorithms, based on fundamentally flawed data, influenced by structural racism.
Eliminating bail does not solve the structural issues that the affirmative claims.
Carlisle 2018
(Madeleine Carlisle, editorial fellow at The Atlantic, “The Bail-Reform Tool That Activists Want Abolished,”
September 21, 2018, https://www.theatlantic.com/politics/archive/2018/09/the-bail-reform-tool-that-activistswant-abolished/570913/, AP)
But there’s a problem: Even as the algorithms are praised for minimizing cash bail and the

inequality it creates, an increasing number of civil-rights activists worry they perpetuate
racial disparities within the criminal-justice system. In July, more than 100 civil-rights groups, including
the ACLU, signed a statement of concern urging jurisdictions to stop using the tools. In the same missive, they
outlined how to properly implement the algorithms if states do decide to use them. As more states turn a critical
eye toward their own systems—and face public pressure to avoid certain reforms—they may have to decide
between implementing a technology that could be corrupted, sticking with a (reformed) cash system, or pursuing a
new form of justice that doesn’t depend on either. Activists argue that the algorithms are

fundamentally flawed because the data they use to predict a person’s risk could be
influenced by structural racism: The number of times someone has been convicted of a crime,
for example, or their failure to appear in court could both be affected by racial bias. As a
result, they say, any bias that’s baked into the data is replicated by the algorithms, but with
the veneer of scientific objectivity. “My concern [about using the tools] is that what you could have is
essentially racial profiling 2.0,” said Vincent Southerland, the executive director of the Center on Race,
Inequality, and the Law at the New York University Law School, which signed onto the statement. “ We’re
forecasting what some individuals may do based on what groups they’re associated with
have done in the past.” Some activists also worry that even in jurisdictions that have adopted the tools in
good faith, judges may not follow their suggestions in setting bail or other pretrial conditions, and the new
systems may go unscrutinized because communities assume any problems have been fixed.
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2. Ending money bail leads to more pretrial detention.
Tabarrok 2018
(Alex Tabarrok, Bartley J. Madden Chair in Economics at the Mercatus Center and a professor of economics at
George Mason University, “We Cannot Avoid the Ugly Tradeoffs of Bail Reform,” October 12, 2018,
https://marginalrevolution.com/marginalrevolution/2018/10/happens-bail-reform-meets-reality.html, VY)
Bail reformers are blind to the tradeoffs that must be made between public safety and the rights of defendants.
Since the reformers are blind to these tradeoffs they can’t see that money bail actually helps to alleviate

these tradeoffs. Reformers think that money bail simply keeps the poor in jail but in fact
money bail is a half-way house between release on own recognizance and hold until trial.
Money bail lets judges release more people. Bail reformers assume that if they eliminate money bail
then judges will release everyone. In fact, as the Dylann Roof case illustrates, that is never going to happen. And
when the public realizes that judges are releasing lots of defendants who subsequently
commit more crimes there will be a backlash, as is already evident in Chicago. By eliminating the
half-way house of money bail, bail reformers force judges to either release or hold until trial. Some
people who under the current system are released on bail will, under the new system, be
held until trial. Indeed, the unintended consequence of bail reform may be that more people
are held until trial with no possibility of release. Sometimes poor people are unfairly held until trial.
Eliminating money bail, however, is a crude and dangerous approach to this problem. Instead
we should deal with it directly by flagging and reevaluating jailed, non-violent offenders with low bail amounts, use
alternative release measures such as ankle bracelets and most importantly, we should look to the constitution. The
founders understood the ugly tradeoffs which is why the constitution guarantees the right to a “speedy trial.”
Unfortunately, that right today is widely ignored. My route to reform would begin by putting teeth back into the
constitutional right to a speedy trial.
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3. Solvency turn – The politics of criminal justice reform make lasting reform, like
eliminating money bail ineffective. Officials like judges and prosecutors are elected
and have an incentive to seem harsh on crime.
Pfaff 2018
(John Pfaff, professor of law at Fordham University, “Why today’s criminal justice reform efforts won’t end mass
incarceration,” December 21, 2018, https://www.americamagazine.org/politics-society/2018/12/21/why-todayscriminal-justice-reform-efforts-wont-end-mass-incarceration, VY)

This politically driven harshness is then magnified by other ill-conceived distortions in the
system. Prosecutors, for example, are county officials, elected by and generally paid for by the
county they serve, while prisons are paid for by the state. So not only is being harsh politically
safe, but a different government picks up the tab. In fact, less-harsh options, like county jail or
probation, are also paid for by the county, so it is actually cheaper to be harsher and shift the costs
away from the county to the state prison system. Our continuing legacy of racial segregation further
amplifies this punitiveness. Wealthier, whiter suburban voters often wield disproportionate electoral influence
when it comes to electing the prosecutor. These voters like the feeling of crime going down—but

they face none of the costs of aggressive policies. After all, it is not their brothers or fathers or uncles or
sons who face the unnecessary police stops or arrests or indictments or convictions or prison terms. Those costs
are disproportionately borne by poorer people of color in the city, whom those voters do not know or even
interact with. These problems have always been with us. But they are more problematic now because as our
prisons have grown, so, too, have the groups that benefit from them—and who thus have an incentive to
manipulate people’s punitiveness and fear of crime for their own ends. Though many would at this juncture quickly
point to private prison firms, they are not the main ones “profiting” off prisons. They hold about 9 percent of the
nation’s prisoners and generally have little impact on policy. Mass incarceration is the product of a deep, racially
driven punitiveness, combined with incentives that make harshness politically safe and leniency

dangerous. It is various public sector actors who truly benefit. About two-thirds of $50 billion we spend on
prisons—$33 billion or so—goes to the wages and benefits of prison staff. It is not surprising, then, that (public
sector) correctional officer unions fight reforms, given how much is at stake. That many if not most prisons are
located in economically distressed areas and provide some of the few well-paying jobs in the region only magnifies
this effect. Or consider the impact of “prison gerrymandering.” When drawing legislative districts, 44 states count
prisoners as residing in their prison, not their prior home—but do not let them vote. All across the country, state
and local legislators know that a decline in prison population means a decline in their district’s population for
election purposes, putting their seats at risk of redistricting. Moreover, there is a particularly stark partisan bent to
this distortion. Prisoners are disproportionately people of color from cities, which suggests they are
disproportionately Democrats. Prisons are increasingly located in more conservative rural areas. This “prison
gerrymandering” thus inflates Republican statehouse representation while simultaneously suppressing Democratic
turnout, creating a powerful partisan resistance to deep changes. All of these responses are perfectly rational. Yet
so far, no effort has been made to address these and other defects that politicians and various interest groups
exploit. Reform efforts have opted to capitalize on favorable conditions (low crime, high prison populations,
soaring costs) to push reform bills through the same broken system that gave us mass incarceration and mass
punishment in the first place. As long as these political incentives remain in place, it will not take

much of a rise in crime, whatever its causes, to see reforms start to crumble.
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Harm – Rights Extensions
*1. The U.S. Supreme Court affirms that money bail is constitutional.
ABC Admin 2019
(ABC Admin, “BREAKING: U.S. Supreme Court Affirms Constitutionality of Money Bail and Bail Schedules,”
American Bail Coalition, April 1, 2019, https://ambailcoalition.org/breaking-u-s-supreme-court-affirmsconstitutionality-of-money-bail-and-bail-schedules/, AP)

In denying certiorari the Supreme Court has upheld the decision of the U.S. Court of Appeals
for the Eleventh Circuit. In simple terms, this means that monetary bail and the use of
monetary bail schedules meets constitutional muster. That is not to say that all uses of a schedule are
constitutional—adequate due process review of the bails must occur within a matter of two to three days. “It is a
great day, but it has been a long, expensive road to get here,” said ABC Executive Director Jeff Clayton. “We

knew from the beginning these cases were about due process more than excessive bail, and
we were proven correct today. I would like to thank our ABC member and supporting companies, the
Georgia Association of Professional Bondsmen, the City of Calhoun, Georgia, and of course our stellar legal team
lead by former U.S. Solicitor General Paul Clement.” For now, four years of wreaking havoc on

America’s bail system by litigation bullying has finally come to end. The message is as simple as it
was after the City of Varden case, the first of these to be filed and the same order upon which the City of Calhoun
based its new standing order on bail—get people in front of a judge in a matter of hours and not days or weeks or
you will have a constitutional due process problem. The idea that there is some right to an affordable

bail or that there is wealth-based discrimination caused by the schedules is something that
was rejected today by the U.S. Supreme Court.

*2. New York proves that ending money bail threatens public safety.
Schuppe 2020
(Jon Schuppe, “Fair or dangerous? Days after ending cash bail, New York has second thoughts,” Jan. 7, 2020,
https://www.nbcnews.com/news/crime-courts/fair-or-dangerous-days-after-ending-cash-bail-new-yorkn1111346, AP)
Across the state, opponents of the new law have publicized cases of suspects set free ─ a serial
bank robber, a repeat burglar, a man accused of manslaughter, an alleged hit-and-run drunk driver ─ which they

say demonstrate how doing away with bail allows dangerous criminals to remain on the
streets. Perhaps the most notorious case is that of Tiffany Harris, a Brooklyn woman who was
released after she was alleged to have hit three Jewish women in a bias attack, only to be
arrested the next day and accused of an assault on another woman. The earlier assault came amid
a string of anti-Semitic incidents in the New York region, including a knife attack at a Hanukkah celebration and a
mass shooting at a kosher grocery store. The incidents focused pressure on elected leaders to do more to fight
hate crimes.
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*3. The risk assessments that replace money bail are unconstitutional under the equal
protection clause.
Harvard Law Review 2019
(“S.B. 10, 2017–2018 Leg., Reg. Sess. (Cal. 2018),” Harvard Law Review, May 10, 2019, 132 Harv. L. Rev. 2098,
https://harvardlawreview.org/2019/05/s-b-10-2017-2018-leg-reg-sess-cal-2018/, AP)
Where the implementation of the California money-bail system is unconstitutional under the Due Process Clause
because it commits poor folks to de facto pretrial detention, the new California pretrial detention law is

unconstitutional under the Equal Protection Clause because it detains people based on where
they were arrested. Courts have identified the right to bodily integrity as fundamental.
Freedom of bodily integrity is roughly commensurate with an individual’s right to autonomy over decisions about
their own body. One source of the fundamental nature of the right to bodily integrity is the normative principle
that all people be considered equal. This element of the right undergirds the impermissibility of

arbitrary treatment of such rights. As a result, the Court does not substantiate arbitrary
restrictions that implicate fundamental rights if the distinction is “unreasoned.” Just as states
cannot deprive poor people of the access to criminal appeals when their bodily integrity is at
stake without reason, neither can states permit variable jurisdictional rules that provide
differential access to pretrial liberty based solely on location of arrest. In Griffin v. Illinois, the
Court remarked that there was no rational relationship between a “defendant’s guilt or innocence” and their
ability to pay costs in advance of trial. Under S.B. 10, there is similarly no rational relationship between the
location of arrest and safety and flight — the purported interests underlying pretrial detention decisions. Even if
the Court does not always apply strict scrutiny to cases where the freedom of bodily integrity is at issue in the
substantive due process context, the Court has a robust history of assessing the deprivation of rights it deems to
be fundamental, including procreation and voting, stringently under the Equal Protection Clause. The Court has
required some kind of heightened government justification in numerous cases where state actions have treated
similarly situated people differently with respect to their personal liberty. To survive the court’s scrutiny when a
fundamental right is at issue, a compelling government interest is required. A compelling government

interest for the purposes of equal protection cannot be justified solely by efficiency, as the
“desire for speed is not a general excuse for ignoring equal protection guarantees.” With respect to pretrial
detention, there may be no constitutional right to a particular process, but once a state creates a system

“as the means to implement its power to” restrict pretrial freedoms, the state has an
obligation to allow access to the process in a nonarbitrary manner. S.B. 10 provides leeway
for risk assessment tools to include race and gender data — or to use location as a proxy for
race — and to quantify individuals’ risk levels based on generalized statistics related to
identity and location rather than criminal conduct. As a result, the system will permit the
fundamental right to bodily integrity to be allocated inequitably for similarly situated people.
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4. U.S. hegemony is declining – policies to increase hegemony are dangerous, fail, and
cause more destabilization.
Faris 2019
(David Faris, associate professor of political science at Roosevelt University, “The dangerous myth of American
hegemony,” May 17, 2019, https://theweek.com/articles/841854/dangerous-myth-american-hegemony, VY)
The Trump administration unveiled plans recently to send as many as 120,000 troops to Iran if American forces are
attacked or if work on a nuclear weapons program is resumed. This stunning revelation, in the absence of any real
provocation from Tehran, has justifiably caused great alarm for anyone who doesn't want to see the United States
stumble into another ruinous war in the Middle East. It also should worry us about the overall trajectory of
American foreign policy, as the U.S. looks increasingly like it is in dangerous decline — drunk on

vanishing power, fearful of a reshuffling of hierarchies, and driven by emotional decisionmaking and irrational fears. The United States today seems incapable of correctly appraising
how its power to coerce other actors in the international system is diminishing. The wars in
Afghanistan and Iraq waged this century not only failed to achieve even the most charitable
interpretations of their objectives, but also further destabilized the region, empowered hostile
actors like Iran, and should have confirmed for any sane observer that the United States lacks
the ability to transform distant societies with military force. Yet President Trump's
administration continues to conduct foreign policy as if the United States is still the
undisputed hegemon of a unipolar world, as it was in the decade following the collapse of the Soviet
Union. Indeed, the administration's general attitude seems lifted directly from "The Unipolar Moment," a
prominent Foreign Affairs essay written by the late Charles Krauthammer back in 1990. "The center of world
power is the unchallenged superpower, the United States, attended by its Western allies," he wrote. He warned
ominously of "the emergence of a new strategic environment, marked by the rise of small aggressive states armed
with weapons of mass destruction and possessing the means to deliver them," and urged America to aggressively
confront them in order to maintain its dominion over the world.

68

2NC/1NR

Money Bail Negative - Harm – Economy

Harm – Economy Extensions
*1. Eliminating bail hurt public safety and would decimate a $2-billion industry,
passing off costs to the taxpayer.
Ulloa 2019
(By Jazmine Ulloa, “California’s historic overhaul of cash bail is now on hold, pending a 2020 referendum,” Los
Angeles Times, Jan. 16, 2019, https://www.latimes.com/politics/la-pol-ca-bail-overhaul-referendum-20190116story.html, AP)

Bail groups fought the legislation since it was first proposed three years ago, saying it would
result in the release of violent offenders to the streets and decimate a $2-billion national
industry, including 3,200 bail agents registered in the state. A day after Brown signed the law, a national
coalition of bail agency groups launched its referendum drive, raising about $3 million and
collecting more than enough signatures to qualify the measure in just two months. “We’re grateful to the
hundreds of thousands of voters who signed petitions so quickly to qualify this referendum for the ballot,” Cesar E.
McGuire, director of Bail Hotline Bail Bonds, said in a statement. “In passing this misguided bill, the

Legislature ignored not only public safety and justice, but a fundamental of the criminal
justice system — defendants must appear at trial for justice to be served.”
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*2. Eliminating money bail and moving to risk assessment-based decision-making
leads to increased pretrial detention based on race.
Abare 2018
(Robert Abare, “By eliminating cash bail, California could exacerbate inequities in the justice system,” Urban Wire:
the blog of the Urban Institute, September 7, 2018, https://www.urban.org/urban-wire/eliminating-cash-bailcalifornia-could-exacerbate-inequities-justice-system, AP)

Under the cash bail system, almost everyone accused of a crime had the ability, at least in
theory, to obtain pretrial release. Getting rid of the problematic role of cash bail is important,
but many see it as part of a larger project to reduce the use of pretrial detention in general.
Advocates are concerned that the combination of risk assessment–based decisionmaking and
the greater discretion granted to local courts to use preventive pretrial detention will lead to
increased rates of pretrial detention and continue or worsen racial disparity in those rates. So
it’s not that they opposed eliminating cash bail but that they didn’t see its replacement as the improvement that
needed to happen. Some advocates instead prefer to rely on release hearings where prosecutors must make a
case regarding the risk of release, and that these hearings be based on the presumption of release, which is not
the case under the California legislation. And if pretrial risk assessments are used, advocates want them to be used
transparently, and in a way that doesn’t recommend detention or increase racial disparities. Maryland reduced

its reliance on cash bail through reforms that increased consideration of risk and presumption
of release before trial. There are some early indications that Maryland’s reforms, for
example, have led to an increase in pretrial detention. How will bail reform affect current disparities in
the justice system? Pretrial risk assessments take a number of factors into consideration to determine how likely a
person is to fail to appear in court and/or commit offenses if released pretrial. They often include factors like
criminal history, the nature of the charges, prior failure to appear in court, employment, and drug use. Many of

these factors intersect with ongoing racial disparities in California and across the country.
And while these factors can be attributed to individuals’ actions, they can also be attributed
to what the justice system itself is doing. When predicting the likelihood of an arrest, for instance, it’s
easy to forget that an arrest is a coproduced outcome. Who gets arrested is related to what
an individual does, but it’s also related to policing—where police patrol and who is and who isn’t being
watched. Bail reform could potentially worsen racial disparities in the justice system, but it
remains to be seen whether it will do so more or less than the cash bail system did.
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3. During economic decline, countries are more likely to end rivalries and turn towards
cooperation.
Clary 15
(Clary, Christopher, Ph.D. political science from MIT, “Economic Stress and International Cooperation: Evidence
from International Rivalries,” April 22, 2015, MIT Political Science Department Research Paper No. 2015-8.
https://ssrn.com/abstract=2597712, VY)
Do economic downturns generate pressure for diversionary conflict? Or might downturns encourage
austerity and economizing behavior in foreign policy? This paper provides new evidence that

economic stress is associated with conciliatory policies between strategic rivals. For states
that view each other as military threats, the biggest step possible toward bilateral
cooperation is to terminate the rivalry by taking political steps to manage the competition.
Drawing on data from 109 distinct rival dyads since 1950, 67 of which terminated, the evidence
suggests rivalries were approximately twice as likely to terminate during economic
downturns than they were during periods of economic normalcy. This is true controlling for
all of the main alternative explanations for peaceful relations between foes (democratic status,
nuclear weapons possession, capability imbalance, common enemies, and international systemic changes), as well
as many other possible confounding variables. This research questions existing theories claiming that

economic downturns are associated with diversionary war, and instead argues that in certain
circumstances peace may result from economic troubles.
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Solvency Extensions
Bail policy is determined by state and local jurisdictions and is greatly influenced by
state supreme court rulings and support of local stakeholders, this means that a
federal one-size-fits-all policy would be less effective reform.
Doyle et al. 2019
(Colin Doyle, Chiraag Bains, Brook Hopkins, Criminal Justice Policy Program, Harvard Law School, “Bail Reform: A
Guide for State and Local Policymakers,” February 2019, http://cjpp.law.harvard.edu/assets/BailReform_WEB.pdf,
VY)

Washington, D.C. and Kentucky have been pioneers of pretrial reform for decades. Both
jurisdictions have eliminated the commercial bail bond industry, have robust pretrial services
agencies, and rely on risk assessment tools to inform release decisions. Recent Changes, Promising
Outcomes New Jersey, Cook County, Illinois, and Santa Clara County, California have all dramatically overhauled
their pretrial processes in recent years, increasing pretrial release, reducing or eliminating reliance on money bail,
and adopting risk assessment instruments to guide judicial decisionmaking. With the support of local

stakeholders and engagement with civic groups, each of these three jurisdictions has
reshaped its pretrial processes from top to bottom. Although reform is still ongoing in each jurisdiction,
the short-term outcomes are positive. Reform without Algorithms Although much of the discussion over bail
reform centers on algorithmic risk assessment tools, procedural protections against unnecessary pretrial detention
are integral to reform. New Mexico and Maryland have recently implemented legislation and court rules that
promote pretrial release and reduce reliance on money bail. Snapshots of Local Innovation Much of the

reporting on pretrial reform focuses on state legislation and state supreme court rulings and
rules. But some localities have improved pretrial justice independent of statewide authority.
This section captures how Milwaukee and Dane Counties, Wisconsin; City and County of Denver and Mesa County,
Colorado; and Multnomah and Yamhill Counties, Oregon have independently reformed pretrial justice in their
communities by methods that include investing in pretrial services, finding cost-effective ways to increase court
appearance rates, and empirically evaluating risk assessment tools. Each of the jurisdictions studied continues to
work to improve their pretrial practices, and none should be understood as a complete and perfected model of
reform.

72

Predictive Policing Affirmative
Currently, numerous police departments (big and small) across America use “big data” or all the data
collected on people (address, race, friends on social media, job, 911 calls, arrest records, etc.) and the
crime data on locations and communities to inform their decisions of who, when, and where to more
closely police. For example, the data may show there are more arrests after a big sporting event (e.g.
the big debate meet) or on a Friday night. They build their policing strategies around these predictions,
so it is called “Predictive Policing.”
The first contention focuses on discrimination. Because policing is historically focused on poor and
minority communities that are considered “more dangerous,” the data used to make these predictions
will always instruct police to police these areas heavily. The big data analysis indicate communities of
color are arrested more frequently, which is only true because of the existing discrimination in our
police data. These predictions increase the policing in communities of color and give police departments
data to hide behind (“it’s not discrimination, it’s based on facts and data”). This over-policing leads to
mass incarceration based on race and socio-economic status causing great inequality that destabilizes
the economy.
The second contention focuses on privacy. Police departments collecting, analyzing, and utilizing any
personal data they can gather in the name of “safety” erodes the privacy of citizens. Protecting privacy is
important in a democracy. People need to be able to freely learn, explore, and protest ideas without
fear.
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Contention 1: Inherency
Police use of big data to predict crime, or predictive policing, is increasing, despite
having no significant effect on crime.
The Economist interviewing Ferguson 2018
(An excerpt and interview with Andrew Ferguson, author of “The Rise of Big Data Policing,” a former public
defender and now professor at the University of the District of Columbia; “How data-driven policing threatens
human freedom;” Jun 4th 2018, https://www.economist.com/open-future/2018/06/04/how-data-driven-policingthreatens-human-freedom, VY)
The Economist: How pervasive is the use of tech in policing—how different is the day-to-day work of police officers
today as opposed to 20 or 30 years ago? Mr Ferguson: Technology is shaping where police patrol,

whom they target, and how they investigate crime. More than 60 American police
departments use some form of “predictive policing” to guide their day-to-day operations. In
Los Angeles, this means that police follow patrols based on computer-forecast crime hot-spots. In Chicago, an
algorithmically derived “heat list” ranks people at risk of becoming victims or perpetrators of
gun violence. The result is that police prioritise particular places and people for additional contacts and
monitoring. In addition, new surveillance technologies—including police body cameras, automated licence-plate
readers, Stingray cell phone trackers and high-definition surveillance cameras—provide powerful monitoring tools.

All of this technology changes how officers see the communities they patrol and the citizens
they police. The technology also changes the job of policing, forcing officers to become data
collectors and analysts as they act on real-time inputs and assessments. The Economist: Does bigdata policing work? Has it made people less likely to be victims of crime? Mr Ferguson: The jury is still out on
effectiveness. The scientific studies are few in number and largely inconclusive. In some cities
crime rates have trended down with the introduction of new technologies, but in others there has been no
significant effect. Crime rates correlate with a host of economic and environmental forces that make it difficult
to demonstrate any causal connection with a specific technology. But really, the benefit of big-data
policing for police departments is political. New technology gives police chiefs an answer to the age-old
question asked by every politician in every community forum: “Chief, what are you doing about crime?” They now
have a progressive-sounding, technologically inspired answer: “We are using a new black-box technology to
predict and deter crime.” Whether it works is secondary to having a response to the otherwise

unanswerable (and somewhat unfair) question that every police chief faces.

Thus the plan: The United States federal government
should enact substantial criminal justice reform in the
United States by ending predictive policing.
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Contention 2: Harm – Discrimination
A. Even “race-neutral” predictive policing runs on biased data and targets
communities of color.
Isaac and Dixon 2017
(William Isaac, Ph.D. Candidate in Political Science, Michigan State University, is a statistical consultant for the
Human Rights Data Analysis Group (HRDAG); Andi Dixon, Ph.D. Student in Communications, Columbia University, is
a policy analyst for the Human Rights Data Analysis Group (HRDAG); “Why big-data analysis of police activity is
inherently biased,” May 9, 2017, http://theconversation.com/why-big-data-analysis-of-police-activity-isinherently-biased-72640, VY, **2-page card**)
In early 2017, Chicago Mayor Rahm Emanuel announced a new initiative in the city’s ongoing battle with violent
crime. The most common solutions to this sort of problem involve hiring more police officers or working more
closely with community members. But Emanuel declared that the Chicago Police Department would

expand its use of software, enabling what is called “predictive policing,” particularly in
neighborhoods on the city’s south side. The Chicago police will use data and computer analysis to identify
neighborhoods that are more likely to experience violent crime, assigning additional police patrols in those areas.
In addition, the software will identify individual people who are expected to become – but have yet to be – victims
or perpetrators of violent crimes. Officers may even be assigned to visit those people to warn them against
committing a violent crime. Any attempt to curb the alarming rate of homicides in Chicago is laudable. But the
city’s new effort seems to ignore evidence, including recent research from members of our policing study
team at the Human Rights Data Analysis Group, that predictive policing tools reinforce, rather than

reimagine, existing police practices. Their expanded use could lead to further targeting of
communities or people of color. Working with available data At its core, any predictive model or algorithm
is a combination of data and a statistical process that seeks to identify patterns in the numbers. This can include
looking at police data in hopes of learning about crime trends or recidivism. But a useful outcome depends not
only on good mathematical analysis: It also needs good data. That’s where predictive policing often
falls short. Machine-learning algorithms learn to make predictions by analyzing patterns in an initial training data
set and then look for similar patterns in new data as they come in. If they learn the wrong signals from
the data, the subsequent analysis will be lacking. This happened with a Google initiative called “Flu
Trends,” which was launched in 2008 in hopes of using information about people’s online searches to spot disease
outbreaks. Google’s systems would monitor users’ searches and identify locations where many people were
researching various flu symptoms. In those places, the program would alert public health authorities that more
people were about to come down with the flu. But the project failed to account for the potential for periodic
changes in Google’s own search algorithm. In an early 2012 update, Google modified its search tool to suggest a
diagnosis when users searched for terms like “cough” or “fever.” On its own, this change increased the number of
searches for flu-related terms. But Google Flu Trends interpreted the data as predicting a flu outbreak twice as big
as federal public health officials expected and far larger than what actually happened. Criminal justice data are
biased The failure of the Google Flu Trends system was a result of one kind of flawed data – information biased by
factors other than what was being measured. It’s much harder to identify bias in criminal justice prediction
models. In part, this is because police data aren’t collected uniformly, and in part it’s because what data police
track reflect longstanding institutional biases along income, race and gender lines. While police data often are
described as representing “crime,” that’s not quite accurate. Crime itself is a largely hidden social phenomenon
that happens anywhere a person violates a law. What are called “crime data” usually tabulate specific events that
aren’t necessarily lawbreaking – like a 911 call – or that are influenced by existing police priorities, like arrests of
people suspected of particular types of crime, or reports of incidents seen when patrolling a particular
neighborhood. Neighborhoods with lots of police calls aren’t necessarily the same places the most crime is
happening. They are, rather, where the most police attention is – though where that attention focuses can often
be biased by gender and racial factors. It’s not possible to remove the bias Some researchers have argued that
machine learning algorithms can address systemic biases by designing “neutral” models that don’t take into
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account sensitive variables like race or gender. But while it may seem possible in hypothetical situations, it doesn’t
appear to be the case in real life. Our recent study, by Human Rights Data Analysis Group’s Kristian Lum and
William Isaac, found that predictive policing vendor PredPol’s purportedly race-neutral

algorithm targeted black neighborhoods at roughly twice the rate of white neighborhoods
when trained on historical drug crime data from Oakland, California. We found similar results
when analyzing the data by income group, with low-income communities targeted at
disproportionately higher rates compared to high-income neighborhoods. But estimates – created
from public health surveys and population models – suggest illicit drug use in Oakland is roughly equal across racial
and income groups. If the algorithm were truly race-neutral, it would spread drug-fighting police
attention evenly across the city. Similar evidence of racial bias was found by ProPublica’s investigative
reporters when they looked at COMPAS, an algorithm predicting a person’s risk of committing a crime, used in bail
and sentencing decisions in Broward County, Florida, and elsewhere around the country. These systems learn

only what they are presented with; if those data are biased, their learning can’t help but be
biased too.

76

1AC

Predictive Policing Affirmative - Harm – Discrimination

B. Over-policing of minority neighborhoods exacerbates economic inequality.
Ellison 2015
(Keith Ellison, “The link between police tactics and economic conditions cannot be ignored,” 8 Jun 2015,
https://www.theguardian.com/commentisfree/2015/jun/08/police-tactics-economic-conditions-republicanpolicies, VY, **2-page card**)

A recent study by the American Civil Liberties Union found that blacks and Native Americans
in Minneapolis are nine times more likely to be arrested for low-level offenses than whites.
The study was released two weeks after 10-year-old Taye Montegomery was pepper sprayed while peacefully
protesting against police brutality in Minneapolis. “At least I got maced and not shot,” Taye said. Taye’s not being
overly dramatic: young black men are 21 times more likely to be shot by police than young white men in US. The
fatal encounter between Officer Wilson and Michael Brown on Canfield Drive in Ferguson, Missouri didn’t take
place in a vacuum. Freddie Gray wasn’t the first black man thrown in the back of a van in Sandtown. Eric Garner
wasn’t selling loosie cigarettes for fun. Harsh police tactics in black communities and a history of high rates of
unemployment and poverty go hand in hand. During nearly 250 years of slavery and 100 years of Jim Crow
segregation, the US government and big corporations cut African Americans out of the
economy. In the last 30 years, led by President Reagan and the Gingrich Republicans, something just as harmful
happened: the systematic economic abandonment of black neighborhoods. The number of lowincome people in Ferguson doubled in the last 10 years. Unemployment in Freddie Gray’s neighborhood was over
50% between 2008-2012. The inequality ratio, a number measuring income distribution, in Tamir Rice’s Cleveland
grew at a faster pace from 2012 to 2013 than in any other major city. Leaders in Washington and around

the country should have responded to the growing crisis in African American neighborhoods
by creating jobs, repairing infrastructure, avoiding bad trade deals that offshored good-paying jobs
in many urban areas and investing in our kids. Instead Congress and state legislatures built prisons,
passed trade agreements that sent jobs overseas, gave police weapons designed for
warzones and passed laws that increased de facto segregation. The failed war on drugs
tripled the number of people in prison, even as crime rates in the US fell to the lowest levels in a
generation. Nearly 1.5m African American men are in prison and missing from society due, in
large part, to a criminal justice system that locks them up and limits their options upon
release. Cities, starved of funding by austerity-obsessed leaders in Washington and state capitols, write tickets
and charge fees for residents already struggling to avoid hunger and eviction. Crimes like loitering, spitting,
jay-walking – many of which have been de facto legalized in affluent communities – are
frequently used today to harass and imprison people of color. Working in high poverty areas doesn’t
excuse officers who use excessive force, but police officers are dealt an unfair hand: communities with inadequate
and unaffordable housing, few jobs and weak schools need more help than even the best-trained police service.
Police officers can’t help people make ends meet at the end of the month. But the biggest lie in American
politics is that we fought a war on poverty and poverty won. In truth, Republicans elected around the
country in the 1980s starved programs to end poverty. Instead they made choices to keep “law and
order” in ways that exacerbated the problems facing low-income communities. Conservative
leaders today continue to pass budgets that won’t even support the status quo, much less move the needle on
providing housing and jobs. Creating opportunities in these neighborhoods isn’t rocket science: we need to invest
in resources for jobs programs, in creating the environment for job creation in communities of color, in high quality
education and in affordable housing. We must raise wages, provide public service jobs and apprenticeship
programs. Our nation isn’t broke. We have wealth but, unlike other countries, we provide generous benefits to
those who are better off, rather than those who are struggling. In America, we have socialism for the rich and
capitalism for the poor. Talk to anyone in these neighborhoods and they know that their communities need public
and private investments to grow. But leaders in Congress and state houses around the country are ignoring the
needs of people in low income communities because they’re cut out of our political process. The United States has
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one of the largest voting gaps by income in the developed world. Around 48% percent of Americans make under
$50,000 a year, but only 36% of them voted in 2012. Meanwhile, 80% of people making $150,000 or more voted in
that same election. The wealthiest among us don’t just gain influence through campaign donations: they show up
to the polls more often as well, which impacts outcomes. Is it any wonder why Washington keeps cutting taxes for
the rich? But there’s hope. A recent 30-year study of all 50 states found that, when people vote, politicians listen.
States with above-average turnout had higher minimum wages, lower income inequality, better health care and
stronger consumer protections. If communities organize to elect leaders who want to use proven

strategies to reduce poverty, raise wages and expand economic opportunity, we can start to
address the biggest cause of over-policing. Grassroots organizations like the Black Lives Matter
movement and other campaigns to raise wages and pass immigration reform are already proving how powerful
the people who politicians normally ignore can be if they work together for change. We can’t wait another 30
years and just hope that the systemic poverty upheld by Republican policies goes away on its own.
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C. Economic inequality slows the entire economy and unravels political stability.
Ingraham, citing a U.N. study, 2020
(Christopher Ingraham, “U.N. warns that runaway inequality is destabilizing the world’s democracies,” Feb. 11,
2020, https://www.washingtonpost.com/business/2020/02/11/income-inequality-un-destabilizing/, VY)

The U.N. report notes, however, that rampant inequality is harmful even to people at the top
of income and wealth distributions. Unequal societies “grow more slowly and are less
successful at sustaining economic growth,” as numerous studies have shown. As economic
conditions deteriorate in lower and middle classes, we may get to a point where a critical
mass of the population can no longer afford the iPhones and cool apps and free shipping that
are driving our economy, causing a recession. In the end, the trouble with capitalism may be that
eventually you run out of other people’s money. The U.N. report is unusually clear-eyed on the power dynamics
underlying today’s inequality struggles. “People in positions of power tend to capture political processes,
particularly in contexts of high and growing inequality,” the report states. “Efforts to reduce inequality will
inevitably challenge the interests of certain individuals and groups. At their core, they affect the balance of
power.” This observation is extremely useful for understanding the current debate. The winners of the modern
winner-take-all economy often protest that the distribution of money is not a zero-sum game. The rank-and-file
may be getting a smaller piece of the American pie, but if that pie is much bigger than it used to be, they may still
be better off than they were 40 years ago. But while preaching nonzero-sum thinking, those winners have also
taken a ruthlessly zero-sum approach to rewriting the rules of the economy to their own benefit. Corporations and
their wealthy leaders have lobbied extensively, and successfully, to reduce their tax burdens, weaken the social
safety net, undermine the power of their workers and increase their influence in the policymaking process. The

net result has been a massive transfer of wealth and power from the poor and the middle
class to those at the top. When the rich shape a country’s institutions in their own image and to their own
benefit, it’s little wonder that trust in those institutions declines, as it has in the United States.
That lack of trust creates a vacuum for authoritarian and nativist regimes to take root,
according to the United Nations. “The central message of populist movements has historically been that the
common people are being exploited by a privileged elite, and that radical institutional change is required to avoid
such exploitation,” according to the report. But research shows the history of populist regimes since

1990 has primarily been one of corruption, self-dealing, worsening inequality and political
violence.
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D. Economic decline leads to global war
Tonnesson 2015
(Stein Tønnesson, Department of Peace and Conflict Research, Uppsala University, Sweden, and Peace Research
Institute Oslo (PRIO), Norway, “Deterrence, interdependence and Sino–US peace,” Feb. 11, 2020, International
Area Studies Review 2015, Vol. 18(3) 297–311,
https://pdfs.semanticscholar.org/6601/c75092839c5e8d5ff2c476da603ec8551e68.pdf, VY)
Several recent works on China and Sino–US relations have made substantial contributions to the current
understanding of how and under what circumstances a combination of nuclear deterrence and economic
interdependence may reduce the risk of war between major powers. At least four conclusions can be drawn from
the review above: first, those who say that interdependence may both inhibit and drive conflict are right.

Interdependence raises the cost of conflict for all sides but asymmetrical or unbalanced
dependencies and negative trade expectations may generate tensions leading to trade wars
among inter-dependent states that in turn increase the risk of military conflict (Copeland, 2015:
1, 14, 437; Roach, 2014). The risk may increase if one of the interdependent countries is governed
by an inward-looking socio-economic coalition (Solingen, 2015); second, the risk of war between China
and the US should not just be analysed bilaterally but include their allies and partners. Third party countries could
drag China or the US into confrontation; third, in this context it is of some comfort that the three main economic
powers in Northeast Asia (China, Japan and South Korea) are all deeply integrated economically through
production networks within a global system of trade and finance (Ravenhill, 2014; Yoshimatsu, 2014: 576); and
fourth, decisions for war and peace are taken by very few people, who act on the basis of their
future expectations. International relations theory must be supplemented by foreign policy analysis in order
to assess the value attributed by national decision-makers to economic development and their assessments of
risks and opportunities. If leaders on either side of the Atlantic begin to seriously fear or

anticipate their own nation’s decline then they may blame this on external dependence,
appeal to anti-foreign sentiments, contemplate the use of force to gain respect or credibility,
adopt protectionist policies, and ultimately refuse to be deterred by either nuclear arms or
prospects of socioeconomic calamities. Such a dangerous shift could happen abruptly, i.e.
under the instigation of actions by a third party – or against a third party. Yet as long as there is both nuclear
deterrence and interdependence, the tensions in East Asia are unlikely to escalate to war. As Chan (2013) says, all
states in the region are aware that they cannot count on support from either China or the US if they make
provocative moves. The greatest risk is not that a territorial dispute leads to war under present

circumstances but that changes in the world economy alter those circumstances in ways that
render inter-state peace more precarious. If China and the US fail to rebalance their financial
and trading relations (Roach, 2014) then a trade war could result, interrupting transnational
production networks, provoking social distress, and exacerbating nationalist emotions. This
could have unforeseen consequences in the field of security, with nuclear deterrence
remaining the only factor to protect the world from Armageddon, and unreliably so.
Deterrence could lose its credibility: one of the two great powers might gamble that the other yield in a
cyber-war or conventional limited war, or third party countries might engage in conflict with each other, with a
view to obliging Washington or Beijing to intervene.
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Contention 3: Harm – Privacy
A. Predictive policing and big police data threaten the privacy of citizens.
Meijer and Wessels 2019
(Albert Meijer &Martijn Wessels, both School of Governance, Utrecht University, Utrecht, Netherlands, “Predictive
Policing: Review of Benefits and Drawbacks,” Published online: 12 Feb 2019,
https://doi.org/10.1080/01900692.2019.1575664, VY)
Next, to the practical issues that are accompanying the administration of predictive
algorithms, more fundamental concerns regarding privacy and ethics are raised. Edwards and
Urquhart (2016) review whether the usage of open source and social media data by law enforcement agencies
should be permitted and to what extent the digital identity of citizens is protected. The authors raise the

question to what extent the digital footprint of citizens (e.g. what citizens share on social
media and the data that can be collected such as our movements with public transport) is
private and whether it can be used unconditionally. De Hert and Lammerant (2016) discuss tensions
between the profiling of individuals in society and legal safeguards, as these are often loosened to resolve these
tensions. Even tough jurisprudence on privacy is very clear in the legal limits of predictive profiling, there
remain little cases which makes it hard to set precise boundaries what is eligible. This conclusion
is underlined by Costanzo, D’Onofrio, and Friedl (2015), as they argue that legislation is important to retain

trust between citizens and governments as there should be a balance between the utilization
of big data and the privacy of citizens. If there are no clear boundaries citizens might develop
a profound sense of mistrust towards governments as they are unaware whether, and to
what extent, they are monitored (Inayatullah, 2013; Schlehahn et al., 2015).

B. Protecting privacy in the age of big data is necessary to protect democracy.
Boehme-Neßler 2016
(Boehme-Neßler, Volker, Department of Law, Economics, Software Engineering, Carl von Ossietzky Universitat
Oldenburg (Germany). “Privacy: a matter of democracy. Why democracy needs privacy and data protection.”
(2016). International Data Privacy Law. Volume 6, number 3.
https://www.researchgate.net/publication/305647603_Privacy_a_matter_of_democracy_Why_democracy_needs
_privacy_and_data_protection, VY)

Privacy is not only an arbitrary cultural and legal concept. It is an anthropological constant
and a psychological necessity. It is a complex process of selectively managing access to one’s self. Without a
minimum of privacy people can’t survive. They will suffer from a particular kind of psychological burn-out. Besides
this individual aspect, privacy also is a necessary condition for democracy. Democracy needs

citizens with democratic skills. These are people with autonomous thinking, openness to
other interests and opinions and a minimum of civil courage. Without privacy it is impossible
to develop these valuable qualities. So democracy needs democrats. But democrats can’t be
educated without privacy. (Constitutional) Law must do everything to protect privacy. Even if
Big Data seems to be the end of privacy, law and politics have to save privacy by all means. In
the long run there will be no democracy without privacy. Doing nothing is not an option for
democratic law and politics. If they do not take care of privacy, the rules will be made by others. The
software developers all over the world are continuously writing the code, that shapes the Internet – and the world.
And the code will not be democratic.
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C. U.S. democracy is necessary to prevent large-scale wars.
Epstein et al. 2007
(Susan B. Epstein, Nina M. Serafino, and Francis T. Miko, Specialists in Foreign Policy, Foreign Affairs, Defense, and
Trade Division, “Democracy Promotion: Cornerstone of U.S. Foreign Policy?” CRS Report for Congress, December
26, 2007, https://fas.org/sgp/crs/row/RL34296.pdf, VY)

A common rationale offered by proponents of democracy promotion , including former Secretary of
State Madeleine Albright and current Secretary of State Condoleezza Rice, is that democracies do not go to
war with one another. This is sometimes referred to as the democratic peace theory. Experts
point to European countries, the United States, Canada, and Mexico as present-day
examples. According to President Clinton’s National Security Strategy of Engagement and Enlargement:
“Democracies create free markets that offer economic opportunity, make for more reliable
trading partners, and are far less likely to wage war on one another.” 22 Some have refined this
democracy peace theory by distinguishing between mature democracies and those in transition,
suggesting that mature democracies do not fight wars with each other, but that countries
transitioning toward democracy are more prone to being attacked (because of weak governmental institutions) or
being aggressive toward others. States that made transitions from an autocracy toward early stages of democracy
and were involved in hostilities soon after include France in the mid-1800s under Napoleon III, Prussia/Germany
under Bismarck (1870-1890), Chile shortly before the War of the Pacific in 1879, Serbia’s multiparty constitutional
monarchy before the Balkan Wars of the late 20th Century, and Pakistan’s military guided pseudo-democracy
before its wars with India in 1965 and 1971.23 The George W. Bush Administration asserts that democracy
promotion is a long-term antidote to terrorism. The Administration’s Strategy for Winning the War on
Terror asserts that inequality in political participation and access to wealth resources in a

country, lack of freedom of speech, and poor education all breed volatility. By promoting
basic human rights, freedoms of speech, religion, assembly, association and press, and by
maintaining order within their borders and providing an independent justice system, effective
democracies can defeat terrorism in the long run, according to the Bush White House.24 Another reason
given to encourage democracies (although debated by some experts) is the belief that democracies promote
economic prosperity. From this perspective, as the rule of law leads to a more stable society and
as equal economic opportunity for all helps to spur economic activity, economic growth,
particularly of per capita income, is likely to follow. In addition, a democracy under this scenario may be
more likely to be viewed by other countries as a good trading partner and by outside
investors as a more stable environment for investment, according to some experts. Moreover,
countries that have developed as stable democracies are viewed as being more likely to
honor treaties, according to some experts.25
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Contention 4: Solvency
Predictive Policing is an inherently flawed mathematical smoke-screen for police
departments. The predictions are built on dirty data using bad algorithms. Reform
can’t solve.
Greene 2019
(Tristan Greene, “Predictive policing is a scam that perpetuates systemic bias,” Feb 21, 2019,
https://thenextweb.com/artificial-intelligence/2019/02/21/predictive-policing-is-a-scam-that-perpetuatessystemic-bias/, VY, **2-page card**)
It’s difficult to tell whether wide-spread use of predictive policing AI is the result of capitalism or ignorance.
Perhaps it’s both. AI cannot predict crime; it’s ridiculous to think it could. What it can do is provide a

mathematical smoke-screen for unlawful police practices. And it does this very well,
according to AI experts. A team of researchers from the AI Now Institute recently investigated
thirteen police jurisdictions in the US that were utilizing predictive policing technology. At
least nine of them “appear to have used police data generated during periods when the
department was found to have engaged in various forms of unlawful and biased police
practices” according to their findings. Think about that for a second. Nine out of thirteen cop shops using AI to
predict crime are likely using data biased by illegal police practices. That’s the very definition of “inherent systemic
bias.” The scope of the problem How much rat feces is an acceptable amount in a glass of water you’re about to
drink? What if we mixed the rat feces-infused water with flour to make dough and baked bread sticks? Dirty data is
the rat feces of the machine learning world. In a society that respects law and order, there’s no acceptable amount
of dirty data in a black box system that directs law enforcement. But the real problem is ignorance. People seem to
think AI has mysterious fortune-telling powers. It does not. Artificial intelligence can predict the future no better
than a Magic 8-ball. In fact, it’s probably much worse than the toy because AI is directly and irrefutably influenced
by dirty data. At least the 8-ball gives you a fair shake. The point is: when AI systems predict, they’re guessing.
We’ll explain…. Say you create a neural network that predicts whether someone prefers chocolate or vanilla. You
train it on one million images of people’s faces. The computer has no idea which flavor each person prefers, but
you have a ground-truth list indicating the facts. You fire up your neural network and feed it some algorithms –
math that helps the machine figure out how to answer your query. The algorithms go to work and sort data until
the AI comes up with a two-sided list – you don’t give it the option to say “I don’t know” or “not enough data.” You
look over the results and determine it was correct 32 percent of the time. That simply won’t do. You tweak the
algorithm and run it again. And again. Until finally, your machine sorts the one million images into chocolate or
vanilla-lovers with an accuracy rating within tolerance. We’ll say “97 percent” is what you were going for. Your
neural network can now “determine with 97 percent accuracy whether a person likes chocolate or vanilla.” Alert
the media. Except, it can’t. It cannot tell whether a person likes chocolate or vanilla more. It’s an idiot system.
Artificial intelligence has no awareness. If you feed dirty data to a system, it will give you whatever results you
want. If you set out to find 500,000 women who prefer vanilla, and 500,000 men who prefer chocolate, and then
you purposely train your system with this obviously biased data: the AI will determine that it is a mathematical
certainty that 100 percent of all women prefer vanilla to chocolate. What’s dirty data? In the machine learning
world, dirty data is any data that is missing, corrupt, or based on misleading information. In the law enforcement
community this is any data that’s derived from illegal police practices. The AI Now research team wrote: Dirty

data—as we use the term here—also includes data generated from the arrest of innocent
people who had evidence planted on them or were otherwise falsely accused, in addition to
calls for service or incident reports that reflect false claims of criminal activity. In addition, dirty
data incorporates subsequent uses that further distort police records, such as the systemic
manipulation of crime statistics to try to promote particular public relations, funding, or
political outcomes. Importantly, data can be subject to multiple forms of manipulation at once,
which makes it extremely difficult, if not impossible, for systems trained on this data to
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detect and separate “good” data from “bad” data, especially when the data production process itself is
suspect. This challenge is notable considering that some prominent predictive policing vendors assume that the
problems of “dirty data” in policing can be isolated and repaired through classic mathematical, technological, or
statistical techniques. The findings For starters, let’s reiterate the fact that the researchers determined that nine
out of 13 jurisdictions they investigated were probably using dirty data to fuel prediction algorithms. That’s enough
to raise some eyebrows. But, on a larger scale, this isn’t just about certain law enforcement leaders not
understanding how AI works; it’s a problem with the entire concept of predictive policing. Crime data
is subjective. As the AI Now team put it, “even calling this information, ‘data,’ could be considered a misnomer,
since ‘data’ implies some type of consistent scientific measurement or approach.” In reality, precincts

utilizing predictive policing rely on third-party vendors’ software and systems and they have
little or no control over how the data they (the precincts) provide will be interpreted.
Companies selling these magic prediction systems, by and large, market their products to politicians and police
leaders with guarantees of accuracy, but don’t usually disclose the inner workings of their systems. Remember the
chocolate or vanilla example? That’s what these AI startups do. The Washington University Law Review also
investigated predictive policing. In a paper published in 2017, it wrote about an initiative in Kansas City using AI to
predict which specific citizens were most likely to commit a crime: This initial process identified 120 individuals
who were contacted by police and informed that they had been identified as a cause of the violence in the city.
Police informed these predicted suspects that they would be held responsible for future violence, and advised
them of available social services. When these individuals did commit a crime, they were punished more severely.
Imagine receiving a harsher sentence than other people committing the same infraction because a computer
“predicted” you would break the law. Kansas City is currently in the midst of a police scandal. It’s safe to assume
there’s some dirty data in that mix somewhere. Chicago, Los Angeles, and New York were all found to
have used dirty data to power predictive policing systems. In New Orleans a company called Palantir
provided predictive policing software to police in secret. Taxpayers and politicians were kept in the dark
while law enforcement ran amok based on algorithmic insights built on dirty data. According to
a report from The Verge: In fact, key city council members and attorneys contacted by The Verge had no idea that
the city had any sort of relationship with Palantir, nor were they aware that Palantir used its program in New
Orleans to market its services to another law enforcement agency for a multimillion-dollar contract. The solution

There’s simply no way for vendors of predictive policing systems to compensate for bad data.
If historical crime data for a specific precinct contains missing, falsified, misleading, or biased
data then the results of predictions based on it will serve only to exacerbate the inherent bias
in the social system it’s applied to.
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Harm – Discrimination Extensions
1. Predictive policing increases policing and arrests in communities of color based on
racially biased data.
Edwards 2016
(By Ezekiel Edwards, Director, ACLU Criminal Law Reform Project; “Predictive Policing Software Is More Accurate at
Predicting Policing Than Predicting Crime,” August 31, 2016, https://www.aclu.org/blog/criminal-lawreform/reforming-police/predictive-policing-software-more-accurate-predicting, VY, **2-page card**)
Unfortunately, many predictions made by policing software don’t come true. This is because
predictive tools are only as good as the data they are fed. Put another way: garbage in, garbage out.
Data collected by police is notoriously bad (we don’t even know how many people police kill every year),

easily manipulated, glaringly incomplete, and too often undermined by racial bias. When you
feed a predictive tool contaminated data, it will produce polluted predictions. In fact, it
appears predictive policing software is more accurate at predicting policing than predicting
crime. Rather than informing us where criminals will be and when they will commit crimes,
these algorithms more reliably predict where the police will deploy. The root of these problems is
in the data. Since predictive policing depends on historical crime data, and crime data is both
incomplete (a large percentage of crime is unknown and/or unreported) and racially skewed
(take drug offenses, for example), it seems inescapable that resulting predictions made by
policing software will be inaccurate and arbitrary. Data woes aside, predictive policing can only be as
helpful or harmful as the practices of the police department using it. If a police department places a premium on
over-enforcement of low-level offenses over reducing communities’ entanglement in the criminal justice system,
or if its mindset is characterized by militarized aggression and not smart de-escalation, or if it dispenses with
constitutional protections against unreasonable searches and seizures and racial profiling when inconvenient,
then predictive tools will only increase community harm. And if that’s the case, they increase

community harm and should not be used. But police departments nationwide are interested
in implementing these practices despite scant evidence of reliability, with little public debate
or transparency, amid serious concerns about racial inequities. Those that do implement them are
shelling out cash to employ predictive policing technology marketed to them by private companies, such as
PredPol, IBM, Microsoft, Hitachi, and Palantir. The harmful consequences of relying on bad (and

secret) predictions in the context of policing are significant, including increased profiling of
individuals and communities, deploying police resources inefficiently, and creating deeper
fissures between police and the communities they are entrusted to protect. Flagging
individuals using predictive analytics also poses the serious risk to those individuals, and to
entire neighborhoods, of the police acting on a presumption of guilt by association. Given the
rising popularity of predictive policing in the absence of proof of its utility, the ACLU, along with several other civil
rights and technology organizations, has released a shared statement of civil rights and liberties concerns. Chief

among these concerns is that predictive policing as currently deployed will harm rather than
help communities of color. If there is one reliable prediction about our criminal justice system, it is that
unwarranted racial disparities infect every stage of the criminal law process. Time and again, analysis of stops,
frisks, searches, arrests, pretrial detentions, convictions, and sentencing reveal differential treatment of people of
color. From racial bias in stops and frisks in New York, Boston, and Baltimore, to unwarranted
disparities nationwide in arrests of Blacks and whites for marijuana possession (despite
comparable usage rates), to disparities in the enforcement of minor offenses in Minneapolis, New

Jersey, and Florida, as sure as the sun rises police will continue to enforce laws selectively
86

2AC

Predictive Policing Affirmative - Harm – Discrimination

against communities of color. The effect these disparities will have on predictive policing is, in
fact, the most predictable part of predictive policing. Racially biased discretionary decisions
will result in data points that the police will feed into predictive tools, which will in turn result
in predictions that will have nested within them those original racial disparities. As such, they
will likely compound the crisis of unequal and unfair treatment of communities of color under the inveigling
imprimatur of empiricism.

87

2AC

Predictive Policing Affirmative - Harm – Discrimination

2. Targeted police efforts make inequality worse and trap whole communities in a
cycle of poverty.
Human Rights Watch 2019
(Human Rights Watch, “US: How Abusive, Biased Policing Destroys Lives,” September 12, 2019,
https://www.hrw.org/news/2019/09/12/us-how-abusive-biased-policing-destroys-lives, VY)
Tulsa was the scene of devastating racial violence in 1921 when a mob of white people invaded the affluent black
community of Greenwood, looting and burning businesses, and killing hundreds. To this day, black Tulsans,
especially in North Tulsa, which includes Greenwood, experience significant poverty, high
unemployment, meager economic development, and segregated schools. This poverty
substantially impacts crime and policing; overaggressive policing contributes to the poverty. The high

rate of court debt owed by poor people in Tulsa is both a result of and a compounding factor
in the community’s high rates of poverty. The courts impose an array of fines, fees, and court
costs on those arrested and cited by police, many of which are used to fund the court system itself. Poor
people cannot pay, leading the courts to issue warrants for “failure to pay.” Police then
detain, search, and arrest people who are subject to these warrants. Arrest on the warrants
leads to further accumulation of debt. Arrests by Tulsa Police for failure to pay court costs is
one of the leading reasons for booking in the county jail. Community leaders in Tulsa have
pressed for changes and city officials have recognized that these disparities exist and
acknowledged complaints of abusive policing practices. Mayor GT Bynum has begun a process of
reform. However, the reforms so far fail to create adequate oversight and accountability mechanisms, and they
rarely mandate significant changes in policing practices. The city has crucial decisions to make about
the strength of its reform efforts, Human Rights Watch said. Changes in the conduct of policing are necessary, as is
an independent oversight body with meaningful authority. More fundamentally, the city, state, and
federal governments should promote economic development in impoverished areas. They
should also improve the availability of services, like affordable housing and mental health care and support, that
will address some of the root causes of crime, instead of making police the default response to so many societal
problems. “True reform requires fundamental changes in the role police play in the community and how
communities achieve public safety,” Raphling said. “Abusive policing tactics, especially when they have

a discriminatory effect, will not make anyone safer.”
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3. Economic inequality undermines economic growth.
Duttagupta et al. 2017
(By Rupa Duttagupta, Deputy Chief in the World Economic Studies Division of the Research Department at the
International Monetary Fund. Ph.D. from the University of Maryland at College Park; Stefania Fabrizio, Deputy Unit
Chief in the IMF’s Strategy, Policy, and Review Department, was visiting professor at the University of Salamanca,
Spain, PhD in economics from the European University Institute; Davide Furceri, Deputy Division Chief at the IMF
Research Department. He holds a Ph.D. in Economics from the University of Illinois; and Sweta Saxena, senior
economist in the IMF’s Research Department, worked at the Bank for International Settlements in Basel,
Switzerland, and as an Assistant Professor at the University of Pittsburgh, PhD in economics from the University of
Washington; “Growth That Reaches Everyone: Facts, Factors, Tools,” September 20, 2017,
https://blogs.imf.org/2017/09/20/growth-that-reaches-everyone-facts-factors-tools/, VY)

Economic growth provides the basis for overcoming poverty and lifting living standards. But
for growth to be sustained and inclusive, its benefits must reach all people. While strong
economic growth is necessary for economic development, it is not always sufficient. Over the past few decades,
growth has raised living standards and provided job opportunities, lifting millions out of extreme poverty. But, we
have also seen a flip side. Inequality has risen in several advanced economies and remains stubbornly
high in many that are still developing. This worries policymakers everywhere for good reason.
Research at the IMF and elsewhere makes it clear that persistent lack of inclusion —defined as
broadly shared benefits and opportunities for economic growth—can fray social cohesion and undermine
the sustainability of growth itself. We synthesize the lessons from our work with countries, and our
research on policy options to mitigate growth-equality tradeoffs and to foster inclusive growth in a note for the
meeting of the G20 leaders in Hamburg, Germany, this past July. A few facts Lack of inclusion results in both
unequal outcomes and unequal opportunities. Income inequality—the most widely cited measure of inequality of
outcomes—has been declining, when the world is considered. The decline is due in large part to strong growth in
many emerging market and developing economies, although two-thirds of global inequality is still attributable to
differences in average income between countries. However, if the countries are considered individually,

income inequality rose sharply in many places. In the most advanced economies, the bulk of
the gap opened from the 1990s until the mid-2000s. In emerging market and developing economies,
inequality is still high, even though it declined in recent decades in many of them. Lack of inclusion also
manifests itself in unequal access to jobs and basic services, such as health and education. To
cite just a few examples: over 200 million people around the world are unemployed, with youth unemployment at
alarming levels in many countries. Mortality rates for some segments of the population are
increasing, including in the United States. Twenty percent of adults in advanced economies remain
excluded from formal access to finance: for example, they do not have an account with a financial institution.
Finally, wide-spread gender discrimination has led to persistent differences in health, education and incomes
between men and women in large parts of the world. Technology and economic integration have

brought large benefits to many economies, but the benefits have not always been broadly
shared. Both technology and trade have been driving forces behind growth and productivity, and lowered prices,
greatly benefitting the poor who spend a large share of their incomes on food, clothing, and other basic goods.
However, technology has increased the demand almost exclusively for skilled labor, while trade has sometimes
displaced lower-skilled workers. Greater integration of economies has also resulted in relocation of factories and
greater use of equipment, displacing workers. There are options to encourage growth for all So, what can be done
to foster inclusive growth? The answer is not to hold off on reforms that boost productivity and growth but rather
to focus on policies that offer opportunities for all. Policymakers must design measures that can

mitigate potential compromises between the objectives of raising growth and reducing
inequality.
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Harm – Privacy Extensions
1. The growing surveillance state of policing destroys the privacy of citizens.
The Economist interviewing Ferguson 2018
(An excerpt and interview with Andrew Ferguson, author of “The Rise of Big Data Policing,” a former public
defender and now professor at the University of the District of Columbia; “How data-driven policing threatens
human freedom,” Jun 4th 2018, https://www.economist.com/open-future/2018/06/04/how-data-driven-policingthreatens-human-freedom, VY)
The Economist: What are the biggest potentials for abuse? Mr Ferguson: There are several. First, data can distort
policing. Officers sent to an area flagged as being at risk of violent crime may see routine encounters as more
threatening, thus making them more likely to use force. Second, the growing web of surveillance

threatens to chill associational freedoms, political expression and expectations of privacy by
eroding public anonymity. Third, even with the best use policies in place, officers have access to vast
amounts of personal information of people not suspected of any crime. Finally, without carefully
chosen data inputs, long-standing racial, societal and other forms of bias will be reified in the data. The Economist:
How can citizens best protect themselves from such abuse? Mr Ferguson: The time to respond to the
threat of big-data policing is now. Every city should have formal written policies in place detailing the
approved use of new big-data policing technologies. Every citizen should be educated about the

dangers to privacy, liberty and the imbalance of power that surveillance technologies bring.
Every police department should engage impacted communities about the risks and rewards
of new predictive technologies with official answers to concerns about transparency, racial
bias and constitutional rights. Every community should host annual “surveillance summits” where the city
officials, engaged citizens and police chiefs can come together for a moment of public accountability about the use
and potential misuse of new big-data technologies. Education, empowerment, and engagement are the only
protections against an encroaching data-driven surveillance state.
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2. Privacy is a necessary safeguard of freedom and necessary for a democracy.
McFarland 2012
(Michael McFarland, S.J., a computer scientist with extensive liberal arts teaching experience and a special interest
in the intersection of technology and ethics, Markkula Center for Applied Ethics, Santa Clara University, “Why We
Care about Privacy,” June 1, 2012, https://www.scu.edu/ethics/focus-areas/internet-ethics/resources/why-wecare-about-privacy/, VY)

Privacy is even more necessary as a safeguard of freedom in the relationships between
individuals and groups. As Alan Westin has pointed out, surveillance and publicity are powerful
instruments of social control. 8 If individuals know that their actions and dispositions are constantly being
observed, commented on and criticized, they find it much harder to do anything that deviates from accepted social
behavior. There does not even have to be an explicit threat of retaliation. "Visibility itself
provides a powerful method of enforcing norms." 9 Most people are afraid to stand apart, to be
different, if it means being subject to piercing scrutiny. The "deliberate penetration of the individual's protective
shell, his psychological armor, would leave him naked to ridicule and shame and would put him under the control
of those who know his secrets." 10 Under these circumstances they find it better simply to conform. This is the
situation characterized in George Orwell's 1984 where the pervasive surveillance of "Big Brother" was enough to
keep most citizens under rigid control. 11 Therefore privacy, as protection from excessive scrutiny, is
necessary if individuals are to be free to be themselves. Everyone needs some room to break social
norms, to engage in small "permissible deviations" that help define a person's individuality. People need to be able
to think outrageous thoughts, make scandalous statements and pick their noses once in a while. They need to be
able to behave in ways that are not dictated to them by the surrounding society. If every appearance, action, word
and thought of theirs is captured and posted on a social network visible to the rest of the world, they lose that
freedom to be themselves. As Brian Stelter wrote in the New York Times on the loss of anonymity in today's online
world, "The collective intelligence of the Internet's two billion users, and the digital fingerprints that so many users
leave on Web sites, combine to make it more and more likely that every embarrassing video, every intimate photo,
and every indelicate e-mail is attributed to its source, whether that source wants it to be or not. This intelligence
makes the public sphere more public than ever before and sometimes forces personal lives into public view." 12

This ability to develop one's unique individuality is especially important in a democracy,
which values and depends on creativity, nonconformism and the free interchange of diverse
ideas. That is where a democracy gets its vitality. Thus, as Westin has observed, "Just as a social balance
favoring disclosure and surveillance over privacy is a functional necessity for totalitarian systems, so a balance
that ensures strong citadels of individual and group privacy and limits both disclosure and
surveillance is a prerequisite for liberal democratic societies. The democratic society relies on
publicity as a control over government, and on privacy as a shield for group and individual
life." 13
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Solvency Extensions
1. Using algorithms does not reduce crime. They reinforce already known patterns, no
evidence of reducing crime.
Isaac and Lum 2016
(William Isaac, is a doctoral candidate in the Department of Political Science at Michigan State University; Kristian
Lum, the lead statistician at the Human Rights Data Analysis Group, “Predictive policing violates more than it
protects: Column,” Dec. 2, 2016,
https://www.usatoday.com/story/opinion/policing/spotlight/2016/12/02/predictive-policing-violates-more-thanprotects-column/94569912/, VY)

Use of algorithms shows little crime reduction More concerning is the lack of solid,
independent evidence that predictive policing tools actually reduce crime or reveal hidden
patterns in crime that were not already known to law enforcement. While one study co-written by
the founders of the proprietary predictive policing software PredPol reported evidence of a small reduction in
property crime through the use of their tool, a study conducted by RAND Corporation found no

decline in crime rates after the deployment of a similar tool in Shreveport, La. Another peer
reviewed study assessing the Chicago Police department’s algorithm that cranks out a
suspicious subjects list, or “heat list,” also found no evidence that the program decreased the
number of homicides in the city. What the study did find was that the program
disproportionately targeted the city’s black residents. In our new study, we apply a predictive
policing algorithm to publicly available data of drug crimes in the city of Oakland, Calif.
Predictive policing offered no insight into patterns of crime beyond what the police already
knew. In fact, had the city of Oakland implemented predictive policing, the algorithm would
have repeatedly sent the police back to exactly the same locations where police had
discovered crime in the past. Through over-policing, these tools have the potential to cause
greater deterioration of community-police relations, particularly in already over-policed
communities. While the promise of predictive policing is alluring, the reality is that predictive policing
tools raise serious legal and technical issues and appear ineffective at reducing crime.
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2. It’s impossible to “clean the data” – the data is biased, inaccurate, and full of errors.
This dooms any predictive power of the data because those predictions will always be
flawed.
Richardson et al. 2019
(Rashida Richardson, AI Now Institute; Jason Schultz, New York University School of Law; Kate Crawford, AI Now
Institute, Microsoft Research, “Dirty Data, Bad Predictions: How Civil Rights Violations Impact Police Data,
Predictive Policing Systems, and Justice,” 94 N.Y.U. L. REV. ONLINE 192 (2019) Posted: 5 Mar 2019 Last revised: 14
Jan 2020, https://papers.ssrn.com/sol3/papers.cfm?abstract_id=3333423, VY, **2-page card**)

It is a common fallacy that police data is objective and reflects actual criminal behavior,
patterns, or other indicators of concern to public safety in a given jurisdiction. In reality,
police data reflects the practices, policies, biases, and political and financial accounting needs
of a given department.32 For instance, some data relevant to crime patterns and public safety indicators,
such as police misconduct, are not reflected in police data or available publicly, which reflects underlying forms of
political accounting and public relations.33 Hence, actual crime data is often incomplete or distorted.

The Department of Justice has estimated that less than half of violent crimes and even fewer
household property crimes are reported to the police.34 The type of criminal activity recorded by
police also depends on which law enforcement agency has jurisdiction over which crimes.35 Research also
suggests that groups that feel less favorable toward local police are less likely to report crime they witness.36

Even when reported, errors and bias in how the police record reported crimes result in
distorted data. The Los Angeles Police Department (LAPD), for example, misrecorded a staggering
14,000 serious assaults as minor offenses from 2005 to 2012. This error was not discovered
until 2015, by which time LAPD had already begun its work with the predictive policing
company PredPol, though there is no evidence to confirm whether this erroneous data was used in the
system.37 While several prominent predictive policing vendors have acknowledged concerns about the inclusion
of biased data in their systems, most vendors fail to account for these structural and systemic
errors in the data, often overestimating what can be remedied. 38 Not only is the challenge of

identifying and correcting these problems difficult, if not insurmountable, but it also raises
significant doubts about the ability to distinguish known problematic data categories, such as
drug-related arrest data, from data categories that are customarily considered objective, such
as calls for service data.39 Moreover, even where such distinctions are possible, they would have to occur on
a jurisdiction-by-jurisdiction basis, since police data collection and classification practices vary by
department and are often performed in ways that make aggregate or comparative analysis
impossible.40 There is a dearth of objective and comprehensive analysis of the efficacy and impact of certain
police practices or policies, coupled with an unwillingness or inability on the part of police
departments to investigate and monitor themselves impartially. 41 To overcome the challenge that
this information deficit poses, our study relied on the findings of government-commissioned investigations, federal
court monitored settlements, consent decrees, or memoranda of agreement. These types of agreements “begin
with investigations of allegations of systemic police misconduct and, when the allegations are substantiated, end
with comprehensive agreements designed to support constitutional and effective policing and restore trust
between police and communities.”42 Additionally, the findings related to these investigations, agreements, and
federal court adjudications are generally considered substantiated, despite the fact that the settlements involve no
finding of guilt. The required reforms typically prohibit the identified problematic practices, and a federal judge or
third party monitor has authority to enforce compliance with such prohibitions.43 Given this, we conclude that

the data generated during the time periods covered by these findings sufficiently reflects bias
and misassumptions, at the very least, embedded within police practices. There is significant research
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and litigation raising concerns of bias in policing and the broader criminal justice system, but much of this scrutiny
is focused on specific actors, practices, or newly adopted systems.44 Complimenting these approaches, we
examine how individual and collective practices by actors in and outside of the criminal justice

system are reflected in the data that is generated and subsequently used throughout the
criminal justice system, often without adequate transparency, accountability, oversight, or
public engagement. We argue that when dirty data exists in the criminal justice system, it is
often systemic and pervasive; therefore, strategies to isolate or mitigate its impact on
predictive systems, especially technological ones, are unlikely to eliminate the dirty data
problem or rebut the presumption that other policing data from the same jurisdiction is
unproblematic.
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Budgets DA Frontline
1. Non-unique – The federal government is sending relief funds directly to states to
fund education during COVID.
Jacobson 2020
(Linda Jacobson, “All states now approved for emergency education funding,” June 4, 2020,
https://www.educationdive.com/news/all-states-now-approved-for-emergency-education-funding/578899/, VY)
It was close, but all 50 states and the District of Columbia have applied and been approved for

the Governor’s Emergency Education Relief Fund — a relatively small block grant within the
federal Coronavirus Aid, Relief, and Economic Security Act, but one state leaders have wide discretion
in how to spend. The U.S. Department of Education extended the deadline by a week, until June 8, but "it turns out
the extension wasn’t needed, since everyone had applied by the end of the day on Monday," according to a
department spokesman. The awards — which range from more than $355 million for California to

about $4.4 million for Vermont — are unusual in that governors can use the money for
“needs related to COVID-19” at either the K-12 or higher education levels. Details about how
governors plan to divvy up the funds, however, have been slow to emerge.

2. No link – Predictive policing technology is ineffective and costly.
Baron 2019
(Ethan Baron, The Mercury News, “Predictive Policing Using AI Tested by Bay Area Cops,” March 11, 2019,
https://www.govtech.com/public-safety/Predictive-Policing-Using-AI-Tested-by-Bay-Area-Cops.html, VY)
However, since police are a visual deterrent for criminals, “if you’re using predictive policing to

say, maybe predict where a crime’s going to happen, and you’re patrolling that area, you
don’t know if you’ve prevented a crime,” Hernandez said. Palo Alto police used PredPol’s software on a
trial basis between 2013 and 2015. “We weren’t getting any value out of Predpol,” said department
spokeswoman Janine de la Vega. “We weren’t solving a higher rate of crime by using it.” Police in
the Los Gatos/Monte Sereno department used PredPol’s software from 2012 until canceling
its subscription last year, said Capt. Michael D’Antonio. Guidance from the software was helpful for briefing
patrol officers, but ultimately the $5,000 to $7,000 annual cost was not justifiable , D’Antonio said. “I
think there was value to it, but our folks knew where things happened previously and we would
spend time in those areas anyway.” The department saw no large reduction in crime rates
while it was using the software, D’Antonio said. Next door in Campbell, police tried PredPol’s product for a
year or so six years ago, but Capt. Gary Berg said, “The software was providing us information that we
already had.”
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3. No impact – The Great Recession proves school funding is resilient and the federal
government will smooth spending.
Isaacs 2016
(Julia B. Isaacs, Senior Fellow in the Center on Labor, Human Services, and Population at the Urban Institute,
“Spending on public schools has declined in the wake of the Great Recession,” September 29, 2016,
https://www.urban.org/urban-wire/spending-public-schools-has-declined-wake-great-recession, VY)

Public schools are run by local school districts and are largely funded at the state and local
level. The federal government provides only limited funding—about 8 percent of total
spending on K–12 education during the first seven years of the 21st century. But this changed
during the Great Recession. As the economy turned downward in late 2008, local revenues
fell with the drop in property values, and state revenues fell with declines in earning and
income. At the same time, state spending on Medicaid and other programs increased as more
families qualified for free health care and other services because of falling family incomes . States cut spending
in other areas, including public schools, to balance their budgets. State and local spending on public
education fell by more than $400 per child between 2008 and 2010. The federal government
compensated for most of this shortfall, providing $54 billion for a new State Fiscal
Stabilization Fund, about two-thirds of which went to K–12 education. Under the American
Recovery and Reinvestment Act (ARRA), Congress temporarily boosted funding for federal education
programs, including Title I (for high-poverty schools) and special education. Between 2008 and
2010, federal spending on education increased by more than $370 per child. As a result, total spending on
education remained fairly steady at about $8,000 per child in 2008–10. The federal share of K–12
education increased to 11 cents of each education dollar.
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Federalism DA Frontline
1. Non-unique – The politics of a Trump presidency means federalism is dead. It’s
about the power of the base, states politics are reactionary not independent.
Gawthorpe 2020
(Andrew Gawthorpe, historian of the United States at Leiden University in the Netherlands, “Federalism has
become another casualty of Trump and the coronavirus,” 18 Apr 2020,
https://www.theguardian.com/commentisfree/2020/apr/18/federalism-another-casualty-donald-trumpcoronavirus, JHW/VY, **2-page card**)
Yet a vacuum of responsible leadership from the White House has meant that the system has not worked as
intended. Rather than seeing it as his role to work with the states to develop a national plan,

Trump instead spent months denying that a problem even existed and stating that he took
“no responsibility” for fighting the virus. When the prospect of emerging as the hero who restarted the
economy beckoned, he swung to the other extreme, claiming “total authority” to supersede decisions made by the
states and suggesting that governors who wanted to lift lockdowns at their own pace rather than his direction
were committing “mutiny”. On Friday, Trump went on a bizarre, all-caps Twitter rampage, calling on citizens to
“LIBERATE” Minnesota, Michigan and Virginia from state quarantine measures. Many Republican governors have
responded by following the president’s lead. Even as the government’s top infectious diseases expert

was pleading for a nationwide lockdown, governors like Florida’s Ron DeSantis chose to
sacrifice the health of their constituents on the altar of their desire to please the president.
When DeSantis did eventually issue a stay-at-home order, he explicitly cited Trump’s
changing “demeanor” as his reason for doing so. Other Republican governors took their cues from the
federal government too, for instance by waiting for Trump to issue a national emergency declaration before they
issued their own. Some Republican governors – such as Mike DeWine of Ohio and Larry Hogan of Maryland – acted
earlier, but they represent states in which Trump’s popularity is much lower than average among Republicangoverned states. Democratic governors have been more in tune with the needs of their localities than the
president’s shifting moods, issuing emergency declarations and lockdown orders sooner than their Republican
counterparts. When their pleas for a more effective federal response were ignored, they turned to self-help
instead. As it becomes clear that Trump is pushing for an irresponsible reopening of the economy, Democratic
governors in the west and north-east have established working groups consisting of public health experts and
economists to plot their own way forward. Why did Republican governors stick with the president while
Democratic governors went their own way? Much of the explanation can be found in the power of

partisanship, and the nationalization of state politics. Trump’s grip on the Republican base is
so absolute that the governors of red states value their relationship with him above almost
any other. And so much of local politics is now filtered through a national lens that
Republican governors must be seen to be toeing the president’s line even on local issues in
order to please that base. The particular way that Trump exercises power has also
contributed to the reaction of governors from both parties. Trump has made clear that he will
dole out federal largesse according to political loyalty, even preventing Colorado’s
Democratic-led government from purchasing ventilators on the open market and later
sending a hundred units “at the request” of the state’s Republican senator, who is facing a tough
re-election battle. The message is clear: Democratic governors need to help themselves, because
Trump sure won’t. And Republican governors need to stick close to a president who sees
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himself as his party’s feudal patron rather than the leader of the entire nation. The result has
been an inversion of what the Founders intended, with some states slavishly following
federal dictate in flagrant disregard of local needs, and others hung out to dry as a national crisis looms
and Washington does little to shepherd a national response. Democratic governors cannot rely on the president to
protect the lives of their citizens, and Republican governors find themselves acting more as the lackeys of a
monarch than representatives of the interests of their states. Taken together, these developments

suggest that federalism has become another casualty of a president unprecedented in his
disregard for everything which truly makes America great.
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2. No link – Trump’s executive order already encroached on states’ rights over
policing.
Kelly and Naylor 2020
(Amita Kelly and Brian Naylor, “Trump, Hailing Law Enforcement, Signs Executive Order Calling For Police Reform,”
June 16, 2020, https://www.npr.org/2020/06/16/877601170/watch-live-trump-to-sign-executive-order-on-policereform, VY)

Questions over limits to power The order also calls for police departments to ban the use of chokeholds
except when an officer feels his or her life is endangered. It wasn't immediately clear what practical
effect that might have given questions about Trump's powers over what is mostly state and
local authority for law enforcement and the shortcomings in the history of attempts to ban
neck restraints. Republican Rep. Jim Jordan called the order a "tremendous step forward in improving the
system and beginning a new era in the relationship between communities and the police officers that keep them
safe."

3. No internal link – The flexibility afforded to states under federalism means
responses that further entrench health inequalities.
Gordon et al. 2020
(Sarah H. Gordon, Nicole Huberfeld, David K. Jones, all Department of Health Law, Policy and Management, Boston
University School of Public Health, “What Federalism Means for the US Response to Coronavirus Disease 2019,”
May 8, 2020, https://jamanetwork.com/channels/health-forum/fullarticle/2766033, VY)
The COVID-19 pandemic also intensifies and reveals longstanding inequitable distribution of power and resources,
already evidenced by disparate rates of treatment and morbidity for African American patients. Historically, state

flexibility in health policymaking has meant that certain communities, such as poor African
American families in the deep South, have fewer resources over the long term and suffer
entrenched health disparities. As a result, they experience higher rates of asthma and other comorbidities
that may exacerbate the severity of COVID-19. As hospitals develop triage plans, racial/ethnic
minority patients may be deprioritized for life-saving treatment because of disproportionate
burdens of preexisting comorbidities. Moreover, the economic outcome in places such as the Mississippi
delta will be extensive, where the most common job is retail cashier, Medicaid eligibility thresholds are extremely
low, and health care facilities were already struggling.6 Our public health federalism is questionably

adequate under the best of circumstances—divided governance and policymaking result in
predictably disparate health outcomes that vary by zip code. During an emergency, when the
health of the nation depends on acting with coordination and cooperation, the failures of
federalism come into sharp relief, forcing us to reconsider one of the most deeply held
American beliefs: that decisions made closer to home are inherently better.
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4. No impact – The economy will recover as soon as we get a vaccine. No long-term
impact to the economy. Every country is fighting the virus, so a COVID-related
economic decline won’t create conflict, unlike economic declines for other reasons.
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States CP Frontline
1. Permutation: do both the plan and the counterplan.
2. Perm solves better – Cooperative relationships between federal and state
governments have comparative advantages and increase accountability.
Miller and Eisenstein 2005
(Lisa L. Miller, Associate Professor of Political Science, Rutgers University, and James Eisenstein, Professor of
Political Science and Criminology at Penn State University, “The Federal/State Criminal Prosecution Nexus: A Case
Study in Cooperation and Discretion,” Law & Social Inquiry , Spring, 2005, Vol. 30, No. 2 (Spring, 2005), pp. 239268, Published by: Wiley on behalf of the American Bar Foundation, http://www.jstor.com/stable/4092729, VY)
This paper advances both theoretical and empirical understandings of prosecutorial discretion by exploring the
nexus between federal and state criminal jurisdictions.2 We present the findings of a case study in a

large federal district in which one county has several highly cooperative federal- state
programs operating. In doing so, we provide insight into the param-eters of new discretionary opportunities
that are presented to both federal and local prosecutors when they forge cooperative relations with one an- other.

We argue that cooperative relations between federal and local pros-ecutors provide new
organizational and political contexts in which both sets of prosecutors operate, with
implications for discretion, courtroom work- groups, local uniformity in sentencing, and
accountability in the criminal justice system. While criminal cases traditionally heard in state
courts that are now brought to federal court represent just a fraction of all felony criminal
con-victions in a given year, they are nonetheless important for several reasons. First, the
significance of the nexus between federal and state criminal pros-ecutions is growing. The
federalization of crime control shows no signs of slowing, providing new opportunities for federal and
local officials to interact (see Beckett 1997 and Brickey 1995 for sociological and legal perspectives on
federalization).3 In particular, the post-September 11th environment has provided an opportunity for dramatic
increases in cooperation between prosecutors and law enforcement at different levels of government.4 Second,

the federal comparative advantage (in the form of looser federal evidentiary rules and longer federal
sentences, for example) can be used to circumvent individual state decisions about the rights of criminal
defendants and just deserts. This advantage has implications not only for discretion and punish-ment but for

democratic accountability as well. Finally, cooperative relations vary widely within federal districts
(Eisenstein, Kramer, and Miller 2001). While the primary focus of this paper is cooperative relations in one county,
the very fact that cooperation is inconsistent across counties within the same federal district has implications for
the uniformity goals of sentencing guide- lines. Thus, the quality and quantity of federal and local prosecutorial
coop-erative relations are important areas of inquiry for their contribution to the expansion of prosecutorial
discretion and their impact on uniformity and accountability.
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3. Solvency deficit to the counterplan: Federal funding and federal agencies using
predictive policing means only the affirmative can solve.
Lau 2020
(Tim Lau, “Predictive Policing Explained,” Brennan Center for Justice, April 1, 2020,
https://www.brennancenter.org/our-work/research-reports/predictive-policing-explained, VY)

What are notable examples of predictive policing projects? Predictive policing tools are mainly
deployed by municipal police departments, though private vendors and federal agencies play major roles
in their implementation. One of the earliest adopters was the Los Angeles Police Department
(LAPD), which started working with federal agencies in 2008 to explore predictive policing
approaches. Since then, the LAPD has implemented a variety of predictive policing programs, including LASER,
which identifies areas where gun violence is thought likely to occur, and PredPol, which calculates “hot spots” with
a high likelihood of property-related crimes. Both programs were funded by the federal Bureau of

Justice Assistance. (LASER was shut down in 2019 after the LAPD’s inspector general released an internal audit
finding significant problems with the program, including inconsistences in how individuals were selected and kept
in the system. Some police departments have also discontinued their PredPol programs.)

4. No Net Benefit – forcing all 50 states doing the plan together would still hurt
federalism. Also, federal involvement is necessary for solvency, which means the
solvency deficit outweighs the possible net benefit.

103

2AC

Predictive Policing Affirmative – Topicality Answers

Topicality Frontline
1. We meet – the affirmative is a policing reform, predictive policing dictates policing
policy.
2. We meet, Policing includes surveillance and control by a broader range of actors
Boyd School of Law, 20
(William S. Boyd School of Law at the University of Nevada Las Vegas, Race, Gender & Policing Program, March
2020, https://law.unlv.edu/race-gender-policing/symposium)

The Program on Race, Gender & Policing explores the relationship between race, gender, and
the ways people are policed. Policing refers to not only the activities of law enforcement
officers, but also the ways that other actors, such as immigration officials, prison officials,
schools, and private civilians, participate in surveillance and control. The Program seeks to
foster interdisciplinary research and concrete reforms in Nevada, the nation, and beyond. Our goal for
this symposium is nothing less than to produce an issue that becomes the best statement of how race and gender
and policing come together.

104

2AC

Predictive Policing Affirmative – Topicality Answers

3. Counter interpretation -- Criminal justice reform is about reducing mass
incarceration either through direct sentencing reduction or addressing racial biases in
the justice process
The Sentencing Project No Date
(Founded in 1986, The Sentencing Project works for a fair and effective U.S. criminal justice system by promoting
reforms in sentencing policy, addressing unjust racial disparities and practices, and advocating for alternatives to
incarceration. https://www.sentencingproject.org/criminal-justice-facts/, **2-page card**)

A series of law enforcement and sentencing policy changes of the “tough on crime” era
resulted in dramatic growth in incarceration. Since the official beginning of the War on Drugs in the
1980s, the number of people incarcerated for drug offenses in the U.S. skyrocketed from 40,900 in 1980 to
452,964 in 2017. Today, there are more people behind bars for a drug offense than the number of people who
were in prison or jail for any crime in 1980. The number of people sentenced to prison for property and violent
crimes has also increased even during periods when crime rates have declined . Harsh sentencing laws like

mandatory minimums, combined with cutbacks in parole release, keep people in prison for
longer periods of time. The National Research Council reported that half of the 222% growth in the state
prison population between 1980 and 2010 was due to an increase of time served in prison for all offenses. There
has also been a historic rise in the use of life sentences: one in nine people in prison is now serving a life sentence,
nearly a third of whom are sentenced to life without parole. Mass incarceration has not touched all communities
equally The racial impact of mass incarceration Sentencing policies, implicit racial bias, and

socioeconomic inequity contribute to racial disparities at every level of the criminal justice
system. Today, people of color make up 37% of the U.S. population but 67% of the prison population. Overall,
African Americans are more likely than white Americans to be arrested; once arrested, they are more likely to be
convicted; and once convicted, they are more likely to face stiff sentences. Black men are six times as likely to be
incarcerated as white men and Hispanic men are more than twice as likely to be incarcerated as non-Hispanic
white men. Mass incarceration and public safety Incarceration has some impact on crime, but the impact is one of
diminishing returns. Crime rates have declined substantially since the early 1990s, but studies suggest that rising
imprisonment has not played a major role in this trend. The National Research Council concluded that while prison
growth was a factor in reducing crime, “the magnitude of the crime reduction remains highly uncertain and the
evidence suggests it was unlikely to have been large.” Several factors explain why this impact was relatively
modest. First, incarceration is particularly ineffective at reducing certain kinds of crimes: in particular, youth
crimes, many of which are committed in groups, and drug crimes. When people get locked up for these offenses,
they are easily replaced on the streets by others seeking an income or struggling with addiction. Second, people
tend to “age out” of crime. Research shows that crime starts to peak in the mid- to late- teenage years and begins
to decline when individuals are in their mid-20s. After that, crime drops sharply as adults reach their 30s and 40s.
The National Research Council study concludes: “Because recidivism rates decline markedly with age, lengthy
prison sentences, unless they specifically target very high-rate or extremely dangerous offenders, are an inefficient
approach to preventing crime by incapacitation.” As a result, the excessive sentencing practices in the U.S. are
largely counterproductive and extremely costly. Significant reforms in recent years After nearly 40 years of
continued growth, the U.S. prison population has stabilized in recent years. This is partially a result of declining
crime rates, but has largely been achieved through pragmatic changes in policy and practice. For more than a
decade, the political climate of criminal justice reform has been evolving toward evidence-based, commonsense
approaches to public safety. This can be seen in a variety of legislative, judicial, and policy changes that have
successfully decreased incarceration without adverse impacts on public safety. At the state level: California voters
passed ballot measure Proposition 47 in 2014, which reclassified certain low-level property and drug crimes from
felonies to misdemeanors, and will reinvest some of the fiscal savings into prevention programs New York
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policymakers reformed the Rockefeller drug laws in 2009, which imposed harsh mandatory minimum sentences
for low-level drug offenses At the federal level: In 2014, the United States Sentencing Commission unanimously
voted to reduce excessive sentences for up to 46,000 people currently serving time for federal drug offenses
Congress passed the Fair Sentencing Act in 2010, which reduced the disparity in sentencing between crack and
powder cocaine offenses As promising as these changes may be, we are a long way from solving

our national problem of mass incarceration—and the way forward is clear. Where do we need to
go from here? Just as a bicycle works best when it uses different gears based on the terrain, we need a justice
system that has different responses for different situations—shifting gears to treatment, prevention,
and long-term public safety solutions as appropriate. By taking a practical approach to criminal justice
reform, we can decrease crime, enhance public safety, and make more responsible use of our resources. In
particular, we need to start by: Eliminating mandatory minimum sentences and cutting back on
excessively lengthy sentences; for example, by imposing a 20-year maximum on prison terms. Shifting
resources to community-based prevention and treatment for substance abuse. Investing in interventions to that
promote strong youth development and respond to delinquency in age-appropriate and evidence-based ways.

Examining and addressing the policies and practices, conscious or not, that contribute to
racial inequity at every stage of the justice system. Removing barriers that make it harder for
individuals with criminal records to turn their lives around.

Prefer our interpretation –
3. Standards:
A. Ground – CJR only meaning to reduce the prison population makes it impossible to
be affirmative – no affirmative can directly reform the prison system because it’s not
part of the topic. Their interpretation forces mixing burdens between solvency and
topicality because the only way to determine a reduction in prison populations is an
effect of the plan.
B. Predictable limits – our interpretation provides a clear case list of topical CJR
affirmatives. Their interpretation is just a mandate of what the result of affirmative
must be, but doesn’t include any topical mechanisms.
4. Voters:
A. Education – learning about implicit racial biases and the way it shifts the violence of
policing is crucial to real world knowledge about the criminal justice system
B. Literature checks limits and ground loss – affirmatives have to have a solvency
advocate based in the topic literature
C. Reasonability – The affirmative only must be reasonably close to topic to allow for
educational debates. If we are close to the topic, it is not a reason to reject the
affirmative.
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Harm – Discrimination
1. There has been no empirical evidence that predictive policing is baised.
Brantingham et al. 2018
(P. Jeffrey Brantingham, UCLA Department of Anthropology; Matthew Valasik, Louisiana State University
Department of Sociology; & George O. Mohler, Indiana University-Purdue University Department of Computer and
Information Science; “Does Predictive Policing Lead to Biased Arrests? Results From a Randomized Controlled
Trial,” Statistics and Public Policy Journal, Volume 5, Published online: 09 Apr 2018,
https://doi.org/10.1080/2330443X.2018.1438940, VY)

Racial bias in predictive policing algorithms has been the focus of a number of recent news
articles, statements of concern by several national organizations (e.g., the ACLU and NAACP), and
simulation-based research. There is reasonable concern that predictive algorithms encourage
directed police patrols to target minority communities with discriminatory consequences for
minority individuals. However, to date there have been no empirical studies on the bias of
predictive algorithms used for police patrol. Here, we test for such biases using arrest data from the Los
Angeles predictive policing experiments. We find that there were no significant differences in the
proportion of arrests by racial-ethnic group between control and treatment conditions. We
find that the total numbers of arrests at the division level declined or remained unchanged
during predictive policing deployments. Arrests were numerically higher at the algorithmically predicted
locations. When adjusted for the higher overall crime rate at algorithmically predicted locations, however, arrests
were lower or unchanged.
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2. By reducing fruitless stops and calculating policing harms, predictive technology
actually reduces policing harms and negative externalities.
Benbouzid 2019
(Bilel Benbouzid, Professor of Sociology, Universite Paris-Est Marne-la-Vallee, France, “To predict and to manage.
Predictive policing in the United States,” Article first published online: July 10, 2019; Issue published: January 1,
2019, https://doi.org/10.1177/2053951719861703, VY)
In a white paper that is currently in preparation: “Using Data to Reduce Policing Harms,”5 Hunchlab attempts to
answer these questions by imagining how this unavoidable harmful portion of proactive police work

could be reduced using a calculation. While it is difficult to model all of the harms caused by
police action, Hunchlab proposes to deal with the portion of policing harm produced by
patrolling activities in public places, that is all ordinary interactions that are negatively
experienced by the population, in particular stop and frisks that do not reveal any criminal
activity. After a stop, officers fill in a form that records various aspects of the situation, including the
demographic characteristics of the suspect, the time and the place, the suspected crime, and the reason for the
stop. After stopping someone, officers can proceed to frisk the person if they have a reasonable suspicion. The
officers can also carry out a search if they believe that they have probable cause to suspect criminal activity. An
officer can then decide to make an arrest or issue a summons, all of which is recorded on the form. The
responses are then normalized, compiled, and made accessible as open data . A startup such as
Hunchlab can thus easily use these data to analyze the contexts in which stops occur, and thus
calculate the probability of fruitless stops. In the white paper, Hunchlab presents the scenario of a
machine that recommends patrol trajectories as a function of a more or less acceptable quantity of fruitless stops
distributed in the population. But how should this quantity be distributed in space and time? As we saw above,

predictive machines are designed not only to predict crime, but also to optimize the
allocation of resources in order to maximize the public supply of safety: predictive policing
takes a method of cost–benefit calculation which relates the total cost of mobilized resources
to the expected gains in well-being associated to the dissuasion of avoided criminal activities
and integrates it into a machine. Hunchlab proposes to extend this economic reasoning to the
problem of reducing policing harms: if the police unavoidably cause disturbances as they
produce safety, these can be considered negative externalities of the production of a public
good. Policing harms represented nonnegligible portion of the cost of policing, which can be
integrated into the calculation of the safety production function on which the dosage of
patrols is based.
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3. Alternative causes – the affirmative cannot overcome the 3 main reasons of
increasing economic inequality: technology, globalization, and decline of working-class
political power.
Deloitte 2017
(Deloitte, “Income inequality in the United States: What do we know and what does it mean?” Issues by the
Numbers, July 2017, https://www2.deloitte.com/us/en/insights/economy/issues-by-the-numbers/july-2017/risingincome-inequality-gap-united-states.html, VY)
The declining fortunes of America’s working class have been a major topic for political punditry. Three main theories have been
proposed to explain why workers at the lower end of the income distribution have fared relatively poorly in the past few
decades. The proposed explanations are technological change, international trade, and politics. Technological change

Information processing is the wonder of this age. But while we all focus on the miracle of being able to
watch cat videos on mobile phones, the key economic impact may be a bit more problematic.
Technology doesn’t just create new demand, whether for cat videos or for other things. It also changes
existing processes and jobs—in fact, that’s the point. And information technology is, it seems, a
technology that replaces relatively unskilled workers while rewarding workers with more
skills. In the context of the United States, this means that we should not be surprised to see college graduates (commonly in
the upper half of the income distribution) gaining at the expense of less-well-trained workers (commonly in the lower half). 6
The returns to more-skilled workers have indeed increased substantially compared to those to less-skilled workers. Figure 8
shows the ratio of the median wage for workers with at least a bachelor’s degree to workers with only a high school degree. As
the hypothesis suggests, this ratio has grown substantially over this period. However, a closer look shows that the growth in
this same ratio slowed in the mid-1990s—precisely when the tech boom took hold. Furthermore, the relative wages of
bachelor’s degree-holders to high school diploma-holders has not grown much at all since the 2008 financial downturn. Given
these facts, although there is no question that skills associated with a bachelor’s degree have become relatively more valuable
over time, that may not be the whole story to the rise in income inequality. Globalization The

entry of China into the
global trading system meant that lower-skilled (by US standards) workers faced intense
competition from abroad. Of course, this trend was not entirely new, as US workers faced low-cost
competition from Europe in the 1960s, Japan in the 1970s, and South Korea, Taiwan, and other “Asian Tigers” in
the 1980s. China’s globalization in the 1990s, however, was on a much larger scale. The Chinese labor force is over
four times bigger than the US labor force,7 and most Chinese workers have much lower skill levels than most US
workers.8 This meant that the competition from China was concentrated on lower-skilled
manufacturing work. US jobs in apparel and textiles, for instance, virtually disappeared. As
figure 9 shows, this was not just because productivity improved. American production in these industries (and
other lower-tech industries such as shoe manufacturing) simply collapsed in the face of competition from abroad.
In apparel and textiles alone, over a million US jobs were lost. Economists have turned up some evidence that
China’s entry was responsible for some of the decline in manufacturing jobs.9 Lower demand for low-skilled

manufacturing workers likely had an impact on wages on the few lower-skilled jobs
remaining in the United States in these areas. The decline of working-class political power A smaller
number of analysts turn to changes in the labor market landscape that they believe have disadvantaged lowerskilled workers in negotiating for jobs and pay. Proponents of this view often point to the fall in
unionization in the United States as a proxy for the rising political power of the well off. (This
assumes that the decline in unionization is the result of changing government labor market policy, which is a very
debatable proposition.) Figure 10 shows that union membership fell from one-quarter of all employees in 1970 to
just over one-tenth in 2015.10 There is some research relating the rise in inequality to the decline
of working-class political power.11 However, head-to-head tests of the political hypothesis against the
technological and trade hypotheses are rare, perhaps partly because economists tend to favor the technological
and trade hypotheses, while the political power hypothesis tends to attract political scientists.
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Harm – Privacy
Security is more important than individual privacy.
Himma 2007
(Kenneth E. Himma, “Privacy Versus Security: Why Privacy is Not an Absolute Value or Right,” 44 San Diego L. Rev.
857 (2007), https://digital.sandiego.edu/cgi/viewcontent.cgi?article=2795&context=sdlr, VY)
It is fairly easy to see, however, that my intuitions are widely shared in the United States. As an empirical matter,

citizens in the United States frequently indicate a willingness to trade privacy for enhanced
security. For example, a Harris poll conducted on October 4, 2004, three years after the attacks of 9/11,
produced the following results: • Two-thirds (67%) percent favor “closer monitoring of banking and
credit card transactions” up slightly from 64 percent in February (and down from 81 percent in September
2001). • Six in ten (60%) favor “adoption of a national I.D. system for all U.S. citizens” up from February’s 56
percent (down from 68% in September 2001). • Those who favor “law enforcement monitoring of
Internet discussions” [have] increased significantly from 50 percent earlier this year to a current 59
percent. This is only somewhat lower than the 63 percent who felt this way in September 2001. • Those who favor
“expanded government monitoring of cell phones and email” have risen to 39 percent, with 56 percent opposed.
In February this year, a somewhat lower 36 percent minority favored this. . . . . • 83 percent continue to favor
“stronger document and physical security checks for travelers,” basically unchanged since February (93% in
September 2001). • 82 percent continue to support “expanded undercover activity to penetrate
groups under suspicion,” up from 80 percent in the February poll (93% in September 2001). • 60 percent
continue to support “expanded camera surveillance on streets and in public places,” virtually
unchanged since February (63% in September 2001).25 One might be tempted to argue that these results should
not be taken as typical because the poll was taken only three years after the 9/11 attacks, and people have
become somewhat more critical of late of the government’s efforts to combat terrorism that implicate privacy. But
the claim is not that the people always favor enhanced security measures even when they impinge on privacy
interests; the claim is rather that when people are convinced that they face a credible deadly threat of some sort—
that is, one that satisfies some threshold level of probability for success—they are generally willing to
sacrifice privacy interests, even important ones, to reduce the probability of success. Criticisms of
recent measures primarily express the view that they impinge upon privacy without significantly reducing the
probability of a terrorist attack on U.S. soil. That, unlike the poll results described above, tells us nothing about
common intuitions regarding how to balance security and privacy as a general matter.
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Solvency
1. Predictive policing allows for better policing, more effective use of resources, and
actually deters crime.
Jagadish 2015
(By H.V. Jagadish, data scientist, “The Reality of Crime-Fighting Algorithms,” Nov. 20, 2015,
https://slate.com/technology/2015/11/using-data-science-for-predictive-policing-has-serious-civil-libertiesdrawbacks.html, VY)

Police departments, like everyone else, would like to be more effective while spending less.
Given the tremendous attention to big data in recent years and the value it has provided in fields
ranging from astronomy to medicine, it should be no surprise that police departments are using data
analysis to inform deployment of scarce resources. Enter the era of what is called “predictive policing.”
Some form of predictive policing is likely now in force in a city near you. Memphis, Tennessee, was an early
adopter. Cities from Minneapolis to Miami have embraced predictive policing. Time magazine named
predictive policing (with particular reference to the city of Santa Cruz, California) one of the 50 best

inventions of 2011. New York City Police Commissioner William Bratton recently said that
predictive policing is “the wave of the future.” The term predictive policing suggests that the
police can anticipate a crime and be there to stop it before it happens and apprehend the
culprits right away. As the Los Angeles Times points out, it depends on “sophisticated computer analysis of
information about previous crimes, to predict where and when crimes will occur.” At a very basic level, it’s easy for
anyone to read a crime map and identify neighborhoods with higher crime rates. It’s also easy to recognize that
burglars tend to target businesses at night, when they are unoccupied, and to target homes during the day, when
residents are away at work. The challenge is to take a combination of dozens of such factors to

determine where crimes are more likely to happen and who is more likely to commit them.
Predictive policing algorithms are getting increasingly good at such analysis. Indeed, such was the
premise of the movie Minority Report, in which the police can arrest and convict murderers before they commit
their crimes. Predicting a crime with certainty is something that science fiction can have a field day with. But as a
data scientist, I can assure you that in reality we can come nowhere close to certainty, even with advanced
technology. To begin with, predictions can be only as good as the input data, and quite often these input data have
errors. But even with perfect, error-free input data and unbiased processing, ultimately what
the algorithms are determining are correlations. Even if we have perfect knowledge of your troubled
childhood, your socializing with gang members, your lack of steady employment, your wacko posts on social
media, and your recent gun purchases, all that the best algorithm can do is to say it is likely, but not
certain, that you will commit a violent crime. After all, to believe such predictions as guaranteed is to
deny free will. What data can do is give us probabilities, rather than certainty. Good data
coupled with good analysis can give us very good estimates of probability. If you sum probabilities
over many instances, you can usually get a robust estimate of the total. For example, data analysis can provide a
probability that a particular house will be broken into on a particular day based on historical records for similar
houses in that neighborhood on similar days. An insurance company may add this up over all days in a year to
decide how much to charge for insuring that house. A police department may add up these probabilities
across all houses in a neighborhood to estimate how likely it is that there will be a burglary in that neighborhood.
They can then place more officers in neighborhoods with higher probabilities for crime with

the idea that police presence may deter crime. This seems like a win all around: less crime
and targeted use of police resources. Indeed the statistics, in terms of reduced crime rates,
support our intuitive expectations.
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2. Solvency turn – Police unions fight reform and will circumvent reform policing
reforms making them ineffective.
Scheiber et al. 2020
(Noam Scheiber, Farah Stockman and J. David Goodman, How Police Unions Became Such Powerful Opponents to
Reform Efforts, June 6, 2020, https://www.nytimes.com/2020/06/06/us/police-unions-minneapolis-kroll.html, VY)
Over the past five years, as demands for reform have mounted in the aftermath of police violence in cities like

police unions have emerged as one of the most
significant roadblocks to change. The greater the political pressure for reform, the more
defiant the unions often are in resisting it — with few city officials, including liberal leaders,
able to overcome their opposition. They aggressively protect the rights of members accused of
misconduct, often in arbitration hearings that they have battled to keep behind closed doors. And they have
also been remarkably effective at fending off broader change, using their political clout and
influence to derail efforts to increase accountability. While rates of union membership have dropped
Ferguson, Mo., Baltimore and now Minneapolis,

by half nationally since the early 1980s, to 10 percent, higher membership rates among police unions give them
resources they can spend on campaigns and litigation to block reform. A single New York City police union has
spent more than $1 million on state and local races since 2014. In St. Louis, when Kim Gardner was elected the top
prosecutor four years ago, she set out to rein in the city’s high rate of police violence. But after she proposed a unit
within the prosecutor’s office that would independently investigate misconduct, she ran into the powerful local
police union. The union pressured lawmakers to set aside the proposal, which many supported but then never
brought to a vote. Around the same time, a lawyer for the union waged a legal fight to limit the ability of the
prosecutor’s office to investigate police misconduct. The following year, a leader of the union said Ms. Gardner

Politicians tempted to cross police unions have long
feared being labeled soft on crime by the unions, or more serious consequences. When Steve
should be removed “by force or by choice.”

Fletcher, a Minneapolis city councilman and frequent Police Department critic, sought to divert money away from
hiring officers and toward a newly created office of violence prevention, he said, the police stopped responding as
quickly to 911 calls placed by his constituents. “It operates a little bit like a protection racket,” Mr. Fletcher said of
the union. A spokesman for the Minneapolis Police Department said he was unable to comment. A few days after
prosecutors in Minneapolis charged an officer with murder in the death of George Floyd, the president of the city’s
police union denounced political leaders, accusing them of selling out his members and firing four officers without
due process. “It is despicable behavior,” the union president, Lt. Bob Kroll, wrote in a letter to union members
obtained by a local reporter. He also referred to protesters as a “terrorist movement.” Mr. Kroll, who is himself the
subject of at least 29 complaints, has also chided the Obama administration for its “oppression of police,” and

In other
instances, unions have not resisted reforms outright, but have made them difficult to put in
place. Federal intervention is often one of the few reliable ways of reforming police departments. But in
Cleveland, the union helped slow the adoption of reforms mandated by a federal consent
decree, according to Jonathan Smith, a former U.S. Justice Department official who oversaw the government’s
praised President Trump as someone who “put the handcuffs on the criminals instead of us.”

investigation of policing practices there.
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Harm – Discrimination
1. The only real-time study on predictive policing concluded it was not racially biased.
Lindsey 2018
(Nicole Lindsey, “Does Predictive Policing Really Result in Biased Arrests?” April 9, 2018,
https://www.cpomagazine.com/data-privacy/does-predictive-policing-really-result-in-biased-arrests/, VY)
In experimental rollouts across the nation, predictive policing models have shown remarkable ability to help police
officers and other law enforcement officials clamp down on illegal activity and reduce crime. The only question,
however, is whether these predictive policing methods lead to systematic bias against certain minority
communities or ethnic groups. According to the latest study led by George Mohler, a researcher at Indiana
University – Purdue University Indianapolis (IUPUI), there is no statistically significant evidence of racial

bias. This IUPUI study, which has been touted in the media as the first study of its kind to look
at real-time patrol data, seems to suggest that local communities in the United States should
feel safe in giving the green light to future predictive policing rollouts. But is that really the case?
Inside the new study on predictive policing by IUPUI The study, based on arrest data provided by the Los Angeles
Police Department (LAPD), looked at arrest incidents based on empirical field trials. This focus on real-time

patrol data from the field is an important distinction because previous studies on predictive
policing and bias have been based on simulated patrols with historical data. When the
researchers looked at the actual real-time data that was flowing in, they could not discern
any major differences in arrests made on the basis of policing strategy suggested by a human
analyst and the policing strategy suggested by a computer algorithm. In other words,
computer algorithms did not display bias as part of their crime forecasting. While the researchers
did concede that higher levels of arrests were made in certain geographic areas of the city, this
could be explained by the fact that certain areas are always high crime areas. In these high crime
areas, you will always have a statistically higher level of arrests than in a relatively low crime area. In layman’s
terms, sending out a patrol unit to a rough neighborhood known for drug use and prostitution is always going to
result in a higher number of arrests than if that patrol had been sent to an upscale, quiet neighborhood. Makes
sense, right? (Editor’s note: George Mohler is the lead researcher for the IUPUI study and is also co-founder and
board member of PredPol, a predictive policing company.)
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2. During economic decline, countries are more likely to end rivalries and turn towards
cooperation.
Clary 15
(Clary, Christopher, Ph.D. political science from MIT, “Economic Stress and International Cooperation: Evidence
from International Rivalries,” April 22, 2015, MIT Political Science Department Research Paper No. 2015-8.
https://ssrn.com/abstract=2597712, VY)
Do economic downturns generate pressure for diversionary conflict? Or might downturns encourage
austerity and economizing behavior in foreign policy? This paper provides new evidence that

economic stress is associated with conciliatory policies between strategic rivals. For states
that view each other as military threats, the biggest step possible toward bilateral
cooperation is to terminate the rivalry by taking political steps to manage the competition.
Drawing on data from 109 distinct rival dyads since 1950, 67 of which terminated, the evidence
suggests rivalries were approximately twice as likely to terminate during economic
downturns than they were during periods of economic normalcy. This is true controlling for
all of the main alternative explanations for peaceful relations between foes (democratic status,
nuclear weapons possession, capability imbalance, common enemies, and international systemic changes), as well
as many other possible confounding variables. This research questions existing theories claiming that

economic downturns are associated with diversionary war, and instead argues that in certain
circumstances peace may result from economic troubles.
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Harm – Privacy
Security is a prerequisite for privacy, which means security must be protected first.
Himma 2007
(Kenneth E. Himma, “Privacy Versus Security: Why Privacy is Not an Absolute Value or Right,” 44 San Diego L. Rev.
857 (2007), https://digital.sandiego.edu/cgi/viewcontent.cgi?article=2795&context=sdlr, VY)
This is not merely a matter of describing common subjective preferences; this is rather an objective fact about
privacy and security interests. If security interests are not adequately protected, citizens will simply
not have much by way of privacy interests to protect. While it is true, of course, that people have
privacy interests in what goes on inside the confines of their home, they also have legitimate privacy

interests in a variety of public contexts that cannot be meaningfully exercised if one is afraid
to venture out into those contexts because of significant threats to individual and collective
security—such as would be the case if terrorist attacks became highly probable in those contexts. It is true, of
course, that to say that X is a prerequisite for exercising a particular right Y does not obviously entail that X is
morally more important than Y, but this is a reasonable conclusion to draw. If it is true that Y is meaningless

in the absence of X, then it seems clear that X deserves, as a moral matter, more stringent
protection than Y does. Since privacy interests lack significance in the absence of adequate
protection of security interests, it seems reasonable to infer that security interests deserve,
as a moral matter, more stringent protection than privacy interests.
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Solvency
1. The predictive power of predictive policing leads to a reduction in crime and
positive social impacts.
Mann 2017
(By Adam Mann, “How Science Is Helping Stop Crime Before It Occurs,” Oct. 6, 2017,
https://www.nbcnews.com/mach/science/how-science-helping-stop-crime-it-occurs-ncna805176, VY)
We all know police officers respond to crimes after the fact. But what if cops could learn about crimes
before they occur — and take steps to prevent them? That’s the promise of predictive policing, a

high-tech approach to public safety that uses data about previous crimes to forecast new
criminal acts. It's a bit like weather forecasting, only for crime: At the beginning of their shifts,
officers review a map showing areas where crimes are expected to occur, based on arrest records and the dates
and locations of recent crimes. The cops review the information and then head out on their beats, armed with
information of where they should go at which times — and even who the bad guys are likely to be. “Police already
know where the bad neighborhoods are," says Daniel Neill, a Carnegie Mellon University computer scientist who
helped create a crime-forecasting software tool called CrimeScan. "What they don’t always know is the
dynamics — like when a bad neighborhood is suddenly going to see a flare-up in crime. Those
are the sorts of questions [predictive policing] can answer.” Ethical questions If this scenario sounds like something
ripped from some sci-fi novel, get this: Legal experts think predictive policing could go a step further, with law
enforcement officers using brain scans and genetic information to identify children who seem likely to engage in
criminal acts when they get older. Obviously, the technology raises thorny ethical questions. Ensuring that
predictive policing algorithms enhance safety without worsening existing racial and socioeconomic biases will be
difficult. “There’s a massive opportunity for using big data to have positive social impact,” says
Nuria Oliver, chief data scientist at Data-Pop Alliance, an organization that uses digital information to tackle social problems.
“But at the same time, we need to be aware of its limitations and be honest in terms of its performance.” Crime and Geophysics
The idea of forecasting crime dates back at least to the 1990s, when the U.S. Department of Justice launched projects aimed at
developing statistical models of where crime might occur. The maps produced were crude — and because of limitations in
computing power at the time, they were unable to handle large amounts of input data. But the efforts led social scientists like
University of California anthropologist Jeffrey Brantingham to think about spatial patterns of crime and equations that might
help simulate such activity. “A given crime can have two possible causes in a statistical sense,” says Brantingham, the creator of
PredPol, a predictive policing software now used by more than 60 U.S. law enforcement agencies. “It can spontaneously arise
out of the background, or a crime can be a contagious effect of some previous crime.” The seeds of PredPol were sown in 2006,
when Brantingham and his collaborators began building mathematical models to predict crime by borrowing equations from an
unexpected source: geophysics. It

turned out that the same math used to estimate a geographical
region's odds of experiencing an earthquake could also be used to estimate whether a given
location might see criminal activity. The forecasts are based on historical records. Just as an area that
experienced an earthquake of a certain magnitude has specific odds of being shaken again, neighborhoods that
have experienced a certain amount of crime are likely to have a predictable likelihood of crime in the future. What
Research Has Shown Brantingham’s team partnered with the Los Angeles Police Department to run a controlled
experiment to test their ideas. Officers in three districts in L.A. were given instructions to patrol 20 half-block areas
based on predictions from either professional crime analysts or Brantingham’s algorithm. The results were striking.

After 21 months, the mathematical model was pinpointing crime hotspots twice as accurately
as the professionals, leading to a greater reduction in crime in places where it was used. The
experiment showed the power of the crime-prediction algorithm, says Brantingham. Police might already be able
to identify the first-, second-, and third-most crime-prone areas in their city, but could they definitively point to the
ninth? Or the fifteenth? A computer’s calculations are often much better than personal

experience or human intuition at determining whether it’s best to deploy officers to the
seventeenth most crime-prone spot versus the eighteenth.
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2. Chicago proves that predictive policing reduces crime.
The Economist 2018
(The Economist, “Violent crime is down in Chicago,” May 5th 2018, https://www.economist.com/unitedstates/2018/05/05/violent-crime-is-down-in-chicago, VY)

Policing software such as Predpol or HunchLab, their makers claim, is able to forecast where crime is
likely to be committed. Certainly the numbers are intriguing. After 2016 turned out to be the deadliest year
for two decades, with 762 murders and 3,550 shootings, the following year, which coincided with the
establishment of the first SDSC, was less bloody, with 650 murders and 2,785 shootings. The decline in crime
in police districts with the new data centres was steeper than in those without. This could just
have been reversion to the mean. But the Chicago police department thinks that HunchLab, the
particular program it bought, has something to do with it. To see why this might be the case, consider
Englewood. A hard-up, predominantly black neighbourhood on the South Side, Englewood saw a decline in
murders of 44% in 2017 compared with 2016. Shootings fell by 43%. A byword for concentrated
poverty, rampant crime, drugs, guns and gangs, Englewood seems to have taken everyone by surprise with its
progress. Laura West, an officer working at the district’s SDSC, which is staffed by two officers at all times, spends
her days surrounded by screens. One shows a program called ShotSpotter, which uses the sound of gunfire to
pinpoint shootings; another shows where surveillance cameras are (the city has more than 40,000); and a third
displays HunchLab software. This blends data on crime statistics, population density and weather
patterns with fixed points such as liquor stores and highway exit-ramps, to identify patterns of crime
that may repeat themselves. (Predictive policing software also takes into account the phases of the moon
and the schedules of sports games.) At-risk sites are marked with boxes colour-coded according to

the type of crime. Patrol officers are encouraged to check them frequently. The key to
Englewood’s improvement has not been more aggressive policing, says Kenneth Johnson, the district
commander. “We cannot arrest our way out of our problems,” he says. Instead, as he tells it, the
change is the result of targeted interventions, combined with improved relations with the local
community. The CPD’s relationship with black Chicagoans in particular has long been fraught. Its recent nadir was a
white officer’s seemingly wanton firing of 16 bullets into Laquan McDonald, a black teenager, as he was walking
away. The officer, Jason Van Dyke, who is about to be tried for first-degree murder, had been the subject of
numerous complaints. Changing such a culture will take time. In Englewood, Mr Johnson tells his 350 officers to
attend community meetings, to build relationships and to avoid behaving like an occupying force.
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3. Predictive policing has allowed targeted police action which saves resources.
Ferguson 2015
(Andrew Guthrie Ferguson, Associate Professor of Law, David A. Clarke School of Law, University of the District of
Columbia, “Big Data and Predictive Reasonable Suspicion,” January 2015, University of Pennsylvania Law Review,
Vol. 163, No. 2,
https://scholarship.law.upenn.edu/cgi/viewcontent.cgi?referer=&httpsredir=1&article=9464&context=penn_law_
review, VY)

A move toward data-driven policing will also improve the efficient use of police resources. In
many cases, better information will lead police to focus scarce resources on more serious
risks and prevent unnecessary contacts with law-abiding citizens. The rise of predictive policing
signals the beginning of this shift to data-driven tips.326 Underlying the theory of predictive policing is
the idea that areas statistically more likely to have crime should have an additional police
presence.327 The data guide the officer patrol patterns, down to the particular time, date,
and location.328 While not replacing police patrols in other areas, police seek to target the areas
identified through data.329 Police administrators have embraced predictive policing because
it allows them to allocate resources more efficiently while at the same time reducing crime.
Similarly, collecting data on individuals or groups perceived to be at high risk of entering the
criminal justice system allows for a more focused use of police resources. Joint federal and
state fusion centers have evolved to tackle gang and gun violence.330 In these collaborative centers,
police, with the help of technology, identify and map individuals by known gang associations, ethnicity, age, race,
address, and social connections.331 In Washington, D.C., one early partnership between federal and local law
enforcement resulted in a “gang audit” that “helped identify 136 of the most violent gang/crew members in three
of the highest crime areas in D.C.”332 People identified by police as involved in gangs faced targeted interventions,
including face-to-face meetings, evictions from public housing, and criminal prosecution.333 By mapping and

targeting only those statistically most likely to be involved in criminal activity, the police
attempted to address violence in the community proactively. This was the thinking behind the
Chicago “heat list,” and the approach has the benefit of focusing resources on those more likely to be involved in
crime—whether as perpetrators or victims. While predictive policing practices raise a host of fairness concerns,
from an efficiency perspective, recent innovations appear to have been a success.
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Police Body Cameras Affirmative
Calls to equip police with body cameras (also called body-worn cameras) are increasing in the wake of
police brutality. Advocates state they will bring transparency and oversight to policing and reduce
violence.
The first contention focuses on police accountability. Transparent and accountable policing is necessary
for effective democracy. The people need to be able to monitor and hold responsible all public officials
for democracy to function. Body cameras would help make the police more transparent and
accountable. The negative side poses the question about the balance of transparency for public officials
and the right to privacy for the public, both of which are important in a democracy.
The second contention focuses on police brutality. Equipping police with body cameras deters some of
the worst instances of violence and holds accountable police officers who do commit acts of violence,
improving the way communities are policed. Advocating tangible police changes that can reduce police
brutality, while address the problems with policing and the need for oversight, is an important step
towards breaking down the system problem.
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Contention 1: Inherency
Political leaders and the public are all calling for body cameras, but no requirements
or regulations exist on the federal level. A uniform, federal policy on body cameras is
necessary for effective body cameras, transparency and oversight.
Katz 2020
(Eric Katz, “Democrats Push Body Cameras for Federal Officers as Part of Police Reform Legislation,” June 8, 2020,
https://www.govexec.com/workforce/2020/06/democrats-push-body-cameras-federal-officers-part-policereform-legislation/165999/, VY)
Congressional Democrats are pushing for reforms to federal law enforcement, including requiring

all uniformed officers to wear body cameras, as part of larger police reform legislation in the
wake of nationwide protests against police brutality. In addition to the body and dashboard cameras, the 2020
Justice in Policing Act would require federal law enforcement officers to use de-escalation techniques and use
deadly force only as a last resort. The measure, introduced Monday with 200 cosponsors in the House and Senate,
follows international outrage over the police killing of George Floyd in Minnesota last month. The practices of

federal officers have also come under scrutiny after President Trump deployed thousands of
them around the country to quell mostly peaceful protests taking place in dozens of cities.
“We are here today with common-sense solutions, at least at the federal level, to hold police
accountable,” said Sen. Kamala Harris, D-Calif., who helped introduce the bill in the Senate. Police forces
have increasingly turned to body cameras to boost transparency and accountability for officer
actions, but there is no current requirement for officers at the federal level. The Border Patrol has
experimented with body cameras, completing two pilot programs to test the technology. It has not adopted their
use, though it issued a request for information for body cameras last year. In addition to body-worn

cameras, the legislation would require federal police vehicles to have dashboard cameras
mounted. The bill would task the Government Accountability Office with launching an investigation into the
federal officers’ training, vehicle pursuits and use of force. Federal law enforcement personnel would face a ban on
using chokeholds and similar tactics to restrain individuals they are detaining. The measure would require bias and
duty to intervene training for federal officers, ban “no-knock warrants” in federal drug cases and change federal
personnel’s use of force standard from when it is “reasonable” to when it is “necessary to prevent death or serious
bodily injury.”

Thus the plan: The United States federal government
should enact substantial criminal justice reform in the
United States by requiring and regulating police body
cameras.
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Contention 2: Harm – Accountability
A. Lack of policing transparency now. Body camera policy is needed now.
Lueders 2020
(By Bill Lueders, Wisconsin Freedom of Information Council, “‘Your Right to Know’: More police transparency
needed to produce public’s trust,” July 3, 2020, https://cvpost.org/your-right-to-know-more-police-transparencyneeded-to-produce-publics-trust/, VY)

“Effective oversight of law enforcement requires meaningfully improving the flow of
information to the public, both as a matter of law and as a matter of culture.” Public needs
full view of police performance The police killings of George Floyd, Rayshard Brooks and Breonna Taylor,
among others, as well as video footage of police using excessive force in dealing with protesters, have underscored
the need for changes in policing, including greater access to disciplinary records. It is time to break down

some of the barriers that prevent the public from getting a full and true picture of how police
perform — sometimes laudable, sometimes not — and how government agencies respond to allegations of
misconduct. Wisconsin, according to one survey, is among just 12 states in the nation in which records of police
disciplinary investigations are generally available to the public. But there are still opportunities for improvement.
For one thing, the law builds unnecessary delays into the process, to afford police officers, like all public
employees, an opportunity to sue to block the release of disciplinary records. It also enables departments to deny
access to records while an investigation is pending, in the absence of any proof that secrecy makes the process
work better. Body camera video shouldn’t be withheld A body camera, to be worn on a lapel
Early this year, the Legislature passed and Gov. Tony Evers signed into law a bill regarding the use of police

body cameras. While it does a good job of balancing the public’s right to know against
legitimate privacy interests, it still allows police agencies to withhold video of ongoing investigations,
something that doesn’t happen with video taken by onlookers and not police. That means, in some cases, the
public can only see the video that it is not paying for. The National FOIC and Brechner Center argue that every
aspect of the police misconduct oversight process should be open to public scrutiny. “Only by seeing the substance
of each complaint, how it is resolved, and what consequences are imposed can the public trust that justice is being
dispensed without favor,” the statement says. “We understand the difficult challenge police officers face each day
in their work. While they have a unique position in our communities, they are still public employees—but with
extraordinary power to use deadly force, to search private homes, and to detain and arrest.” Maximum
transparency needed Thus we should insist on maximum transparency. Yes, there are times when police
draw complaints that are unfounded and unfair. But the public should have a right to see even these, with the
expectation that ordinary people can make rational judgments about their nature and how they are addressed. We
should not have to trust the police to police themselves. Trust will come only when we are allowed to see inside
the process.
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B. Body cameras increase transparency and accountability in policing.
Braga et al. 2018
(Anthony A. Braga, Professor and Director of the School of Criminology and Criminal Justice at Northeastern
University; William H. Sousa, Director of the Center for Crime and Justice Policy and Associate Professor in the
Department of Criminal Justice at the University of Nevada, Las Vegas; James R. Coldren, Jr. Managing Director for
Justice Programs in the CNA Corporation’s Safety and Security Division; Denise Rodriguez, Research Scientist in the
CNA Corporation’s Safety and Security Division. “The Effects Of Body-Worn Cameras On Police Activity And PoliceCitizen Encounters,” Source: The Journal of Criminal Law and Criminology (1973-) , Vol. 108, No. 3 (2018), pp. 511538, Northwestern University Pritzker School of Law, https://www.jstor.org/stable/10.2307/48572874, VY)

The presence of BWCs in police-citizen encounters also seemed to result in quicker
resolutions of complaint allegations against treatment officers relative to control officers. The
availability of video evidence on the nature of the encounter seemed to allow internal affairs
investigators to make quicker dispositions of complaints. However, it is important to note here that
the reductions in citizen complaints may not reflect a substantive change in police-citizen behavior during
interactions. The observed reductions could simply reflect a reduction in citizens filing frivolous complaints against
BWC police officers.102 Indeed, the modest reduction in complaint allegations sustained against BWC officers
relative to control officers suggests that there were fewer legitimate complaints lodged against officers

wearing the cameras. Future research should attempt to interview citizens and police officers immediately
following interactions to determine whether the BWCs do indeed have a calming effect. It would also be important
to unravel the theoretical mechanisms associated with any behavioral changes influenced by the introduction of
cameras to police-citizen encounters. From the standpoint of improving police-community relations, of course, the
distinction between deterrence and self-awareness is irrelevant; that is, it only matters whether an intervention
“works” by improving individual behavior.103 However, determining whether deterrence, self-awareness, or some
combination of the mechanisms associated with both theoretical perspectives would be important in developing
further refinements to BWC deployments and policy.104 BWCs have been suggested to increase

transparency in policing and, as a result, improve citizen views of police legitimacy. 105
Behavioral changes for BWC officers in police-citizen encounters represent key components of
Professor Tom Tyler’s process-based model of police legitimacy: public voice, neutrality in
decision-making, trustworthiness, and treatment with dignity and respect. 106 Citizens are
suggested to respond to BWC officers’ behavioral changes by viewing them as more legitimate and, in turn,
become more willing to cooperate with the police.107 Placing BWCs on police officers may also

influence other dimensions of police legitimacy, such as police accountability, distributive
justice, and crime control effectiveness. As suggested by others, police legitimacy is substantially more
complex than ensuring procedurally-just encounters with citizens.108 The video recording of police-citizen
encounters could enhance citizen perceptions of transparency and accountability in the dayto-day work of the officers that serve them. Lawfulness certainly matters to citizens when they appraise the
legitimacy of the police; putting BWCs on officers may increase their adherence to the rule of law when stopping, searching,
frisking, and/or arresting citizens.109 BWC officers also might be less likely to allow extralegal factors, such as the race of
suspected offenders, to influence their decision-making, thereby improving distributive justice.110 Finally, citizen perceptions
of police effectiveness have been found to be related to assessments of police legitimacy.111 Placing BWCs on officers could
generate a deterrent effect on crime by increasing offenders’ perceived risk of apprehension and punishment by capturing
critical evidence on video that could be used against them in court proceedings. Unfortunately, there is little evidence available
on the varied impacts that BWCs could have on the different aspects of police legitimacy.112
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C. Accountability, allowing the people to see what their agents are doing, is necessary
for American democracy. This democratic deficit can only be solved through effective
police reform policy.
Friedman and Ponomarenko 2015
(Friedman, Barry, Professor of Law and Founding Director, Policing Project, New York University School of Law, and
Ponomarenko, Maria, Policing Fellow, New York University School of Law, “Democratic Policing” (November 23,
2015). New York University Law Review, Vol. 90, 2015; NYU School of Law, Public Law Research Paper No. 15-53.
Available at SSRN: https://ssrn.com/abstract=2694564, VY)
Part I of this Article compares the regulation of policing to the ordinary processes by which we govern executive
officials and agencies. There are two core values to American democracy: democratic

accountability and the rule of law. These are implemented in various ways at differing levels of
government—from legislative authorization to notice-and-comment rulemaking to decisionmaking by local
commissions and boards. When it comes to policing, however, there is largely

a democratic
vacuum: Policing agencies are authorized by breathtakingly broad delegations of power, and
there is virtually no process that ensures democratic input into the means by which they go
about their tasks. As a result, policing suffers from a failure of democratic accountability, of
policy rationality, of transparency, and of oversight that would never be tolerated for any
other agency of executive government. It is this democracy deficit that drives the need for
policy reform. Part II offers three explanations for the democracy deficit affecting policing. The first is
“doctrinal”: The usual processes of democratic governance kick in only when agencies take actions that “alter”
individual rights or impose new substantive obligations on the public. Police are authorized only to enforce the
existing substantive criminal law—they certainly are not permitted to alter people’s rights—and the methods they
choose by which to do so escape rulemaking requirements. The second is historical: Popular control of the

police—via urban machine politics—left a trail of corruption and incompetence that has
caused us to grant the police enormous autonomy. Finally, as public choice theory would predict,
legislative bodies and other governmental actors are loath to disturb that autonomy and pay the price should
crime rates be blamed on them. As a result, the control of policing is largely left to courts. Yet, as Part III explains,
judicial regulation of the police is woefully inadequate. Judicial remedies are ill-adapted to addressing the “new”
policing, which is proactive and regulatory, affecting us all. As a result, countless rights of citizens are

violated without sufficient recourse. Even if that were not the case, judicial review—limited for the most
part to constitutional questions—can never substitute for popular control. The regulation of the police
involves profound policy questions that must be resolved in democratically accountable
ways.
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Contention 3: Harm – Police Brutality
A. Police violence, especially towards young black men and boys is increasing. Police
reform and accountability polices are urgently needed.
Lockhart 2019
(By P.R. Lockhart, interviewing Frank Edwards, assistant professor. School of Criminal Justice at Rutgers University
Newark, “Why police violence needs to be treated as a public health issue,” Aug 14, 2019,
https://www.vox.com/identities/2019/8/14/20803872/police-violence-mortality-public-health-black-men-rutgers,
VY)

The deaths of unarmed black men and boys like Eric Garner, Michael Brown, and Tamir Rice
kicked off a national conversation about police violence — particularly, fatal police violence
against people of color — five years ago. That attention has fueled demands for police reform
and officer accountability and has also led to media- and activist-led efforts to track the
number of police shootings across the country. A new study finds that this attention to police
violence is increasingly important, using statistics to argue that police killings are now a
leading cause of death for young men in the United States. And researchers argue that
policing has become an urgent public health concern with real impacts on communities. The
study, conducted by a team of researchers from Rutgers University, the University of Michigan, and Washington
University in St. Louis, was recently published in Proceedings of the National Academy of Sciences. The researchers
used data from Fatal Encounters, a journalist-compiled database of fatal interactions with police, to estimate the
risk of being killed in a police use of force incident based on race, age, and sex. Using data from 2013 to 2018,

they found that fatal police violence is the sixth-leading cause of death for men ages 25 to 29
across all racial groups. The study also found that the lifetime risk of dying from police violence is at its
highest from ages 20 to 35, and that this applies to men and women of all races. While young men in general face
a higher risk of being killed by police violence, the level of risk changes depending on race. Young men of color

— specifically black, Latino, and Native American men — face a higher risk of being killed
than white men and Asian American and Pacific Islander men (though the numbers suggest that fatal police
violence against white Americans is also increasing). The estimated number of killings of young black
men means that roughly one in 1,000 black men face fatal police violence — a rate 2.5 times
greater than that of white men. The overall rate of police killings trails behind car accidents, suicides,
homicide, heart disease, and cancer as a leading cause of death. “Our results show that people of color face a
higher likelihood of being killed by police than do white men and women, that risk peaks in young adulthood, and
that men of color face a nontrivial lifetime risk of being killed by police,” the researchers write. The study also
shows how women experience fatal police violence: While women are killed at a lower rate than men,

there are still racial disparities in these deaths. Black women and Native American women, for example,
are more likely to be killed by police than white, Latina, and Asian American/Pacific Islander women. The data used in the
study does not distinguish between fatal incidents that were later found to be justified uses of force and those that were
not. (Data collected by the FBI, which is widely seen as incomplete, has found that 400 to 500 of the roughly 1,000 police
shootings that occur each year are determined to be justified.) Instead, the study examined how fatal police use of force
more generally affects different groups. There’s a “litany of negative consequences for health that this sort of aggressive
and violent policing produces,” says Frank Edwards, the study’s lead author and an assistant professor in the School of
Criminal Justice at Rutgers University Newark. “The time has come for us to take this seriously as a

cause of harm to public health.”
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B. Empirically, body cameras reduce police misconduct and violence.
Chen 2017
(Connie Felix Chen, “Freeze, You're on Camera,” The University of Miami Inter-American Law Review , Vol. 48, No.
3 (Spring 2017), pp. 141-187, https://www.jstor.org/stable/10.2307/26788310, VY)

Body cameras have been shown to lower rates of police misconduct. In 2012, COPS partnered with
the Police Executive Research Forum (“PERF”) to study the effects of body camera programs in various police
departments across the United States.143 Results from the Rialto Police Department in California

showed a 60% reduction in “officer use of force” incidents and an 88% reduction in “citizen
complaints” between the year prior to and the years following camera deployment. 144 The
Mesa Police Department in Arizona found 75% fewer use of force complaints and 40% fewer
total complaints against officers wearing body cameras compared to those without. 145 Ron
Miller, Chief of Police of Topeka, Kansas, concluded that “everyone is on their best behavior when the
cameras are running. The officers, the public—everyone.”146 Body cameras are often thought
of as primarily benefiting the victims of police misconduct by exposing officers who use
excessive force. If a picture is worth a thousand words, then a video must be worth millions.
Even if an officer adheres to the “blue code of silence” or participates in “testilying,” body camera footage
can provide prosecutors and juries with an objective account of what actually happened. As
the cases of Samuel DuBose and Keith Lamont Scott (discussed later in this Note) illustrate, the footage may wholly
refute an officer’s claims that the suspect was combative and that the officer’s use of deadly force was justified.

127

1AC

Body Cameras Affirmative – Harm – Police Brutality

C. Addressing police brutality and advocating change, like the affirmative, is a
necessary first step to breaking down oppressive structures.
Cunningham 2020
(Brooke Cunningham, assistant professor in the Department of Family Medicine and Community Health at
University of Minnesota, “Protesting Police Brutality and Racial Oppression Is Essential Work,” June 8, 2020,
https://time.com/5849991/protests-covid-19-essential-work/, VY)
As thousands of people march in the streets to protest police brutality, many worry about the risk of COVID-19
transmission. Protesters do not always social distance or wear masks. It is difficult to maintain six feet of
separation when the streets fill quickly; it can be tough to call out for change behind a mask; and silent protests
feel inadequate when the goal is to finally have one’s voice heard. Because of mass gatherings, COVID-19 cases are
projected to rise. This is particularly frightening for people living in places, like Minneapolis, where daily
hospitalizations and deaths from COVID-19 are on the rise or flatlining. Unfortunately, the struggle for

racial justice has always required people to put their bodies on the line. Protesters are essential
workers in a pandemic of police brutality and global racism. Racist societies—whose norms, social
policies, and institutions systematically disadvantage people of color relative to white
people—are by definition violent. The World Health Organization defines violence as “the intentional use
of physical force or power [my emphasis], threatened or actual, against oneself, another person, or against a group
or community, which either results in or has a high likelihood of resulting in injury, death, psychological harm,
maldevelopment, or deprivation.” Police in the U.S. have always used violence (or the omnipresent

threat of violence) to maintain the racial order. Many of the country’s police departments
trace their roots back to the slave patrols that curtailed black freedom by returning runaway
slaves to involuntary servitude. In addition, interlocking social systems work in concert to
(re)produce racial inequities, thwart potential, and frustrate self-actualization (e.g., consider the
effects of residential segregation on wealth accumulation and in turn school quality). Finally, Black people are
paradoxically hyper-visible and invisible to individual Whites, who aim to discipline their
behavior and also misrecognize them as stereotypes. Oppressed people will resist the “knee
on their neck;” they will fight to breathe; and they will find allies. Today’s protesters are working
across historical divisions to create an inclusive, equitable, democratic society in which we are all valued, in which
risk and opportunity are not disproportionately distributed by race, in which police do not kill black people with
impunity. Protesting is critical, urgent, and, unfortunately, risky. Because protesters take risks for our collective
wellbeing, the question then is not, “Should people be protesting in a pandemic?” Rather, it remains, “How can we
best protect our essential workers?”
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Contention 4: Solvency
Body cameras have a real and tangible effect on police work and criminal justice.
Smith 2019
(Rick Smith, CEO and Founder, Axon Enterprise, “What Impact Are Body Cams Having On Modern Policing?” Aug
15, 2019, https://www.forbes.com/sites/quora/2019/08/15/what-impact-are-body-cams-having-on-modernpolicing/#6056c30b5e2d)

Body cameras have changed police work and criminal justice—and in ways that aren’t covered
enough. Here are just a few of the effects: 1) A reduction in complaints against police. A study out of
the University of Cambridge found that "use of body-worn cameras sees complaint against
police virtually vanish.“ This was the result of a year-long study of almost 2000 officers in the United Kingdom
and the United States, and the study found that complaints made against police by the public dropped a whopping
93%. This happened because of a psychological principle known as the “observer effect.” It’s simple: people’s

behavior changes when they know they are being recorded. And while it sounds simple, it’s worth
considering those numbers again—an over 90 percent drop in complaints against police. 2) A reduction in police
use of force. Another interesting effect of body cameras can be their impact on police use-of-

force. One of the early studies, out of Rialto California, found that the use-of-force by police fell by 50% when
officers were wearing cameras. A reduction in use-of-force is another by-product of the observer
effect: officers and the people they interact with are likely to be more careful and are less
likely to take aggressive, assaultive action. But to be fair, subsequent studies have shown mixed results,
with some of them reporting increases in the rate of police use-of-force. One explanation: police officers are more
likely to report a use-of-force incident if it’s captured on video. Previously, if someone shoved a police officer or
the officer used hands-on contact, they may not have reported it. Once something is captured on video,

the officers can face repercussions for failing to document and report it accurately.
Accordingly, the theory is that officers are more likely to report low-level incidents involving
the use of force when they are captured on video—including incidents that may have been
previously unreported. 3) Decreases in administrative and investigative costs. In Queensland,
Australia, a study found a 39% reduction in complaint investigation time. Investigators can watch videos of the
incident, or watch videos of interviews, without having to invest the additional time to send people out to take
depositions and interviews manually. Queensland also saw a 60 to 70% decline in police summary hearings. This
was largely a result of increases in guilty pleas due to videos taken at the scene of domestic violence reports.

Faced with this video evidence, offenders were more likely to enter a guilty plea rather than
to continue the case into the court system.
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Harm – Accountability Extensions
1. Body cameras build trust and increase transparency.
Peterson 2018
(Bryce Peterson, Principal Research Associate, “Three ways police can use body cameras to build community
trust,” May 29, 2018, https://www.urban.org/urban-wire/three-ways-police-can-use-body-cameras-buildcommunity-trust, VY)

But these cases also demonstrate that this policing technology can further an important goal:
improving transparency and accountability. Body cameras documented both incidents and
led to the discipline or vindication of the officers involved. Still, these recent cases—and our
research—emphasize three strategies for maximizing body camera transparency. Police
administrators must ensure their officers comply with departmental policies regarding
camera activation and use. Most departments mandate that officers activate their body cameras during
every encounter with the public. But compliance rates are often low, with some officers activating their cameras in
fewer than 2 percent of incidents. While new technologies may improve officer compliance—such as cameras that
automatically turn on when calls are dispatched or weapons are drawn—departments must do a better job of
tracking compliance and addressing it when officers aren’t following protocols. Officers must notify the

people they contact when their body cameras are recording. In Milwaukee and many other police
departments, policies suggest—but do not mandate—that officers tell community members when their cameras
are activated and recording. As a result, few people are actually aware of cameras during their encounters with
police. Perhaps Dixon-Cole would have chosen not to lodge her false allegations had she realized the incident was
being captured. Departments should work as quickly as possible to release body camera footage

from high-profile incidents and other incidents upon request. In most states, the public can
access footage through open records requests. But this process can be delayed when the footage is part
of an ongoing investigation or when it contains details (like faces, license plates, or private information) that must
be redacted before release. The Sterling Brown incident occurred nearly four months before the body camera
video was released, pending the Milwaukee Police Department’s internal investigation of use of force. Another
analysis found that videos from only 65 of 105 fatal police shootings captured on body cameras in 2017 were made
public, with nearly half released a month or more after the incident. Although it is important for departments to
follow due process and have fair investigations, fully achieving transparency requires balancing these needs with
the ability to consistently release footage within a reasonable time frame. Body camera footage provides

critical evidence for internal and external investigations of police conduct and offers
community members a detailed, firsthand account of what happened during an encounter. It
is no surprise, then, that body cameras have widespread support from both the public and
police officers and appear poised to become a standard in police practice. By following these
three recommendations, police departments are primed to enhance the transparency and
accountability of their body camera programs.
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2. Police transparency and accountability are necessary for democracy. The people
need to be able to see what the police are doing to hold them accountable.
Friedman and Ponomarenko 2015
(Friedman, Barry, Professor of Law and Founding Director, Policing Project, New York University School of Law, and
Ponomarenko, Maria, Policing Fellow, New York University School of Law, “Democratic Policing” (November 23,
2015). New York University Law Review, Vol. 90, 2015; NYU School of Law, Public Law Research Paper No. 15-53.
Available at SSRN: https://ssrn.com/abstract=2694564, VY)

Transparency is critical to accountability—the people cannot supervise their officials unless
they know what the officials are up to. Some confidentiality surrounding policing is both
necessary and appropriate, but policing operates under a shroud of secrecy that is simply
unjustifiable.93 As Jeremy Waldron puts it: “In a democracy, the accountable agents of the people
owe the people an account of what they have been doing, and a refusal to provide this is
simple insolence.”94 We know neither the law of policing as it is written down, nor the law as it is applied.
Some departments, like the Seattle and Chicago police departments, post their manuals on the Internet.95 Most
seem not to. Policing agencies fail to collect—or publicize if they do—even basic data that

would allow for public supervision and sound cost-benefit analysis.96 When the ACLU attempted to
gather data on the use of SWAT, for example, nearly half of the 255 policing agencies contacted rejected the
organization’s records request.97 Police agencies also subvert transparency in more pernicious

ways. Police officers are believed to lie so often in court that the practice has a familiar name: testilying. 98
Officials at the highest levels show disdain for the truth necessary to self-governance—the Director of National
Intelligence misrepresented to Congress and the American people the scope of bulk data collection.99 The New
Jersey State Patrol engaged in a behind-the-scenes effort to limit what the U.S. Department of Justice uncovered in
its investigation of racial profiling.100 Federal officials strong-arm state and local governments to keep secret the
uses of Stingray technology101 or to exempt intelligence “fusion centers” from open secrets laws.102
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3. Democracy requires transparent policing.
Sklansky 2005
(David A. Sklansky, Law Professor, UCLA, Police and Democracy, 103 MICH. L. REV. 1699 (2005).
https://repository.law.umich.edu/mlr/vol103/iss7/1, VY)
The enthusiasm for community involvement in contemporary criminal procedure scholarship is accompanied by,
and often overlaps with, an emphasis on the public exposure of policing strategies. This theme is
muted in the work of Amar (although congenial to his focus on popular sovereignty), and it is largely absent from
the work of Kahan and Meares. It is front and center, though, in Erik Luna's recent argument that democracy

requires "transparent policing,'' by which he means visibility of what the police do and how
they decide to do it.452 And Luna has good company. Jerome Skolnick, for example, has recently called
openness "a master ideal of democratic policing,'' and William Bratton - who formerly
headed New York City's police department and now is Chief of Police in Los Angeles - has
stressed the need for police agencies to open themselves up to "scrutiny and public
exposure."453 Pluralism, with its emphasis on elites, made widespread dissemination of information about the
government seem relatively unimportant - perhaps even counterproductive. Partly for this reason, public
visibility of policing never became a central part of criminal procedure law or scholarship in
the Warren and Burger Court eras. True, certain key rulings of the Warren Court were motivated by a
concern about police secrecy. One thinks particularly of the rulings giving criminal defendants the right to counsel
at custodial interrogations and post-indictment lineups; in each case the Court made clear that part of its objective
was to give defense counsel the information they would later need to challenge the admissibility of evidence
obtained improperly.454 The point, though, was to get information to the defense in order to

improve the fairness of the adversarial process, not to expose the police to general public
scrutiny.
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Privacy Turn Answers
There is no trade-off between body cameras and privacy. Policies can strike a balance
between police accountability and privacy.
Thomas 2016
(Thomas, Ethan. "The privacy case for body cameras: The need for a privacy-centric approach to body camera
policymaking." Colum. Journal of Law & Social Problems. 50 (2016): 191. http://jlsp.law.columbia.edu/wpcontent/uploads/sites/8/2017/03/50-Thomas.pdf)

Across the United States, governments, advocacy groups, and the general public have given
significantly increased attention to body-mounted cameras for police officers in recent years
as a means of documenting and deterring law-enforcement misconduct. Many of the most
populous cities in the United States have already started to use body camera technology to some extent.1 In late
2014, following unrest and controversy over police tactics in Ferguson, Missouri, President Obama called for
increased funding and consistent policies for body camera programs across the nation, and the Department of
Justice recently approved a major funding initiative to enable more departments to use the technology.2 Following
widespread protests after the 2015 release of a police dashboard camera video depicting a police shooting,
Chicago committed to expanding its body camera program.3 However, despite support for the technology

and its potential to record and deter police misconduct, many have cited serious concerns
about privacy. The prevailing narrative, in fact, seems to frame privacy as the primary reason
to resist the expansion of such programs. The American Civil Liberties Union (ACLU) has been
a notable advocate for body camera programs, as well as a leader in crafting policy
recommendations, and its support demonstrates this privacy-security tension. The ACLU
embraces the technology despite typically holding a “dim view of the proliferation of security cameras in American
life,”4 because the potential of such technology to serve as an effective check against abuses

of law-enforcement power outweighs concerns of increased recording.5 Nonetheless, the ACLU
qualifies its endorsement with a caution that body camera implementation must be
accompanied by the right policies, recognizing that “body cameras have more of a potential to invade
privacy than” other camera systems used to ensure official accountability, such as dashboard and prison cameras.6

The ACLU recommends several policies that it believes can result in a “win-win” by striking
the right balance between privacy interests and police accountability issues, 7 thus protecting
the public from police misconduct and protecting the police from false allegations of abuse. 8
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Harm – Police Brutality Extensions
1. Body worn cameras reduce use-of-force and change the officer behavior.
Ariel et al. 2015
(Barak Ariel, PhD, Assistant Professor, Institute of Criminology, Faculty of Law, Hebrew University; William Farrar,
Chief, Rialto Police Department, California and Cantab. Police Executive Programme, Institute of Criminology,
University of Cambridge; Alex Sutherland, Ph.D, Research Leader, Communities, Safety & Justice RAND Europe,
Westbrook Centre, Associate & Member of Violence Research Centre Institute of Criminology, University of
Cambridge; “The Effect Of Police Body-Worn Cameras On Use Of Force And Citizens’ Complaints Against The
Police: A Randomized Controlled Trial,” Journal of quantitative criminology 31.3 (2015): 509-535,
https://www.repository.cam.ac.uk/bitstream/handle/1810/246429/JQC11.pdf, VY)
In this experiment we tested, for the first time, the effect of mobile cameras on police use-of-

force and citizens’ complaints. The outcomes suggest a reduction in the total number of
incidents of use-of-force compared to control-conditions. We have also observed nearly ten
times more citizens’ complaints in the 12-months prior to the experiment, compared to any
of the three years prior to the experiment. In practical terms, the study provides law
enforcement agencies with a methodology that may substantially reduce force responses, as
well as reducing the incidence of complaints. This behavioral modification may be of real
practical significance to the police, especially given the cost-to-benefit ratios (which we will present below).
We therefore envisage that body-worn-cameras may noticeably affect police-public
encounters. We acknowledge that this may pose ethical concerns, which we discuss below, but we believe that,
on average, the benefits of using body-worn-cameras may outweigh the costs. (Issues that warrant
further attention are whether using cameras reduces the likelihood of victims actually reporting crimes, and
broader questions about victims’ rights and procedural practice.) The findings have implications, more

broadly, for deterrence theory. Generally speaking, the proposition that videotaped policepublic interactions “experience” fewer incidents of use-of-force seems to be supported by the
evidence. We interpret this to reflect a fundamental tendency of humans to exhibit more
desirable behaviors when they know they are under surveillance and subject to rules, but we
acknowledge that even this will vary depending on the situation (see Wikström et al 2012).
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2. Police accountability and reform is a necessary step to stopping system oppression.
Jeffers 2020
(Gromer Jeffers Jr., “Curbing police violence against black residents must include stopping systemic oppression,”
Jun 1, 2020, https://www.dallasnews.com/news/politics/2020/06/01/curbing-police-violence-against-blackresidents-must-include-stopping-systemic-oppression/, VY)

An unarmed black person is killed by a white police officer, signaling the continued
dehumanizing of African Americans and highlighting just how far away society is from ending
the systemic problems caused by oppression and racism. The killing is followed by uprisings
across the country, including unnecessary violence that distorts the cause of the protests.
Then there are promises of better days by various leaders followed by the issue fading from
public view — until a law enforcement officer kills another black person. “It’s aggravating, and
that’s far lighter than what I can say without cursing,” said Rev. Frederick Douglass Haynes III, pastor of FriendshipWest Baptist Church in Dallas. “It continues to not only hurt me, but haunt me.” “I’m sick and tired of the

criminalization and the weaponization of black people,” he said. “Our humanity isn’t recognized. We
have a policing system that is completely unaccountable to the community it polices.” The
latest chapter in police violence against black Americans occurred in Minneapolis, where last week an unarmed,
handcuffed black man, George Floyd, died after a police officer placed his knee on Floyd’s neck for nearly nine
minutes, despite the man calling for his mother and complaining that he couldn’t breathe. Derek Chauvin, 44, was
charged with third-degree murder and second-degree manslaughter. Several other police officers on the scene
have not been charged. Protests against police violence erupted in numerous American cities, including Dallas.
Most of the protesters have taken a nonviolent approach, but others, including anarchists, have resorted to
starting fires, looting and other acts of violence. The politics of the protest should not obscure that

police violence against innocent or nonthreatening people has to stop. Just as critical, the
nation must deal with the institutional problems like poverty in underserved communities of
color. It all plays into the crime, despair and disrespect encountered by the disenfranchised.
Not all minorities are poor, but they often are victims of the same stigma it carries. Floyd’s death occurred at
a time when the world is fighting a pandemic that has an outsize impact on African
Americans, Latinos, Native Americans and the poor. It showcases their need for jobs, access
to quality health care, affordable housing, better education — and respect. Whether it’s a
pandemic or natural disaster, calamities have an adverse impact on communities of color. “It’s us,” Sara Mokuria,
the co-founder of Mothers Against Police Brutality, said about the impact of police violence and the coronavirus
pandemic. There’s a long history of police violence against people of color, and abolishing it has been elusive.
While each case is different, the deaths have all been senseless. To avoid killing Floyd, all Chauvin had to

do was let him breathe. Other incidents of violence were caused by the fear of black men and stereotyping of
them as criminals. Advocates for reform say policing polices should be radically changed.
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3. Breaking down police brutality affects the system and other violence and
oppression.
Alang et al. 2017
(Sirry Alang, PhD, Donna McAlpine, PhD, Ellen McCreedy, PhD, MPH, and Rachel Hardeman, PhD, MPH, Sirry Alang,
the Program in Health, Medicine, and Society and the Department of Sociology, Lehigh University, Bethlehem, PA;
Donna McAlpine and Rachel Hardeman are with the Division of Health Policy and Management, University of
Minnesota School of Public Health, Minneapolis; Ellen McCreedy is with the Center for Gerontology and Healthcare
Research, School of Public Health, Brown University, “Police Brutality and Black Health: Setting the Agenda for
Public Health Scholars,” Am J Public Health. 2017 May; 107(5): 662–665.
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pmc/articles/PMC5388955/, VY)

The impact of police brutality is much broader than simply affecting the individuals who have
experienced racialized violence. It is a constant reminder of the historic and current devaluing
of Black lives.13 It sends a signal that there is little hope for justice. Excessive police force and
inadequate prosecution of perpetrators might increase feelings of powerlessness in the Black
community, diminishing perceptions of gains made by the civil rights movement. Frequently,
the only semblance of justice for victims of police brutality is to gain sympathizers in the
court of public opinion. To do this, Black people seemingly have no other option than to make public the
videos or photographs that show the private and last moments of loved ones’ lives. The perceived lack of
justice can breed mistrust in law enforcement, further hurting the relationship between the
police and Black communities. This might limit access to appropriate and necessary law
enforcement services such as protection from violent crime and timely intervention during
emergencies and disasters. The impact of police brutality on the well-being of the Black
community parallels the effects of the racism that exists in so many other aspects of everyday
life: education, housing, employment, and health care. 8,17 That Black people can be harassed and
even killed by police is sadly not inconsistent with a system that gives some children, but not others, a high-quality
education and that allows skin color to dictate employment opportunity or chances of dying from a preventable
disease. Understanding how police brutality affects health requires seeing it both as the action

of individual police officers and as part of a system of structural racism that operates to
sustain White supremacy. A silver lining is that police brutality has given rise to movements,
such as Black Lives Matter and Blacktivist, that resist systemic oppression of Blacks and
advocate their rights to live freely and with dignity. However, the existence of these movements does
not erase the feelings of powerlessness that affect well-being in Black communities.
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Solvency Extensions
Police reforms work and save lives. Clear and effective reforms such as body cameras
are key to actual change.
Leonhardt 2020
(David Leonhardt, “Where Police Reform Has Worked,” June 5, 2020,
https://www.nytimes.com/2020/06/05/briefing/george-floyd-buffalo-coronavirus-your-friday-briefing.html, VY)

In several big cities, however, things have changed. Police departments have adopted new
policies, and, while problems remain, the number of shootings and deaths have fallen
significantly. It’s happened in Los Angeles, where fatal police shootings have declined in each
of the last four years, down to 12 last year. It’s happened in San Francisco. And it’s happened in
Baltimore, Chicago, Philadelphia and Phoenix, Samuel Sinyangwe, a data scientist and activist, writes for
FiveThirtyEight. “Many of these reforms were initiated in response to protests and public outcry
over high-profile deaths,” he adds. The changes often revolve around training officers to de-escalate situations and
reduce the amount of force they use. Tougher measures to get rid of violent officers also seem to help. Hiring
more police officers sometimes helps as well, research shows. “Overstressed, overtired officers working too many
shifts generate more complaints of excessive force,” Vox’s Matthew Yglesias notes. The most sweeping proposals
to emerge in recent days, like defunding the police, are unlikely to attract broad political support. Many Americans
feel positively toward the police, as David Byler of The Washington Post points out — although there are large gaps
by race. Still, most Americans also say that the police have a racism problem, and most favor

reforms, such as body cameras and outside investigations of misconduct. Drew Linzer of the
polling firm Civiqs notes that support for the Black Lives Matter movement surged in recent days to almost 50
percent, “the highest it has ever been in over three years of polling.” All of which points to some common political
ground on police reform. “The problem is not that we lack a playbook for fixing the police,” a
former police commissioner in Philadelphia and three other experts write for the Times Opinion section . “We

have one. The problem is that we have not successfully followed the one we have.” Barack
Obama posted a Twitter thread last night making similar points.
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Budgets DA Frontline
1. Non-unique – The federal government is sending relief funds directly to states to
fund education during COVID.
Jacobson 2020
(Linda Jacobson, “All states now approved for emergency education funding,” June 4, 2020,
https://www.educationdive.com/news/all-states-now-approved-for-emergency-education-funding/578899/, VY)
It was close, but all 50 states and the District of Columbia have applied and been approved for

the Governor’s Emergency Education Relief Fund — a relatively small block grant within the
federal Coronavirus Aid, Relief, and Economic Security Act, but one state leaders have wide discretion
in how to spend. The U.S. Department of Education extended the deadline by a week, until June 8, but "it turns out
the extension wasn’t needed, since everyone had applied by the end of the day on Monday," according to a
department spokesman. The awards — which range from more than $355 million for California to

about $4.4 million for Vermont — are unusual in that governors can use the money for
“needs related to COVID-19” at either the K-12 or higher education levels. Details about how
governors plan to divvy up the funds, however, have been slow to emerge.

2. No link – Las Vegas proves – body cameras have considerable cost savings.
Zima 2017
(Elizabeth Zima, “Research Shows Police Body-Worn Cameras Reduce Misconduct and Cost for Las Vegas,”
December 8, 2017, https://www.govtech.com/public-safety/Research-shows-police-body-worn-cameras-reducemisconduct-and-cost-for-Las-Vegas.html, VY)

A study on the effects of body-worn cameras shows a significant reduction in complaints of police
misconduct and use of force, as well as some cost savings. The study, conducted by Virginia-based CNA
Corporation, in cooperation with the Las Vegas Metropolitan Police Department (LVMPD) and the University of Las
Vegas' Center for Crime and Justice Policy, found a 37 percent reduction in the number of officers involved in useof-force incidents and a 30 percent decrease in the number of officers with at least one complaint filed against
them. Among the control group, officers not equipped with a camera, use-of-force increased 4 percent.
Researchers assigned 400 LVMPD officers body cams, while another 400 served as a control group. In a new twist
on this type of study, the Las Vegas survey also found that body-worn cameras can generate

considerable cost savings for police by simplifying the complaint resolution process. Capt.
Daniel Zehnder, Communications Bureau commander for LVMPD, said the 2014 study deserves attention
because of the cost savings. The department saved between $828 and $1,097 per user or
approximately $4,000 per user, per year when misconduct complaints and investigations
were considered. “The cost-benefit analysis was a bit limited,” he said. “I think there could be
more savings.”
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3. No impact – The Great Recession proves school funding is resilient and the federal
government will smooth spending.
Isaacs 2016
(Julia B. Isaacs, Senior Fellow in the Center on Labor, Human Services, and Population at the Urban Institute,
“Spending on public schools has declined in the wake of the Great Recession,” September 29, 2016,
https://www.urban.org/urban-wire/spending-public-schools-has-declined-wake-great-recession, VY)

Public schools are run by local school districts and are largely funded at the state and local
level. The federal government provides only limited funding—about 8 percent of total
spending on K–12 education during the first seven years of the 21st century. But this changed
during the Great Recession. As the economy turned downward in late 2008, local revenues
fell with the drop in property values, and state revenues fell with declines in earning and
income. At the same time, state spending on Medicaid and other programs increased as more
families qualified for free health care and other services because of falling family incomes . States cut spending
in other areas, including public schools, to balance their budgets. State and local spending on public
education fell by more than $400 per child between 2008 and 2010. The federal government
compensated for most of this shortfall, providing $54 billion for a new State Fiscal
Stabilization Fund, about two-thirds of which went to K–12 education. Under the American
Recovery and Reinvestment Act (ARRA), Congress temporarily boosted funding for federal education
programs, including Title I (for high-poverty schools) and special education. Between 2008 and
2010, federal spending on education increased by more than $370 per child. As a result, total spending on
education remained fairly steady at about $8,000 per child in 2008–10. The federal share of K–12
education increased to 11 cents of each education dollar.
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Federalism DA Frontline
1. Non-unique – The politics of a Trump presidency means federalism is dead. It’s
about the power of the base, states politics are reactionary not independent.
Gawthorpe 2020
(Andrew Gawthorpe, historian of the United States at Leiden University in the Netherlands, “Federalism has
become another casualty of Trump and the coronavirus,” 18 Apr 2020,
https://www.theguardian.com/commentisfree/2020/apr/18/federalism-another-casualty-donald-trumpcoronavirus, JHW/VY, **2-page card**)
Yet a vacuum of responsible leadership from the White House has meant that the system has not worked as
intended. Rather than seeing it as his role to work with the states to develop a national plan,

Trump instead spent months denying that a problem even existed and stating that he took
“no responsibility” for fighting the virus. When the prospect of emerging as the hero who restarted the
economy beckoned, he swung to the other extreme, claiming “total authority” to supersede decisions made by the
states and suggesting that governors who wanted to lift lockdowns at their own pace rather than his direction
were committing “mutiny”. On Friday, Trump went on a bizarre, all-caps Twitter rampage, calling on citizens to
“LIBERATE” Minnesota, Michigan and Virginia from state quarantine measures. Many Republican governors have
responded by following the president’s lead. Even as the government’s top infectious diseases expert

was pleading for a nationwide lockdown, governors like Florida’s Ron DeSantis chose to
sacrifice the health of their constituents on the altar of their desire to please the president.
When DeSantis did eventually issue a stay-at-home order, he explicitly cited Trump’s
changing “demeanor” as his reason for doing so. Other Republican governors took their cues from the
federal government too, for instance by waiting for Trump to issue a national emergency declaration before they
issued their own. Some Republican governors – such as Mike DeWine of Ohio and Larry Hogan of Maryland – acted
earlier, but they represent states in which Trump’s popularity is much lower than average among Republicangoverned states. Democratic governors have been more in tune with the needs of their localities than the
president’s shifting moods, issuing emergency declarations and lockdown orders sooner than their Republican
counterparts. When their pleas for a more effective federal response were ignored, they turned to self-help
instead. As it becomes clear that Trump is pushing for an irresponsible reopening of the economy, Democratic
governors in the west and north-east have established working groups consisting of public health experts and
economists to plot their own way forward. Why did Republican governors stick with the president while
Democratic governors went their own way? Much of the explanation can be found in the power of

partisanship, and the nationalization of state politics. Trump’s grip on the Republican base is
so absolute that the governors of red states value their relationship with him above almost
any other. And so much of local politics is now filtered through a national lens that
Republican governors must be seen to be toeing the president’s line even on local issues in
order to please that base. The particular way that Trump exercises power has also
contributed to the reaction of governors from both parties. Trump has made clear that he will
dole out federal largesse according to political loyalty, even preventing Colorado’s
Democratic-led government from purchasing ventilators on the open market and later
sending a hundred units “at the request” of the state’s Republican senator, who is facing a tough
re-election battle. The message is clear: Democratic governors need to help themselves, because
Trump sure won’t. And Republican governors need to stick close to a president who sees
142

2AC

Body Cameras Affirmative – Federalism DA Answers

himself as his party’s feudal patron rather than the leader of the entire nation. The result has
been an inversion of what the Founders intended, with some states slavishly following
federal dictate in flagrant disregard of local needs, and others hung out to dry as a national crisis looms
and Washington does little to shepherd a national response. Democratic governors cannot rely on the president to
protect the lives of their citizens, and Republican governors find themselves acting more as the lackeys of a
monarch than representatives of the interests of their states. Taken together, these developments

suggest that federalism has become another casualty of a president unprecedented in his
disregard for everything which truly makes America great.
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2. No link – The federal government already provides body camera grants. The
affirmative solves status quo accountability problems.
Laperruque 2017
(by Jake Laperruque, Senior Counsel at the Project on Government Oversight, was Senior Counsel at the
Constitution Project, formerly served as a Program Fellow at New America’s Open Technology Institute and as the
Fellow on Privacy, Surveillance, and Security at the Center for Democracy and Technology, “Despite Years of
Recommendations, Government Still Rewards Bad Policies for Body Cameras,” December 19, 2017,
https://www.justsecurity.org/49866/years-recommendations-government-rewards-bad-policies-body-cameras/,
VY, **2-page card**)
This is a major reason The Constitution Project’s comprehensive report on police body cameras

included among its recommendations that federal funding be contingent upon adoption of
specific, effective policies. As the report notes, “federal funding may accelerate adoption of body
camera programs absent due consideration for necessary policies at the local level, ” and “if
departments with ineffective policies receive significant funding, other localities may
improperly view these policies as an appropriate benchmark, or simply imitate these policies
with the hope of acquiring future funding.” As the only comprehensive report on body cameras signed
onto by both civil liberties advocates and former law enforcement officers, this and the report’s other
recommendations represent common sense, consensus solutions that will help both law enforcement and the
communities they police. Unfortunately, DOJ continues to fund police body cameras in a way that provides no
incentive for cities to adopt good policies, while also rewarding jurisdictions with bad policies. Two civil society
organizations, The Leadership Conference on Civil and Human Rights and Upturn, maintain a scorecard that tracks
departments’ body camera policies on eight critical issues. The scorecard’s methodology in determining whether
departments “fully satisfy,” “partially satisfy,” or “fail” at implementing best practices associated with those issues
largely mirror the recommendations in The Constitution Project’s report, and is an excellent metric for determining
the effectiveness of departments’ body camera policies. As the scorecard reveals, DOJ continues to give the

greatest amount of funding to cities that receive failing grades. The key issues included requiring
that cameras be turned on at appropriate times, establishing public access to footage to ensure accountability, and
protecting privacy by limiting use of biometric surveillance in combination with facial recognition. Of the 27 cities
that received DOJ grants of $500,000 or more, only 5 received passing grades (“fully satisfy” or “partially satisfy”)
on the majority of the key issues: Cincinnati (7/8), Chicago (5/8), Las Vegas (5/8), San Francisco (5/8), and
Washington D.C. (6/8). Here’s how the remaining 22 localities that DOJ decided were worthy of body camera
grants broke down: Alameda County: Failed on 7/8 issues Albuquerque: Failed on 4/8 issues Austin: Failed on 5/8
issues Baton Rouge: Did not receive a fully or partially satisfy grade on any issues Broward County: Did not receive
a fully or partially satisfy grade on any issues Detroit: Failed on 5/8 issues Fayetteville: Failed on 5/8 issues Fort
Lauderdale: Failed on 5/8 issues Jacksonville: Failed on 4/8 issues Los Angeles: Failed on 4/8 issues Los Angeles
County: Failed on all 8 issues Miami: Failed on 5/8 issues Miami-Dade: Failed on 4/8 issues Minneapolis: Failed on
4/8 issues New Orleans: Failed on 4/8 issues Omaha: Failed on 4/8 issues Phoenix: Failed on 5/8 issues Raleigh:
Failed on 4/8 issues Rochester: Failed on 5/8 issues San Antonio: Failed on 4/8 issues Seattle: Failed on 4/8 issues
Tulsa: Failed on 6/8 issues If departments continue to fail on critical policies, police body cameras

will not be a means of enhanced accountability, and will instead only serve to massively
increase government surveillance. Years have passed since DOJ began grant funding for body
cameras, but its actions reflect a continual pattern of handing out funds without due
consideration of whether cities are developing body camera programs that will achieve their
desired goals of accountability and improving police-community relations. It’s time for
144

2AC

Body Cameras Affirmative – Federalism DA Answers

Congress and DOJ to take a harder line when funding police body cameras. If localities are
going to receive federal funds, they need to be conditioned on specific and effective policies.
Without such a change, it seems clear DOJ will continue to fund departments in a manner
that accelerates the rollout of bad programs, and sets a poor example for any departments
starting police body camera programs in the future.
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3. No internal link – State flexibility under federalism means responses that further
entrench health inequalities.
Gordon et al. 2020
(Sarah H. Gordon, Nicole Huberfeld, David K. Jones, all Department of Health Law, Policy and Management, Boston
University School of Public Health, “What Federalism Means for the US Response to Coronavirus Disease 2019,”
May 8, 2020, https://jamanetwork.com/channels/health-forum/fullarticle/2766033, VY)
The COVID-19 pandemic also intensifies and reveals longstanding inequitable distribution of power and resources,
already evidenced by disparate rates of treatment and morbidity for African American patients. Historically, state

flexibility in health policymaking has meant that certain communities, such as poor African
American families in the deep South, have fewer resources over the long term and suffer
entrenched health disparities. As a result, they experience higher rates of asthma and other comorbidities
that may exacerbate the severity of COVID-19. As hospitals develop triage plans, racial/ethnic
minority patients may be deprioritized for life-saving treatment because of disproportionate
burdens of preexisting comorbidities. Moreover, the economic outcome in places such as the Mississippi
delta will be extensive, where the most common job is retail cashier, Medicaid eligibility thresholds are extremely
low, and health care facilities were already struggling.6 Our public health federalism is questionably

adequate under the best of circumstances—divided governance and policymaking result in
predictably disparate health outcomes that vary by zip code. During an emergency, when the
health of the nation depends on acting with coordination and cooperation, the failures of
federalism come into sharp relief, forcing us to reconsider one of the most deeply held
American beliefs: that decisions made closer to home are inherently better.

4. No impact – numerous past recessions prove that there is impact to economic
decline. The economy will recover as soon as we get a vaccine. No long-term impact to
the economy.
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States CP Frontline
1. Permutation: do both the plan and the counterplan.
2. The permutation solves better – states and the federal government need to work
together for joint information sharing. Joint policies are necessary to protect people’s
liberty.
Brennan Center for Justice 2016
(“Police Body Camera Policies: Retention and Release,” Brennan Center for Justice, August 3, 2016,
https://www.brennancenter.org/our-work/research-reports/police-body-camera-policies-retention-and-release,
VY)
“How can the data be shared outside of the police department?” Retention of body-worn camera video

creates a substantial database that can be used as a powerful instrument of surveillance.
Many of the police departments that use BWCs participate in fusion centers, joint
information-sharing efforts between local, state, and federal government and the private sector.
These fusion centers pull in copious data that is tenuously related to crime or terrorism and
generally retain it for long periods of time, and have been castigated as endangering citizens’ civil liberties with
little counterterrorism value to show for it. At the same time, departments will occasionally need to

be able to share evidentiary videos relating to a specific video with other law enforcement
agencies. Even this limited sharing can raise privacy issues if the privacy protections the originating department
has in place are not binding on the recipient agency. While most of the policies require permission from the Chief
of Police for dissemination of video outside the department , few of the policies or related statutes

provide guidance for when and with what limits will sharing with other law enforcement
agencies be permitted.
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3. Solvency deficit: Only the affirmative solves for federal law enforcement. President
Trump deploying federal officers during protests proves a huge solvency deficit only
federal reform can solve.
4. Federal action is crucial to effective reform, best practices, and consistency.
Cotter and Kasai 2020
(Robert Cotter, Social Policy & Politics Fellow; Nathan Kasai, Senior Policy Counsel, “We Still Need Federal Action
for Community-Based Policing Reform,” May 6, 2020, https://www.thirdway.org/report/we-still-need-federalaction-for-community-based-policing-reform, VY)
Possible Solutions State and local action must play a significant role in policing reform, as we saw

in the California example, but federal action is also crucial to building a strong foundation of
trust and accountability in law enforcement across the country. It is the job of the federal
government to step in when strained relationships and abuse threaten the welfare and civil
rights of Americans, no matter what state or community they live in. During the Civil Rights
era, the federal government intervened to make sure federal law was adhered to in all
communities. Enforcement mechanisms in the Civil and Voting Rights acts set a federal floor
of civil rights protections—ensuring that the application of civil rights was not dependent on zip code. In the
same regard, this nationwide problem now requires a nationwide response. The federal
government has been investing in policing efforts for quite some time, helping to shape
enforcement operations through data collection, grant funding, judicial action, and other
means of influence. Continued Congressional action is essential to restore and increase trust
in police. All of us are less safe when bonds of trust are broken between our communities and police. What
follows are reforms that promote better agency practices, increase officer support and training, and improve
accountability and transparency in community-police relations. Promote Best Practices Establish federal

use of force standards. A zip code should not determine the outcome of an interaction between law
enforcement and a member of the community. Research has proven that restrictive use of force policies
strengthen community trust and improve officer safety.9 A federal standard for the use of force would

help to ensure that every department, in every part of the country, is using evidence-based
and best practices. The PEACE Act (H.R. 4359), introduced by Rep. Ro Khanna in September, mandates that
federal law enforcement use deadly force as a last resort and ties justice department public safety funding to
states adopting similarly high standards for local police officers.10
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5. No Net Benefit – forcing all 50 states doing the plan together would still hurt
federalism. Also, federal involvement is necessary for solvency, which means the
solvency deficit outweighs the possible net benefit.

149

2AC

Body Cameras Affirmative – Topicality Answers

Topicality Frontline
1. We meet – the change to wearing a body camera is a change to police activity
2. We meet – Body cameras are a fundamental change to policing.
Jonsson 2019
(“The body cam revolution: What it has, and hasn’t, accomplished,” Patrik Jonsson, August 9, 2019,
https://www.csmonitor.com/USA/Justice/2019/0809/The-body-cam-revolution-What-it-has-and-hasn-taccomplished, VY)
“The anti-police crowd thought body cameras would show the inner workings of policing, but it turns out that the
inner workings of policing are mundane and often what the cops say,” says Mr. Moskos, author of “Cop in the
Hood.” “As that cloak was lifted and there wasn’t that much there, that surprised some people. Like the police

radio, the body camera has, in fact, fundamentally changed policing. But it hasn’t been an earthshattering, groundbreaking thing.” Meanwhile, public opinion about law enforcement has become only more
polarized as the Trump administration has largely ended the Obama era’s focus on federal oversight of troubled
and prejudicial departments. According to Gallup data, the percentage of conservatives who say they have
confidence in the police has risen from 60% to 70% since 2014, and the percentage of liberals who feel the same
has fallen from 50% to 40% in the same time frame. That’s happening even amid drastic regional differences in
police shootings. For example Mr. Moskos, using data analysis, says a civilian is 15 times more likely to be shot by a
police officer in Oklahoma City than in New York City. Such results “suggest we should recalibrate our
expectations” of cameras’ ability to make a large-scale behavioral change in policing, concluded the
Washington study.
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3. Counter interpretation -- policing is the convergence of law enforcement,
community cooperation, and local interactions designed to reduce crime and improve
quality of life
Roufa 19
[Tim Roufa wrote about criminology careers for The Balance Careers and has over 14 years of experience in law
enforcement. "The Difference Between Law Enforcement and Policing." https://www.thebalancecareers.com/lawenforcement-vs-policing-974604]
Often when we discuss criminal justice systems, strategies, and even professions, the terms law

enforcement and policing are used interchangeably. Though to some the two concepts may
seem to be one and the same, to criminology practitioners the differences are significant.
Those interested in pursuing careers in criminal justice or criminology should learn the difference between law
enforcement and policing, and why the distinction matters. Knowing the role each plays in keeping the public
safe could help repair the rift that is growing between police and communities. Concept of Law Enforcement At its
core, the concept of law enforcement consists of just that: enforcing laws. In its purest form,

law enforcement requires an unwavering adherence to rules and procedures. It involves a focus
on the letter of the law rather than the spirit of the law. Citations are issued, arrests are made, and
force is employed with little regard for the reason or meaning behind a particular law or
policy. Law enforcement can be a very effective way to maintain public order and punish crime inasmuch as it is
focused on requiring the members of a community or society to comply with the law or face the consequences.
The problem of law enforcement as the sole response to crime, however, is that it is singular in its approach,
responding to effects without consideration for causes. Concept of Policing The term policing has come to

mean an approach to fighting crime through community service and problem solving. It
requires a holistic approach to dealing with crime, taking into account the problems that
plague a community and working with the people within that community to solve them.
Policing requires cooperation from residents, business owners, and leaders who participate in
the process of reducing crime and improving quality of life. While this idea of community
policing may sound revolutionary, it actually dates back to the earliest days of the modern
police force. The concept is best articulated in Sir Robert Peel's nine principles of policing. Difference Between
Law Enforcement and Policing While there may be some overlap between these two concepts, the truth
is that the differences run deep. Whereas law enforcement implies compulsory compliance,
policing suggests voluntary adherence. Where law enforcement uses the rule of law and the
threat of punishment to enforce obedience, policing is intended to deal with behaviors
through community relationships and addressing root causes. In a sense, law enforcement is
but one component of policing—one of many tools in the toolbox available to police officers
and law enforcement agencies.
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Prefer our interpretation –
4. Standards:
A. Ground – only our evidence has an intent to define and delineates between policing
and law enforcement. A precise definition of policing grounded in the current,
operational meaning is crucial to any meaningful debate about criminal justice
B. Limits – their evidence concedes that policing is complex and can include many
different things – only our interpretation imposes a limit on what policing activities
can include
5. Voters:
A. Education – body cams are the core of the policing topic – there is abundant
literature for both sides due to its use in multiple states. Equipping debaters with real
world knowledge about the criminal justice system outweighs any arbitrary limits
argument
B. Literature checks limits and ground loss – affirmatives have to have a solvency
advocate based in the topic literature
C. Reasonability – The affirmative only must be reasonably close to topic to allow for
educational debates. If we are close to the topic, it is not a reason to reject the
affirmative.
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Harm – Accountability
1. Canada proves that body cameras do not increase transparency.
Laming and Schneider 2020
(Erick Laming, PhD candidate in criminology at the University of Toronto focusing on police use of force, police
oversight, and Indigenous and Black community members’ experiences with law enforcement; Christopher J.
Schneider, professor of sociology at Brandon University, “OPINION: Body cameras will not increase police
transparency,” June 12, 2020, https://torontosun.com/opinion/columnists/opinion-body-cameras-will-notincrease-police-transparency, VY)

Will equipping all police in Canada increase transparency? Recent Canadian examples suggest
not. There is zero empirical evidence in Canada that the use of BWCs improves transparency.
In fact, there is very little data in Canada generally on the efficacy of BWC technology. The
belief that the sudden widespread deployment of BWCs across the country would result in
better transparency and improve policing is a reactionary decision that is both largely
unfounded and expensive. There are several serious concerns with the expectation that body camera
technology will improve police transparency. The most pressing of such concerns is that there is no
universal consensus between the public, local politicians, and police management on what
“transparency” exactly entails. Calgary is the only major city in Canada where all front-line officers are
equipped with body cameras in the interest of transparency and accountability — at a significant cost to taxpayers.
Nevertheless, a cell phone video surfaced from an October 2019 encounter between Calgary police and a 51-year
old white woman that shows two male officers forcefully arresting her in her home as they both hold her down
while she cries out “I can’t breathe.” Both officers were wearing BWCs yet the public is learning of this case now
only because the woman has filed a formal complaint and contacted the media. No BWC footage has been

released in this case, and the police service has no plans to release the video publicly citing
policy, legal and privacy reasons. Even more concerning, Calgary police have not released the
BWC footage to the woman or her lawyer despite repeated requests to do so. Transparency
appears to be absent here. In other circumstances, it is not always clear if footage exists when
officers wear body cameras since police are able to turn off their cameras, albeit with
repercussions. Is the penalty for turning off a camera more severe than a charge of police brutality? Perhaps it
should be. Why was this incident not properly investigated in October 2019? Are use-of-force investigations only
conducted when a community member lodges a complaint? Who is overseeing police in circumstances when a
use-of-force incident does not result in serious injury or death caused by police? These simple questions reveal
how transparency and BWCs may not necessarily align to satisfy public expectations. We must be mindful that the
camera only records what an officer sees and hears. We can surmise that much of the 8 minutes and 46 seconds of
the footage taken from George Floyd’s killer’s body camera is video of the crowd of bystanders watching as the
former officer sadistically gazed at them while ignoring Floyd’s cries for help. The body camera footage is

not an objective witness. Further, footage can often be shaky, unreliable, and of low quality
in some settings such as environments with poor lighting. This can result in a litany of issues
for those who view the footage. Additionally, the same video can produce multiple
interpretations which may complicate judicial decision-making.
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2. Body cameras don’t solve systemic problems of police accountability and lax legal
standards.
Lopez 2017
(By German Lopez, “The failure of police body cameras,” Jul 21, 2017, https://www.vox.com/policy-andpolitics/2017/7/21/15983842/police-body-cameras-failures, VY)

Police’s problems are far bigger than a lack of video This was something experts emphasized
again and again: Video can only do so much. There are simply much bigger systemic problems
facing police than whether there’s enough evidence to convict them in the courtroom or hold
them accountable in the public eye. For one, the legal standard for use of force is so broad that it’s going
to be very difficult to convict police officers even with solid evidence. The law requires that an officer reasonably
perceive a threat to justify use of force even if a threat isn’t actually present. So if an officer thinks that someone is
pulling a gun, that justifies use of force even if the person is really pulling out his wallet. It comes down to

what a “reasonable” officer would do — an incredibly vague standard. Some experts argue this
standard is too loose. “The legal standard, I think, makes it very, very difficult to establish the
criteria for an unreasonable use of force,” Michael White, a criminologist at Arizona State University,
said. Police and other experts argue that the standard needs to be loose, so officers don’t hesitate in moments of
split-second decisions — because the legal consequences may be on their minds — and fail to protect themselves
or bystanders. But in the real world, this also allows officers to get away with some cases of

excessive uses of force. Abt argued that part of the problem is we often don’t explicitly define
what a reasonable police officer would do in a lot of situations. We might expect a police
officer to deescalate, not escalate, dangerous encounters and avoid unnecessarily aggressive
tactics like chokeholds, but that’s not always in writing. That contributes to the vagueness
under the current legal standard.

3. Democracy empowers majorities against minorities.
Brennan 2016
(Jason Brennan Ph.D., Robert J. and Elizabeth Flanagan Family Chair and Provost’s Distinguished Associate
Professor of Strategy, Economics, Ethics, and Public Policy at the McDonough School of Business at Georgetown
University, “In democracy, minorities are ignored and the voters are ignorant.” December 2, 2016,
https://www.learnliberty.org/blog/in-democracy-minorities-are-ignored-and-the-voters-are-ignorant/, VY)

Democracies ignore minorities’ preferences. In a democracy, certain ideological minorities
have no hope of winning, and are likely to have their preferences ignored. (Thomas Christiano
refers to this as the “problem of persistent minorities.”) Further, certain ethnic or other demographic
minorities have little power on their own; they can get their way or have their interests
served only if they build a large coalition, or if the majority is sympathetic to them.
Democracy is not inherently fair. It empowers majorities against minorities, and certain
minorities tend to stay minorities year after year. If we really wanted to create a system in which no
voice can be ignored, we’d use sortition. As David Estlund has pointed out, a concern for fairness by itself
gives us no particular reason to advocate democracy. If we want to be fair, we could instead use some
sort of lottery or random decision-making method.
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Privacy Turn
A. Equipping police with body cameras erodes civilian privacy. Dashboard cameras
prove this footage will be misused.
Pearce 2014
(By Matt Pearce, “Growing use of police body cameras raises privacy concerns,” Sep. 27, 2014,
https://www.latimes.com/nation/la-na-body-cameras-20140927-story.html, VY)
But equipping police with such devices also raises new and unsettled issues over privacy at a

time when many Americans have been critical of the kind of powerful government
surveillance measures that technology has made possible. For many departments, questions
remain about when officers should be allowed to turn off such cameras — especially in cases
involving domestic violence or rape victims — and the extent to which video could be made
public. Such video “sometimes captures people at the worst moments of their lives,” American
Civil Liberties Union senior policy analyst Jay Stanley said. “You don’t want to see videos of that
uploaded to the Internet for titillation and gawking,” he said. Video from dashboard cameras in
police cars, a more widely used technology, has long been exploited for entertainment
purposes. Internet users have posted dash-cam videos of arrests of naked women to YouTube, and TMZ
sometimes obtains police videos of athletes and celebrities during minor or embarrassing traffic stops, turning
officers into unwitting paparazzi. Officers wearing body cameras could extend that public eye
into living rooms or bedrooms, should a call require them to enter a private home. Faced with
the challenge of striking a balance between transparency for police and privacy for citizens,
U.S. law enforcement agencies have not adopted a uniform policy for body cameras, which
come in various sizes and can be worn on shoulders, glasses and lapels.
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B. Privacy is a necessary safeguard of freedom and necessary for a democracy.
McFarland 2012
(Michael McFarland, S.J., a computer scientist with extensive liberal arts teaching experience and a special interest
in the intersection of technology and ethics, Markkula Center for Applied Ethics, Santa Clara University, “Why We
Care about Privacy,” June 1, 2012, https://www.scu.edu/ethics/focus-areas/internet-ethics/resources/why-wecare-about-privacy/, VY)

Privacy is even more necessary as a safeguard of freedom in the relationships between
individuals and groups. As Alan Westin has pointed out, surveillance and publicity are powerful
instruments of social control. 8 If individuals know that their actions and dispositions are constantly being
observed, commented on and criticized, they find it much harder to do anything that deviates from accepted social
behavior. There does not even have to be an explicit threat of retaliation. "Visibility itself
provides a powerful method of enforcing norms." 9 Most people are afraid to stand apart, to be
different, if it means being subject to piercing scrutiny. The "deliberate penetration of the individual's protective
shell, his psychological armor, would leave him naked to ridicule and shame and would put him under the control
of those who know his secrets." 10 Under these circumstances they find it better simply to conform. This is the
situation characterized in George Orwell's 1984 where the pervasive surveillance of "Big Brother" was enough to
keep most citizens under rigid control. 11 Therefore privacy, as protection from excessive scrutiny, is
necessary if individuals are to be free to be themselves. Everyone needs some room to break social
norms, to engage in small "permissible deviations" that help define a person's individuality. People need to be able
to think outrageous thoughts, make scandalous statements and pick their noses once in a while. They need to be
able to behave in ways that are not dictated to them by the surrounding society. If every appearance, action, word
and thought of theirs is captured and posted on a social network visible to the rest of the world, they lose that
freedom to be themselves. As Brian Stelter wrote in the New York Times on the loss of anonymity in today's online
world, "The collective intelligence of the Internet's two billion users, and the digital fingerprints that so many users
leave on Web sites, combine to make it more and more likely that every embarrassing video, every intimate photo,
and every indelicate e-mail is attributed to its source, whether that source wants it to be or not. This intelligence
makes the public sphere more public than ever before and sometimes forces personal lives into public view." 12

This ability to develop one's unique individuality is especially important in a democracy,
which values and depends on creativity, nonconformism and the free interchange of diverse
ideas. That is where a democracy gets its vitality. Thus, as Westin has observed, "Just as a social balance
favoring disclosure and surveillance over privacy is a functional necessity for totalitarian systems, so a balance
that ensures strong citadels of individual and group privacy and limits both disclosure and
surveillance is a prerequisite for liberal democratic societies. The democratic society relies on
publicity as a control over government, and on privacy as a shield for group and individual
life." 13
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Harm – Police Brutality
1. No solvency, qualified immunity prevents police accountability and allows police
brutality to continue. The affirmative can’t solve.
Ehrlich 2020
(Jamie Ehrlich, CNN, “Democrats team for effort to end doctrine shielding police as GOP backs off,” July 1, 2020,
https://www.cnn.com/2020/07/01/politics/qualified-immunity-senate-markey-warren-sanders/index.html, VY)
Washington (CNN)Three senators proposed a bill Wednesday to end qualified immunity, a legal doctrine

that critics say is shielding law enforcement and government officials from accountability. The
legislation, proposed by Democratic Sens. Edward Markey and Elizabeth Warren of Massachusetts and Sen. Bernie
Sanders of Vermont, an independent who caucuses with the Democrats, codifies that qualified immunity -- a
creation of the Supreme Court nearly 40 years ago -- cannot be used as a defense by police officers and other
public officials who violate the law. Though the Supreme Court could still announce that it will take a closer look at
qualified immunity at some point, the court has decisively signaled an unwillingness in the short term to overturn
its previous rulings, punting the issue to Congress. In recent years, legal scholars, judges and justices on all sides of
the ideological spectrum have criticized the legal doctrine, arguing that it is not grounded in the proper legal
authorities and too often shields officials from accountability. It has divided lawmakers, however, finding broad
support across the Democratic caucus and resistance within the GOP. Attention on the issue comes as

protesters across the country have been reacting to the death this spring of a Black man, George Floyd, at the
hands of a White police officer in Minneapolis. Floyd's death has sparked nationwide protests pushing for more
police accountability and reform. "Qualified immunity makes it almost impossible for a victim
of excessive force by a police officer to hold that officer accountable in a court of law. That
must end," Markey, the chief sponsor of the legislation, said in a statement to CNN. "If we want to change
the culture of police violence against Black and Brown Americans, then we need to start
holding accountable the officers who abuse their positions of trust and responsibility in our
communities." Similar legislation was introduced in the House in June by Reps. Ayanna Pressley, a
Massachusetts Democrat, and Justin Amash, a Michigan Libertarian, finding support from 60 members of Congress
on all sides of the aisle. House leadership also signaled that ending the doctrine is a priority, and a measure
overhauling qualified immunity was part of a more expansive policing bill named for Floyd that passed the House
last week.
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2. No solvency, body-worn cameras do not change police behavior. Large-scale Yale
study proves.
Cummings 2017
(By Mike Cummings, reporting on a conversation with Yale political scientist Alexander Coppock, an assistant
professor of political science at Yale, who co-authored the study, “Do body cameras affect police officers’
behavior? Not so much,” Yale News, October 27, 2017, https://news.yale.edu/2017/10/27/do-body-camerasaffect-police-officers-behavior-not-so-much, VY)

People have high hopes for body-worn cameras, and we showed that the cameras’ effects are
much smaller than people’s expectations for them. We tracked many different variables: How many
times did they use force? How many times did they use serious force? How many times did
they use serious force against a person of color? How many times did they receive a
misconduct complaint? How many times did they have a case go before a judge? How many
arrests led to convictions? We looked at a whole bunch of categories like that. Then we looked to see if
the results in the treatment group — the officers with body-worn cameras— were different
from those in the control group. The answer was “no” in every category. Did the findings surprise
you? They kind of blew my mind. This is an enormous intervention into the police officers’
daily routine. They have a new piece of technology placed on the solar plexus. You would
expect that the monitoring alone would change their behavior. I study things in politics that are
much subtler than this. We’ll give people a tiny amount of information and see how their attitudes change. This is
a blunt instrument. I didn’t know what it was going to change, but we had about 50 dependent variables, and I
thought a few of them would move. Shouldn’t they be more cautious about following the rules? Shouldn’t they be
better at filling out paperwork because they have a video to remind them of an interaction? We found no
statistically significance difference on anything we examined. Are the police officers already very diligent about
following procedures so the monitoring doesn’t change anything? Yale students are very diligent, but if I check up
on them, they seem to be better about completing their assignments. I thought that the camera monitoring would
change officers’ behavior, but that’s why we do experiments. Do the cameras have potential benefits that your
experiment did not capture, such as the value of body-worn camera footage as evidence in investigations? It is
true that body-worn camera footage can be used used in a case. Does that mean that the footage helped? What
would they have done without the footage? Maybe the camera footage is just a shortcut for the work that they
would have otherwise done. To discover how a case might have proceeded without cameras is why we set up the
control group — to show what happens when the officers are not equipped with body-worn cameras. It is
definitely true that there are instances that we can imagine where the body worn camera is going to make a
difference. They might be too rare to be significant. We tracked 2,200 officers in this study. It is an

enormous experiment. We should be able to measure really small effects, but we just didn’t
get anything statistically significant.
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3. Body cameras show a biased view of events, causing a psychological effect
underplaying police brutality.
Wetsman 2020
(By Nicole Wetsman, “Police body cam videos can underplay officer brutality,” Jun 17, 2020,
https://www.theverge.com/21293502/police-violence-protests-camera-bias-body-cam, VY)
Many people treat video footage, regardless of where it comes from, as objective evidence, says Mary Fan, a
professor at the University of Washington School of Law who studies cameras and police encounters. “The

temptation is to see it as a window into what really happened,” she says. But that’s not the
case: the place the video comes from has a big impact on how people interpret it. “Police
body cameras and bystander cameras can tell different stories because they’re often at
different angles, and they are focusing on different aspects of the encounter, and may turn
on at different times and capture very different stories,” she says. Unlike body camera footage,
which only shows the officer’s point of view, videos from civilians can capture a full scene or
even take the perspective of a suspect. “With bystander footage, other people can demonstrate what’s
going on, and we’re not relying on officers to show these events,” says Kristyn Jones, who studies how people
perceive footage of police encounters at the John Jay College of Criminal Justice. Body cameras show a scene

from the perspective of the officer, and the image on the screen is focused on the suspect.
That changes the way the incident is interpreted. People are more likely to think an object or
person in their field of vision caused something to happen. A surveillance video, on the other
hand, puts the officer’s entire body on-screen along with the suspect, eliminating that
psychological effect. The perspective changes have real consequences. Let’s say an officer shoots a
suspect and there are two videos of the incident: a body cam video and surveillance footage. People are more
likely to think the officer was justified when they view the body cam video and less likely to
think so when they view the surveillance footage, according to Jones’ research. “You can see
both people more equally, and that helps get a better perspective on what’s happening,” Jones says. Body
camera footage is particularly biased when it captures an officer physically engaging with
someone. “Certain uses of force are really difficult to see when it’s just the body camera,” she says. “ With
close up contact, people have much different interpretations when it’s a body camera versus
bystander footage, or footage that shows both actors equally.” Some incidents recorded at protests,
for example, showed police officers striking protesters with batons. Body cam footage mostly doesn’t capture how
the officer winds up before striking — making it harder to tell how much force went into the strike. Relying on

police officers for the documentation of an encounter also puts them in control of the
recording. Police often don’t turn their body cams on — even when they’re supposed to. Even if there is footage,
it may never be released or it may be edited before the public sees it, Jones says.
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Solvency
1. Reform can’t solve. It will only further inflate policing budgets.
Levin 2020
(Sam Levin, “'It's not about bad apples': how US police reforms have failed to stop brutality and violence,” 16 Jun.
2020, https://www.theguardian.com/us-news/2020/jun/16/its-not-about-bad-apples-how-us-police-reformshave-failed-to-stop-brutality-and-violence, VY)
In the wake of protests, a handful of US mayors have pledged to reallocate some funds from police, and many
more have, once again, promised to improve policies. But given the failure of many past reforms, a

coalition of activists actively opposes such moderate policy shifts and argues the US needs
more radical change, pointing at the failures of past reforms. These activists say that it would
not only be a waste of the momentum of these global protests, but that continuing to rely on
police departments to address their own violence will simply lead to ongoing harm. They
point at the continued power and influence of police unions and legal protections for police
officers accused of wrongdoing and excessive force as barriers to change. If police and politicians
who oversee law enforcement continue to adopt policies that focus on fixing individual behaviors, they
say, it will not address institutional and deeply embedded cultural problems. Instead, they are
backing efforts to immediately reduce police power and size, as a way to move toward dismantling police
departments and creating different models of safety. “Reform is only a way to steal more resources

from the community,” said Kristiana Rae Colón, a Chicago playwright and co-director of the #LetUsBreathe
Collective.
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2. Body cameras conventionally fail and “tech problems” allow dodging accountability.
Balko 2018
(Radley Balko, “The ongoing problem of conveniently malfunctioning police cameras,” June 28, 2018,
https://www.washingtonpost.com/news/the-watch/wp/2018/06/28/the-ongoing-problem-of-convenientlymalfunctioning-police-cameras/, VY)
Techdirt has the goods on a pretty crazy story out of Albuquerque. Five police officers were at the scene

of a fatal shooting. All five were wearing body cameras. And miraculously, none of the five
captured usable footage from the shooting on their body cameras. A sergeant on the scene
claimed to have turned his camera on, but the camera didn’t record. He’d later say his camera
had never malfunctioned like that before. Ditto for another officer whose camera weirdly
captured footage so pixelated that it was unusable — again, no one had ever seen that
problem before. A third officer says his camera malfunctioned just before the shooting.
Mysteriously, the camera has not had a problem since. A fourth said his camera mistakenly became
unplugged. Analysis showed it had been turned on eight minutes before the shooting, then
turned off just moments before the fatal encounter. A fifth officer’s camera captured 10 seconds of
vague footage. It should have captured at least 30, given the camera’s buffer function. He had failed to turn it
on. Regular readers of The Watch may recall that this isn’t even the first time five police cameras all
conveniently malfunctioned at a critical time. (Regular readers may also recall that the Albuquerque
Police Department has a long and colorful history of excessive force, shootings, cover-ups and other misconduct.)
In 2014, I posted about a story from Utah in which a man with a severe back condition was injured by three Utah
officers during a traffic stop. The man had called his wife, who had claimed to hear the entire altercation over the
phone. There should have been footage from five different cameras, the lapel camera worn by each of the three
officers, plus the dash cameras in the two squad cars at the scene. Somehow, all five cameras failed to produce any
footage.
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3. Solvency turn – Police unions contracts circumvent accountability measures like the
affirmative.
Tolan et al. 2020
(Casey Tolan, Nelli Black and Drew Griffin, CNN, “Police unions have helped shield officers from accountability.
Now they're facing unprecedented backlash,” July 2, 2020, https://www.cnn.com/2020/07/02/us/police-unionscontracts-shielding-bad-cops-invs/index.html, VY)
How union contracts block accountability In cities around the country, police officers are some of

the most difficult government employees to fire thanks to favorable contract provisions
negotiated by local unions. Contracts block accountability in various ways: Some ban civilian
oversight or require disciplinary records to be destroyed. Others put limits on internal
investigations, give officers advance notice for interrogations or require the city to pay if
officers are held liable for misconduct in court. Rushin, who analyzed more than 650 police union
contracts around the country, found in a 2019 paper that more than two thirds of the contracts forced police
departments to go through an appeals process when they wanted to fire or discipline officers, placing the final
decisions in the hands of arbitrators "selected, in part, by the local police union or the aggrieved officer."

That

means that even if those cities approve tough new regulations about use of force, for example,
it could be hard to jettison cops who don't follow the rules. Those disciplinary procedures are
negotiated in the contract bargaining process at the same time as issues like salaries, wages and benefits for
officers, Rushin said. "Particularly in budget-strapped cities, when officials can't meet the financial demands of the
union, the concession they're ultimately forced to make is on discipline," Rushin said. "They can bury the
disciplinary measures in the contract, and the public may not understand what it means, even as the monetary
savings make the headlines." Across the country, union-negotiated disciplinary procedures help keep officers with
problematic records on the job. In Minneapolis, for example, only about 1.5% of complaints filed against officers
resulted in suspensions, terminations or demotions between 2013 and 2019, according to a CNN analysis of data
from the city's Office of Police Conduct Review. Officers even have been rehired after being fired for high-profile
fatal shootings. In Miami, an arbitrator in 2014 ordered the police department to reinstate detective Reynaldo
Goyos, who fatally shot an unarmed man in a shooting that a department review board ruled was "unjustified."
And in Oakland, officer Hector Jimenez won his job back in arbitration in 2011 after being fired for fatally shooting
two unarmed men in separate incidents within a year, shooting one in the back.

163

Body Cameras Negative

Negative Block – 2NC/1NR

164

2NC/1NR

Body Cameras Negative – Harm – Accountability

Harm – Accountability Extensions
1. Body cameras have decreased police accountability – lack of discipline and no
following guidelines.
Meyer 2016
(Robinson Meyer, “Body Cameras Are Betraying Their Promise,” September 30, 2016,
https://www.theatlantic.com/technology/archive/2016/09/body-cameras-are-just-making-police-departmentsmore-powerful/502421/, VY)

When they were introduced to the American public two years ago, police body-cameras
seemed like they might help everyone. Police departments liked that body cams reduced the number of
public complaints about officer behavior. Communities and protesters liked that they would
introduce some transparency and accountability to an officer’s actions. Today, research suggests
that body cameras significantly reduce the number of public complaints about police. But recent events
subvert the idea that the devices help or increase the power of regular people—that is, the
policed. Instead of making officers more accountable and transparent to the public, body
cameras may be making officers and departments more powerful than they were before. This
is happening across the country. And there are three trends that are repeating themselves
over and over. First, many officers are (either earnestly or conveniently) forgetting to activate
their cameras when they’re supposed to. Take the case of Terrence Sterling, an unarmed 31-year-old black
man who was fatally shot this month by local police officers in Washington, D.C., after his motorcycle crashed into their
car. Contrary to District of Columbia policy, no officer at the scene activated their body camera until after the shooting.
The city released footage of Sterling’s final moments this week—but that video begins more than a minute after shots
were fired. Also this week, The Washington Post revealed that an officer present at the shooting of Keith Scott, in
Charlotte, North Carolina, did not activate his body camera when he should have. The officer only turned it on
immediately after another officer at the scene shot Scott. Due to a feature of the camera that saves the 30 seconds of
video prior to its activation, this meant that while the shots were captured on camera, the footage had no sound.
(Dashboard-camera video released over the weekend seemed to show that Scott, a 43-year-old black man, had his hands
by his side when another officer shot him four times and killed him.) Or consult the case of Paul O’Neal, an unarmed 18year-old black teenager who was shot and killed by a Chicago Police Department officer in late July. The officer’s body
camera was also turned off during the shooting. In case after case, police departments say officers did not have their
body cameras activated when it counted. It can seem as though incidents where body-cam footage helped secure an
indictment—such as in Marksville, Louisiana, last November, or as in Cincinnati last July—are more rare than the cases
where they don’t. These are breaches of protocol—incidents where events didn’t happen as the law would require.
Often, these violations are never significantly punished. This is the second major threat to body-camera accountability: If

there’s not significant discipline for officers who fail to follow local policies—as the officers
failed in D.C., Chicago, and Charlotte—then it doesn’t matter what’s in the policy. “Even if a
department like Chicago has a great, green-check-mark policy, there are still lapses by officers,” said Harlan Yu, a
technologist at Upturn, a civil-rights consulting firm. “In the Paul O’Neal shooting, cameras were on before, they
appear to be on after, but then—oh well!—something happened” during the shooting itself. “We see this in

Chicago over and over in other areas—there are all sorts of stories about Chicago cops
purposefully deactivating their dash cams, even though they’re required to use them and the
city pays for them. But who is disciplining officers when they fail to follow the policies? If
taxpayers are spending money on these cameras, they sure as hell better be working when a shooting happens,”
he added.

165

2NC/1NR

Body Cameras Negative – Harm – Accountability

2. Body cameras aren’t a silver bullet for accountability. Even when footage is shown
in court rooms, they don’t lead to more convictions.
Lopez 2017
(By German Lopez, “The failure of police body cameras,” Jul 21, 2017, https://www.vox.com/policy-andpolitics/2017/7/21/15983842/police-body-cameras-failures, VY)
Yet even with video showing the entire sequence of events, and even with a prosecutor friendly with police like
Deters calling the shooting “unwarranted,” Deters this week said that he’ll drop the case against Tensing — after
not one but two mistrials caused by a hung jury. This was not the story that Americans — and

especially Black Lives Matter protesters who’ve rallied against police brutality — were told
about body cameras. These devices were supposed to be key to police accountability and
making police more transparent. The thinking was simple: Once the public sees video of police
officers in their day-to-day job, the world will have a clearer picture of just how widespread
police abuses are. For racial justice advocates in particular, the hope was that the video
would force jurors to discard their typical pro-police biases in the courtroom — and be more
willing to convict officers for bad uses of force. The idea got a lot of traction, leading the Obama
administration to push police-worn body cameras and for police departments around the country to adopt the
technology — especially in the aftermath of high-profile police killings of black men, which led to massive Black
Lives Matter protests in cities like Ferguson, Missouri, and Baltimore. The policy was extremely popular,

with some polls finding nearly 90 percent support among Americans, including Democrats
and Republicans. Yet as the policy has rolled out, we’ve seen the sharp limitations of cameras
and video — not just in the Tensing trial, but also other cases in which video provided evidence of what
happened. The courtroom failures point to the fundamental limitation in recording the police:
While it can help hold cops accountable in some cases, the problems with American police
and how they use force are simply far bigger than a lack of video. So what was once thought
of as a relatively easy fix to police use of force issues has ended up falling short of what many
supporters and activists anticipated. Video didn’t lead to convictions in several big cases It’s not just Ray
Tensing. Over the past several months, there have been several other high-profile police
shootings that didn’t result in convictions despite the existence of body cameras or, in their
absence, other video evidence. Another particularly egregious case is the North Charleston, South Carolina, police
shooting of Walter Scott. The video, from a bystander’s cellphone, showed ex-cop Michael Slager shooting a
fleeing man in the back at least eight times, even though Scott had never posed a threat to Slager or others. Yet a
judge was forced to declare a mistrial after a jury hung. (Slager, however, later pleaded guilty to federal charges for
violating Scott’s civil rights.)
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3. Historically, democracy is bad for minority groups.
Miller 2018
(James Miller, a professor of politics at the New School for Social Research, “Five myths about democracy,”
September 7, 2018, https://www.washingtonpost.com/outlook/five-myths/five-myths-aboutdemocracy/2018/09/07/987e2c6e-b14e-11e8-aed9-001309990777_story.html, VY)
In 2015, President Barack Obama used the phrase “That’s not who we are as Americans” to rebut then-candidate
Donald Trump’s immigration proposals. It was a phrase he deployed routinely to push back on views he saw as
exclusionary. His framing was consistent with Americans’ popular descriptions of their country as a “nation of
immigrants” and a “melting pot.” Still, history is rich with democracies that excluded minority groups

or reduced them to second-class citizenship. In Athens, women, foreigners and enslaved
people couldn’t become citizens. In the United States, of course, slavery was legal until the
end of the Civil War; segregation was legal until the middle of the 20th century. The 1798
Alien and Sedition Acts placed discriminatory limits on who could become a citizen; the
Constitution referred to American Indian nations in the same context as foreign countries. To this day, some
advocates of democracy argue that robust forms of self-rule require the exclusion of
foreigners. In Italy, the recently elected deputy prime minister, Matteo Salvini, has said he plans to expel
members of the country’s Roma minority who don’t have Italian citizenship, stereotyping Roma as people who
“live in total lawlessness .” Former White House adviser Stephen Bannon has blamed immigration for undermining
American living standards, calling it “the beating heart of the problem.”
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Privacy Turn Extensions
1. Police body cameras destroy privacy and expose intimate details without
permission.
Fan 2015
(Fan, Mary, Professor at University of Washington School of Law, “Privacy, Public Disclosure, Police Body Cameras:
Policy Splits” (December 1, 2015). Alabama Law Review, Vol. 68, Forthcoming; University of Washington School of
Law Research Paper No. 2016-12. Available at SSRN: https://ssrn.com/abstract=2773938, VY)

You call the police to report stalking by an ex-partner.2 Officers come to your home to take
your statement.3 You reveal personal details about your relationship, your employment, your
nightly fear, how you sought a protection order.4 All of this information—plus your address
and intimate details inside your home—are recorded on police body camera by the
responding officers.5 This video of you ends up posted on YouTube, obtained pursuant to a
sweeping public disclosure request for all police body camera video by someone you have
never met.6 Communities across the nation are wrestling with how to deal with such clashes
between transparency and privacy as a wave of police departments across the nation begin
deploying officer-worn body cameras.8 Body cameras are small enough to wear at an officer’s eye
level, head level, or chest, and are capable of going everywhere police can go to record what the
officer sees and does.9 A body camera revolution is spreading across the nation as a historic convergence of
interest between civil liberties and civil rights groups and law enforcement agencies, spurred by rapid uptake of
the technology.10
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2. Police body cameras raise major privacy issues for the public.
Feeney 2015
(By Matthew Feeney, the director of Cato’s Project on Emerging Technologies, “Police Body Cameras Raise Privacy
Issues for Cops and the Public,” February 12, 2015, https://www.cato.org/blog/police-body-cameras-raise-privacyissues-cops-public, VY)
Advocates of increased transparency in law enforcement are understandably keen to see more police officers
wearing body cameras. Not only is there some evidence that police officers wearing body cameras contributes to a
decline in police “use-of-force” incidents, footage from police cameras has provided useful evidence to those
investigating allegations of police misconduct. Yet despite the benefits of police body cameras there

are serious privacy concerns that must be considered and addressed as they become more
common. Perhaps the most obvious privacy concerns are those of the civilians filmed by
police officers. If footage from police body cameras is considered public record then hours of
footage of innocent people’s interactions with police officers is potentially available. It is not
hard to imagine a situation in which police officers wearing body cameras enter someone’s
home and leave without making an arrest. Footage of that encounter could reveal
embarrassing or private information about the homeowner. In November of last year it was reported
that Washington police departments were reviewing their policies related to dash cameras and body cameras in
the wake of an increase in requests for footage from the public via public record requests. As the ACLU has pointed
out, Washington is one of the states where body camera footage is considered “susceptible to public release upon
request.” At the end of last month, members of the North Dakota House overwhelmingly passed a bill that would
exempt police body camera footage of the inside of a private place from a public record request. North Dakota
House member Kim Koppelman, who introduced the bill, said that the legislation would protect civilians in
situations similar to the one I outlined above. Koppelman reportedly introduced the bill “at the request of West
Fargo Police Chief Michael Reitan.” Koppelman and Reitan may be primarily concerned with the privacy of civilians,
but a civilian could have a genuine interest in seeing the footage gathered by police officers in her home, especially
if she believes that officers damaged property or behaved poorly.
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3. Protecting privacy is critical to protect democracy.
Boehme-Neßler 2016
(Boehme-Neßler, Volker, Department of Law, Economics, Software Engineering, Carl von Ossietzky Universitat
Oldenburg (Germany). “Privacy: a matter of democracy. Why democracy needs privacy and data protection.”
(2016). International Data Privacy Law. Volume 6, number 3.
https://www.researchgate.net/publication/305647603_Privacy_a_matter_of_democracy_Why_democracy_needs
_privacy_and_data_protection, VY)

Privacy is not only an arbitrary cultural and legal concept. It is an anthropological constant
and a psychological necessity. It is a complex process of selectively managing access to one’s self. Without a
minimum of privacy people can’t survive. They will suffer from a particular kind of psychological burn-out. Besides
this individual aspect, privacy also is a necessary condition for democracy. Democracy needs

citizens with democratic skills. These are people with autonomous thinking, openness to
other interests and opinions and a minimum of civil courage. Without privacy it is impossible
to develop these valuable qualities. So democracy needs democrats. But democrats can’t be
educated without privacy. (Constitutional) Law must do everything to protect privacy. Even if
Big Data seems to be the end of privacy, law and politics have to save privacy by all means. In
the long run there will be no democracy without privacy. Doing nothing is not an option for
democratic law and politics. If they do not take care of privacy, the rules will be made by others. The
software developers all over the world are continuously writing the code, that shapes the Internet – and the world.
And the code will not be democratic.
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Harm – Police Brutality Extensions
1. The affirmative can’t solve police brutality. Police hide behind qualified immunity.
Lin 2020
(Summer Lin, “What is qualified immunity? Here’s how it affects lawsuits against police officers,” June 08, 2020,
https://www.miamiherald.com/news/nation-world/national/article243368631.html, VY)
As protests against police brutality and the death of George Floyd, an unarmed black man who died in police
custody in Minneapolis, enter their second week, lawmakers are revisiting “qualified immunity” and

how it impacts lawsuits against police officers. Qualified immunity, a doctrine developed by
the Supreme Court in the late 1960s, is used to determine if lawsuits against police officers go
to trial if they meet two criteria: if the officers used excessive force that violated the Fourth
Amendment and if they knew they were violating a “clearly established” prior court ruling,
according to NPR. The two-part test was applied by appellate courts in 252 cases from 2015 to
2019 and in more than half, immunity was granted to the police, according to an analysis by
Reuters. The Supreme Court has allowed courts to skip the first part of the test since 2009,
according to the outlet. When excessive-force cases against the police went to trial, the court
favored the police 57% of the time from 2017 to 2019, according to Reuters. From 2005 to 2007, the
court went with the police in 44% of cases. Qualified immunity allowed the courts to block cases if
there hasn’t been “a prior case similar enough to put the officer on notice that their conduct
violates constitutional principles,” Bloomberg Law reported. The Justice in Policing Act of 2020, a bill cosponsored by Sen. Cory Booker of New Jersey, would reform qualified immunity. “Qualified immunity is something
that has evolved over time. It’s not written into any law,” Booker told NPR. “But our highest courts in the

land have decided that police officers are immune from civil cases, unless there’s been
specifically in the past a case of generally the exact circumstances that has led towards a
successful action. ... It creates this bar towards civil action against a police officer for violating
your civil rights.” White House Press Secretary Kayleigh McEnany said during a Monday press briefing that
reforming qualified immunity is a “non-starter,” Forbes reported. McEnany referenced Attorney General William
Barr’s comments on Sunday, saying that getting rid of immunity would lead to police “pulling back” and police
aren’t “systematically racist,” according to the outlet. Supreme Court justices will soon review eight cases involving
qualified immunity, ABC News reported. Judges on both sides of the political aisle have expressed skepticism on
qualified immunity. Justice Sonia Sotomayor said in a 2018 dissenting opinion joined by Justice Ruth Bader
Ginsburg that the doctrine was becoming an “absolute shield” for police by “gutting the

deterrent effect of the Fourth Amendment,” ABC News reported. “It tells officers that they can
shoot first and think later,” Sotomayor wrote.
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2. Body cameras have no effect on officer behavior, studies show.
Ripley and Williams 2017
(By Amanda Ripley and Timothy Williams, “Body Cameras Have Little Effect on Police Behavior, Study Says,” New
York Times, Oct. 20, 2017, https://www.nytimes.com/2017/10/20/us/police-body-camera-study.html, VY)

After a series of high-profile police shootings, police departments across the nation turned to
body cameras, hoping they would curb abuses. But a rigorous study released Friday shows
that they have almost no effect on officer behavior. The 18-month study of more than 2,000
police officers in Washington found that officers equipped with cameras used force and
prompted civilian complaints at about the same rate as those who did not have them.
Advocates for body cameras — including police officers, lawmakers and citizens in high-crime
neighborhoods — have long argued that requiring officers to wear the devices would have a
“civilizing effect” on both officers and the civilians who encounter them. After the 2014 fatal
police shooting of Michael Brown, an unarmed African-American man, in Ferguson, Mo., calls for their use became
more widespread. By 2015, 95 percent of large police departments reported they were using body cameras or had
committed to doing so in the near future, according to a national survey. The federal government has given police
departments more than $40 million to invest in body cameras, and state and local authorities have spent many
millions more. But, the authors of the new study cautioned, “these results suggest we should recalibrate

our expectations” for body cameras to lead to “large-scale behavioral change in policing,
particularly in contexts similar to Washington, D.C.” Chief Peter Newsham of the Metropolitan Police Department
in Washington said the results were surprising. “I thought it would have a difference on police and civilian
behavior,” he said. “Particularly for officers — and this is the exception — who might be more inclined to
misbehave.” But Chief Newsham said the cameras had a number of benefits that could not be easily measured:
more accurate investigations, better training and at least one case in which the footage exonerated an officer
accused of shooting an unarmed suspect (who was indeed armed). Most important, he said, they bolstered the
trust of the community. “You have to be legitimate and trusted,” he said. “You can’t underestimate the value these
cameras bring to that.” Behavior modification has never been the sole argument for body cameras. Their most
important function may be to create an independent record of police shootings and other encounters with the
public. But in some of those areas, too, videos have proved ambiguous: In the courtroom, for example,

they have repeatedly failed to persuade juries. Though body cameras are now in greater use, their
purpose is often left undefined, raising thorny questions about surveillance, privacy and other issues. “Police
departments have been rushing to body cameras without sufficiently deciding what the goal is,” said Seth
Stoughton, a former officer and a law professor at the University of South Carolina, who has studied the devices
extensively. “When no one is sure what it is supposed to do, no one knows if it is working.” In the Washington
study, which was conducted by David Yokum at the Lab @ DC, a team of scientists embedded in local government,
and Anita Ravishankar of the Metropolitan Police Department, more than 1,000 police officers were randomly
assigned cameras, and another 1,000 were not. Each officer was tracked for seven months, with the

researchers recording use-of-force incidents, civilian complaints, charging decisions by
prosecutors, and other outcomes to see if the cameras changed behavior. On every metric,
the effects were too small to be statistically significant. “The results call into question
whether police departments should even be adopting body-worn cameras, especially given
their high cost,” said Harlan Yu, from Upturn, a Washington nonprofit consulting company that studies how
technology affects social issues. It was not directly involved in the research.
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3. No solvency, American police is an oppressive institution. Police reforms only
obscure the violence rather than addressing the root cause.
Kaba 2020
(Mariame Kaba, the director of Project NIA, a grass-roots group that works to end youth incarceration, and an anticriminalization organizer, “Yes, We Mean Literally Abolish the Police,” June 12, 2020,
https://www.nytimes.com/2020/06/12/opinion/sunday/floyd-abolish-defund-police.html, VY)
Congressional Democrats want to make it easier to identify and prosecute police misconduct; Joe Biden wants to
give police departments $300 million. But efforts to solve police violence through liberal reforms like

these have failed for nearly a century. Enough. We can’t reform the police. The only way to
diminish police violence is to reduce contact between the public and the police. There is not a
single era in United States history in which the police were not a force of violence against
black people. Policing in the South emerged from the slave patrols in the 1700 and 1800s that
caught and returned runaway slaves. In the North, the first municipal police departments in
the mid-1800s helped quash labor strikes and riots against the rich. Everywhere, they have
suppressed marginalized populations to protect the status quo. So when you see a police
officer pressing his knee into a black man’s neck until he dies, that’s the logical result of
policing in America. When a police officer brutalizes a black person, he is doing what he sees
as his job. Now two weeks of nationwide protests have led some to call for defunding the police, while others
argue that doing so would make us less safe. The first thing to point out is that police officers don’t do
what you think they do. They spend most of their time responding to noise complaints, issuing parking and
traffic citations, and dealing with other noncriminal issues. We’ve been taught to think they “catch the bad guys;
they chase the bank robbers; they find the serial killers,” said Alex Vitale, the coordinator of the Policing and Social
Justice Project at Brooklyn College, in an interview with Jacobin. But this is “a big myth,” he said. “The vast majority
of police officers make one felony arrest a year. If they make two, they’re cop of the month.” We can’t simply
change their job descriptions to focus on the worst of the worst criminals. That’s not what they are set up to do.

Second, a “safe” world is not one in which the police keep black and other marginalized
people in check through threats of arrest, incarceration, violence and death. I’ve been
advocating the abolition of the police for years. Regardless of your view on police power — whether you
want to get rid of the police or simply to make them less violent — here’s an immediate demand we can all make:
Cut the number of police in half and cut their budget in half. Fewer police officers equals fewer

opportunities for them to brutalize and kill people. The idea is gaining traction in Minneapolis, Dallas,
Los Angeles and other cities. History is instructive, not because it offers us a blueprint for how to
act in the present but because it can help us ask better questions for the future.
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Solvency Extensions
1. Reforms fall short. Without addressing the root cause, reforms are just symbolic
acts without any meaningful impact.
Epstein 2020
(Elisa Epstein, Advocacy Officer (Acting), “Washington DC’s Police Reforms Fail to Address Structural Problems,”
Human Rights Watch, June 12, 2020, https://www.hrw.org/news/2020/06/12/washington-dcs-police-reforms-failaddress-structural-problems, VY)

The slate of policing reforms unanimously passed by the Washington DC City Council this week is a
notable first step but falls short of the fundamental change that is needed. The reform package,
which DC council members have promised is the first of many, makes the use of neck restraints by officers a
felony, forbids hiring officers previously fired for police misconduct, prohibits the purchase of military equipment
from the federal government, and restores the right to vote to people incarcerated for felonies in DC. Mayor
Muriel Bowser has indicated she will sign the bill. Even if she does, because the reform package was passed as an
emergency measure, it will only last for 90 days and will need to be voted on again following public hearings to
become permanent law. DC authorities should get at the root causes of police violence and racial

disparities, which have plagued the city’s police department. Reforms should include a drastic
reduction in unnecessary arrests, including arrests for conduct that should not be criminalized
to begin with, including drug possession for personal use – which Human Rights Watch has
documented is the single most arrested offense in the country – and sex work. DC should also move away
from using police to address problems related to homelessness and poverty, such as loitering
and trespassing. Instead, authorities should invest in programs that actively improve access
to health, education, housing, and job opportunities, and focus on addressing longstanding
racial disparities in all these systems. The legislative reforms passed this week come on the heels of a
weeks-long showdown between US President Donald Trump and Mayor Bowser over Trump’s deployment of
federal officers, often lacking identification and dressed in riot gear, who teargassed peaceful protesters in front of
the White House on June 1 to make way for a presidential photo op in front of a church. While the mayor has

taken the symbolic act of commissioning a Black Lives Matter mural on the street leading up to the
White House, the organization’s DC chapter called it a “performative distraction from real policy
changes” Earlier this week, Bowser urged council members to delay the vote on the council’s police reform bill
and requested an increase in the Metropolitan Police Department’s budget this year. The DC City Council is the
only representative legislative body for residents of Washington, DC, who have been deprived of equal voting
rights in the halls of the US Congress. The residents of DC have spent the last two weeks protesting

to demand real, structural reforms – reforms that activists have been calling for in DC for
decades. The council and mayor would do well to meet their demands.
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2. South Bend proves that officers won’t turn on body cameras, making them useless.
Schuppe 2019
(Jon Schuppe, “Buttigieg's lesson: Police body cameras help only if they're turned on,” June 19, 2019,
https://www.nbcnews.com/news/us-news/buttigieg-s-lesson-police-body-cameras-help-only-if-they-n1019346,
VY)

As a wave of police reforms began sweeping the country five years ago, body cameras
became an indispensable law enforcement tool, embraced for their power to document the
truth behind disputed encounters between officers and the public. But they don't do any
good if they don't get turned on. That is the tough lesson unfolding in South Bend, Indiana.
Last year, Mayor Pete Buttigieg ─ now a Democratic presidential candidate ─ implemented a body camera program
in an effort to ease tensions with the city's African American community. The devices would make officers
accountable for how they behaved on the job and build public trust, he said. The program failed Sunday,

when a white police sergeant shot to death a black man allegedly holding a knife. The sergeant's
body camera never turned on. Guidelines for body cameras vary by city; they can be
activated either automatically, as when an officer turns on a patrol car's lights, or manually,
by an officer. Instead of having video footage that could show whether the shooting was justified ─ and help the
public understand what happened ─ South Bend may become a case study in the risks of inadequate guidelines on
how body cameras should be used. "The understandable anger over why our system of body-worn

cameras did not lead to a clear picture of what happened Sunday is just a reminder of how
much work has yet to be done, how much work it will take us to reinforce trust," Buttigieg said Wednesday
at a ceremony for newly sworn police officers.
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Budgets Disadvantage (DA)
The Budgets DA focuses on the balance of state and local budgets. Right now, state and local
governments are facing the coronavirus pandemic. This means lower revenues and higher costs of social
services (like health care and unemployment). The affirmative would cost the state and local
governments a lot of money. Because state and local governments have “balanced budget” laws, they
have to balance their budgets. The increase in spending on the affirmative will mean they will have to
cut somewhere else. That somewhere else will be education. Strong public education systems are an
important part of democracy.
The Budgets DA asks the “when” question. Posing to the judge: is now really the best time? Even if the
affirmative is a good idea, right now, state and local governments don’t have the money.
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Negative
The affirmative answers can be found after each affirmative.
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1NC Shell – Money Bail
A. Uniqueness – State and local governments’ budgets are on the brink now. Any NEW
and unplanned spending means cuts must be made. Those cuts would be to
education.
Kenney and Birkeland 2020
(By Andrew Kenney and Bente Birkeland, public affairs reports, “The Grim Business Of State Budget Cuts Under
Coronavirus Has Begun,” May 11, 2020, https://www.cpr.org/2020/05/11/the-grim-business-of-state-budget-cutsunder-coronavirus-has-begun/, VY)
She and the rest of the Joint Budget Committee had been at it for three days already, the grim

business of looking at proposals for cutting the state’s budget. Today would be especially
hard as they debated school funding. “It’s exhausting,” she said, emotion seeping into her voice during a
telephone interview. “I'm a teacher, I'm an educator, and today I'm going to have to cut programs in
order to maintain base funding.” “We kind of have to cut off some fingers here to save the
hand. So it’s going to be really tough.” Two months after Colorado's first confirmed case of
COVID-19, the state government’s finances are rapidly spiraling into “worst nightmare”
territory. With tax collections delayed, and economic recovery not yet on the horizon, the
state's general fund — the pot of discretionary money that lawmakers and the governor
control — is likely to take a huge hit. The details came into focus a week back when the select group of
legislators on the powerful JBC started to debate how to rewrite the next budget. They may need to cut up
to $3 billion of existing spending, about a quarter of existing general fund. They’ll remove
hundreds of new spending proposals that had been drafted before the pandemic. For comparison, the state’s
general fund declined by about $1 billion during the Great Recession. On Tuesday, the state’s nonpartisan
economic forecasters will give the committee an exact budget target. The committee will present its budget to the
rest of the General Assembly on May 26 when lawmakers return to the state capitol. Passing a balanced budget is
the only thing the state legislature is constitutionally required to do, and the committee’s recommendations will
serve as a starting point before the measure moves on to the full legislature. To do their work, the six JBC
lawmakers have spent their days sitting spaced well apart and mostly wearing masks in a committee hearing room
across from the state capitol. They face rows of empty audience chairs while colleagues join by phone. Each day’s
hearings involved a cascade of difficult discussions, as the staff has gone line by line through proposed cuts. K-12

education and health care make up the largest parts of the state budget and will see a variety
of programs either suspended or canceled. After all their work in the previous week, the JBC approved
only about $700 million in cuts, less than a third of what may be needed. In a message to her constituents,
Zenzinger said the committee will wait until after state economists present the next revenue forecast before they
talk about even more painful cuts. Colorado’s budget will get some help from the federal CARES Act money set
aside to aid state and local governments hurt by plummeting tax revenues. Legislative staff anticipates $1.68
billion will go to the state, although small local governments are lobbying that much of that should be passed on to
them. Any stimulus money the state holds onto for itself comes with a big limitation: it cannot

be used to backfill the overall budget shortfall and must go instead to covering direct
expenses as a result of COVID-19. Some JBC members would like more flexibility in the next federal
stimulus to use the money to replace lost revenue.
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B. Link – Systems and technology needed to end money bail are very expensive.
Yakin 2019
(Heather Yakin, “Bail, criminal justice reforms bring higher costs, safety concerns,” Times Herald-Record, Jul 20,
2019, https://www.recordonline.com/news/20190720/bail-criminal-justice-reforms-bring-higher-costs-safetyconcerns, VY)

“A lot of the costs, and a lot of what’s going to happen, is going to fall on our municipalities,”
Hoovler said. Right now, most local police departments have their own computer operating
systems and their own way of doing things, their own collective bargaining agreements that
govern things like scheduling and overtime. Smaller village and town courts may hold sessions just once or twice
per month, which has left plenty of time for part-time officers to file paperwork before the court date. The

system has developed and been in place for the past 40 years or so. “We have to devise an
entire new system at the DA’s Office, in conjunction with the sheriff, in conjunction with all
those police departments, in under six months,” Hoovler said. That will mean upgraded
computers and systems to handle the sheer volume of materials, additional staff to handle
document review and organization, and longer hours for prosecutors, police and the defense.
All on the taxpayer’s dime. “This is going to be labor- and personnel-intensive to comply with
it,” Sullvan County District Attorney Jim Farrell said. Hoovler said police in Orange County will see 14-22
percent budget increases for staffing and overtime. “The (Orange County) DA’s Office will be 15
to 20 percent also,” Hoovler said. “It’s going to require us to go to a 12-hour day. And
weekends.” Hoovler said he’s looking at buying 50 new laptops for his office at a cost of $90,000. He already
had AT&T visit every court in the county to assess their wi-fi capabilities and bandwidth, issues that will affect
prosecutors’ ability to transfer the required evidence electronically to defense lawyers. Gary Abramson, chief
attorney with the Legal Aid Society of Orange County, said indigent defense will likely have funding, thanks to the
state’s 5-year plan to fund every defense agency in the state in order to guarantee the right to counsel. In major
cases, said Hoovler’s second-in-command, Chief Assistant District Attorney Christopher Borek, the office may have
to send evidence to private labs to get results in time for the discovery deadlines. Despite the logistical burdens,
Hoovler and Farrell both support discovery reform in general. “I like turning discovery over early,” Farrell said. “I
think it creates an incentive to speak, to talk, to resolve.” Hoovler said he anticipates a 70 percent increase

in hearings and arguments, and more trials, with the attendant added costs.
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C. Internal link – Strong public schools are necessary for democratic stability.
Stitzlein 2017
(Sarah M. Stitzlein, Ph.D., Professor at University of Cincinnati, College of Education, “Public Schooling and
Democracy in the United States,” Oxford Research Encyclopedia of Education, Feb. 2017,
https://oxfordre.com/education/view/10.1093/acrefore/9780190264093.001.0001/acrefore-9780190264093-e25, VY)

Public schools are intricately connected to the stability and vitality of our democracy in the
United States. The important relationship between public schooling and democracy began as
a foundational idea in our fledgling republic, and it grew slowly over the course of our
country’s history. Along the way, the relationship has been tested and challenged, encountering significant
problems and limitations over time, including some that continue today. Despite these struggles and the many
ways in which we’ve failed to fully fulfill the relationship, it has become a key one for maintaining the

strength of our society and our political system. Unlike a monarchy and other forms of
government, it is difficult to maintain a democracy. Democracies take work; they rely upon
the ongoing effort of elected officials and citizens, because they cannot run themselves or
rely on just one person to lead. While democracy may be a highly desirable political system, its benefits are
not always self-evident to children, and the pursuant skills and work it requires do not come
naturally to most people. This is the rather precarious position of democracy; in order to
maintain it, we have to educate children about its benefits and rationale while also equipping
them with the skills and dispositions they need in order to for them to perpetuate it well. This
is why we must link education and democracy. Democracy requires informed and active
voters who seek information to make wise decisions on behalf of themselves and the
common good. Such voters must understand their own rights and freedoms, as well as those
of others, as they deliberate together to reach mutually agreeable policies and practices. They
must be equipped to engage in free and critical inquiry about the world and the problems surrounding them. And,
they need the imagination and creativity to construct, revise, add to, and share the story of democracy with
others, including the next generation. The relationship between public schooling and democracy is best
understood and fulfilled when it is not just a unidirectional one, where public schools support democracy, but
rather when it moves in both directions, with the formal and cultural elements of democracy shaping the
governance, content, and practices of schools. In this way, democracy is not just the end of public

schooling, but also the means by which we achieve it.
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D. Impact – U.S. democracy is necessary to prevent large-scale wars.
Epstein et al. 2007
(Susan B. Epstein, Nina M. Serafino, and Francis T. Miko, Specialists in Foreign Policy, Foreign Affairs, Defense, and
Trade Division, “Democracy Promotion: Cornerstone of U.S. Foreign Policy?” CRS Report for Congress, December
26, 2007, https://fas.org/sgp/crs/row/RL34296.pdf, VY)

A common rationale offered by proponents of democracy promotion , including former Secretary of
State Madeleine Albright and current Secretary of State Condoleezza Rice, is that democracies do not go to
war with one another. This is sometimes referred to as the democratic peace theory. Experts
point to European countries, the United States, Canada, and Mexico as present-day
examples. According to President Clinton’s National Security Strategy of Engagement and Enlargement:
“Democracies create free markets that offer economic opportunity, make for more reliable
trading partners, and are far less likely to wage war on one another.” 22 Some have refined this
democracy peace theory by distinguishing between mature democracies and those in transition,
suggesting that mature democracies do not fight wars with each other, but that countries
transitioning toward democracy are more prone to being attacked (because of weak governmental institutions) or
being aggressive toward others. States that made transitions from an autocracy toward early stages of democracy
and were involved in hostilities soon after include France in the mid-1800s under Napoleon III, Prussia/Germany
under Bismarck (1870-1890), Chile shortly before the War of the Pacific in 1879, Serbia’s multiparty constitutional
monarchy before the Balkan Wars of the late 20th Century, and Pakistan’s military guided pseudo-democracy
before its wars with India in 1965 and 1971.23 The George W. Bush Administration asserts that democracy
promotion is a long-term antidote to terrorism. The Administration’s Strategy for Winning the War on
Terror asserts that inequality in political participation and access to wealth resources in a

country, lack of freedom of speech, and poor education all breed volatility. By promoting
basic human rights, freedoms of speech, religion, assembly, association and press, and by
maintaining order within their borders and providing an independent justice system, effective
democracies can defeat terrorism in the long run, according to the Bush White House.24 Another reason
given to encourage democracies (although debated by some experts) is the belief that democracies promote
economic prosperity. From this perspective, as the rule of law leads to a more stable society and
as equal economic opportunity for all helps to spur economic activity, economic growth,
particularly of per capita income, is likely to follow. In addition, a democracy under this scenario may be
more likely to be viewed by other countries as a good trading partner and by outside
investors as a more stable environment for investment, according to some experts. Moreover,
countries that have developed as stable democracies are viewed as being more likely to
honor treaties, according to some experts.25
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1NC Shell – Predictive Policing
A. Uniqueness – State and local governments’ budgets are on the brink now. Any NEW
and unplanned spending means cuts must be made. Those cuts would be to
education.
Kenney and Birkeland 2020
(By Andrew Kenney and Bente Birkeland, public affairs reports, “The Grim Business Of State Budget Cuts Under
Coronavirus Has Begun,” May 11, 2020, https://www.cpr.org/2020/05/11/the-grim-business-of-state-budget-cutsunder-coronavirus-has-begun/, VY)
She and the rest of the Joint Budget Committee had been at it for three days already, the grim

business of looking at proposals for cutting the state’s budget. Today would be especially
hard as they debated school funding. “It’s exhausting,” she said, emotion seeping into her voice during a
telephone interview. “I'm a teacher, I'm an educator, and today I'm going to have to cut programs in
order to maintain base funding.” “We kind of have to cut off some fingers here to save the
hand. So it’s going to be really tough.” Two months after Colorado's first confirmed case of
COVID-19, the state government’s finances are rapidly spiraling into “worst nightmare”
territory. With tax collections delayed, and economic recovery not yet on the horizon, the
state's general fund — the pot of discretionary money that lawmakers and the governor
control — is likely to take a huge hit. The details came into focus a week back when the select group of
legislators on the powerful JBC started to debate how to rewrite the next budget. They may need to cut up
to $3 billion of existing spending, about a quarter of existing general fund. They’ll remove
hundreds of new spending proposals that had been drafted before the pandemic. For comparison, the state’s
general fund declined by about $1 billion during the Great Recession. On Tuesday, the state’s nonpartisan
economic forecasters will give the committee an exact budget target. The committee will present its budget to the
rest of the General Assembly on May 26 when lawmakers return to the state capitol. Passing a balanced budget is
the only thing the state legislature is constitutionally required to do, and the committee’s recommendations will
serve as a starting point before the measure moves on to the full legislature. To do their work, the six JBC
lawmakers have spent their days sitting spaced well apart and mostly wearing masks in a committee hearing room
across from the state capitol. They face rows of empty audience chairs while colleagues join by phone. Each day’s
hearings involved a cascade of difficult discussions, as the staff has gone line by line through proposed cuts. K-12

education and health care make up the largest parts of the state budget and will see a variety
of programs either suspended or canceled. After all their work in the previous week, the JBC approved
only about $700 million in cuts, less than a third of what may be needed. In a message to her constituents,
Zenzinger said the committee will wait until after state economists present the next revenue forecast before they
talk about even more painful cuts. Colorado’s budget will get some help from the federal CARES Act money set
aside to aid state and local governments hurt by plummeting tax revenues. Legislative staff anticipates $1.68
billion will go to the state, although small local governments are lobbying that much of that should be passed on to
them. Any stimulus money the state holds onto for itself comes with a big limitation: it cannot

be used to backfill the overall budget shortfall and must go instead to covering direct
expenses as a result of COVID-19. Some JBC members would like more flexibility in the next federal
stimulus to use the money to replace lost revenue.
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B. Link – Predictive policing allows huge savings for police departments.
Harris 2014
(Scott Harris, “Product Feature: Predictive Policing Helps Law Enforcement ‘See Around the Corners’,” The Police
Chief 81 (October 2014): 44–45, https://www.policechiefmagazine.org/product-feature-predictive-policing-helpslaw-enforcement-see-around-the-corners/?ref=1558eb27df7c8bfe66878bf0e37a56c2, VY)

Several jurisdictions have realized big gains from their use of SPSS Predictive Analytics. The
city of Memphis, Tennessee, saw a 28 percent reduction in serious crime and achieved an 863
percent return on their investment. Lancaster, Pennsylvania, reduced its crime by 42 percent
over four years while saving an estimated $134 million.8 Predictive policing can certainly help
law enforcement save money, in addition to mitigating crime. After all, having a better
understanding of future trends allows for more efficient use of resources. This kind of analysis
works in identifying internal trends as well as external ones. Corona Solutions, a Colorado software company that
caters entirely to the law enforcement community, offers Ops Force, a platform that helps agencies make
decisions on hiring and shifts. Specifically, Ops Force works as a CAD search engine with a specific focus on staffing
needs and trends, then helps agencies act on the information and create new rosters and schedules as needed. “It

tells them how many people they need and predicts staffing needs,” said Kimberly Roark, Corona’s
vice president of operations. “If they feel they need more or fewer officers, this makes that decision-making
process more than a gut feeling. It is based on real activity levels.”9
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C. Internal link – Strong public schools are necessary for democratic stability.
Stitzlein 2017
(Sarah M. Stitzlein, Ph.D., Professor at University of Cincinnati, College of Education, “Public Schooling and
Democracy in the United States,” Oxford Research Encyclopedia of Education, Feb. 2017,
https://oxfordre.com/education/view/10.1093/acrefore/9780190264093.001.0001/acrefore-9780190264093-e25, VY)

Public schools are intricately connected to the stability and vitality of our democracy in the
United States. The important relationship between public schooling and democracy began as
a foundational idea in our fledgling republic, and it grew slowly over the course of our
country’s history. Along the way, the relationship has been tested and challenged, encountering significant
problems and limitations over time, including some that continue today. Despite these struggles and the many
ways in which we’ve failed to fully fulfill the relationship, it has become a key one for maintaining the

strength of our society and our political system. Unlike a monarchy and other forms of
government, it is difficult to maintain a democracy. Democracies take work; they rely upon
the ongoing effort of elected officials and citizens, because they cannot run themselves or
rely on just one person to lead. While democracy may be a highly desirable political system, its benefits are
not always self-evident to children, and the pursuant skills and work it requires do not come
naturally to most people. This is the rather precarious position of democracy; in order to
maintain it, we have to educate children about its benefits and rationale while also equipping
them with the skills and dispositions they need in order to for them to perpetuate it well. This
is why we must link education and democracy. Democracy requires informed and active
voters who seek information to make wise decisions on behalf of themselves and the
common good. Such voters must understand their own rights and freedoms, as well as those
of others, as they deliberate together to reach mutually agreeable policies and practices. They
must be equipped to engage in free and critical inquiry about the world and the problems surrounding them. And,
they need the imagination and creativity to construct, revise, add to, and share the story of democracy with
others, including the next generation. The relationship between public schooling and democracy is best
understood and fulfilled when it is not just a unidirectional one, where public schools support democracy, but
rather when it moves in both directions, with the formal and cultural elements of democracy shaping the
governance, content, and practices of schools. In this way, democracy is not just the end of public

schooling, but also the means by which we achieve it.
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D. Impact – U.S. democracy is necessary to prevent large-scale wars.
Epstein et al. 2007
(Susan B. Epstein, Nina M. Serafino, and Francis T. Miko, Specialists in Foreign Policy, Foreign Affairs, Defense, and
Trade Division, “Democracy Promotion: Cornerstone of U.S. Foreign Policy?” CRS Report for Congress, December
26, 2007, https://fas.org/sgp/crs/row/RL34296.pdf, VY)

A common rationale offered by proponents of democracy promotion , including former Secretary of
State Madeleine Albright and current Secretary of State Condoleezza Rice, is that democracies do not go to
war with one another. This is sometimes referred to as the democratic peace theory. Experts
point to European countries, the United States, Canada, and Mexico as present-day
examples. According to President Clinton’s National Security Strategy of Engagement and Enlargement:
“Democracies create free markets that offer economic opportunity, make for more reliable
trading partners, and are far less likely to wage war on one another.” 22 Some have refined this
democracy peace theory by distinguishing between mature democracies and those in transition,
suggesting that mature democracies do not fight wars with each other, but that countries
transitioning toward democracy are more prone to being attacked (because of weak governmental institutions) or
being aggressive toward others. States that made transitions from an autocracy toward early stages of democracy
and were involved in hostilities soon after include France in the mid-1800s under Napoleon III, Prussia/Germany
under Bismarck (1870-1890), Chile shortly before the War of the Pacific in 1879, Serbia’s multiparty constitutional
monarchy before the Balkan Wars of the late 20th Century, and Pakistan’s military guided pseudo-democracy
before its wars with India in 1965 and 1971.23 The George W. Bush Administration asserts that democracy
promotion is a long-term antidote to terrorism. The Administration’s Strategy for Winning the War on
Terror asserts that inequality in political participation and access to wealth resources in a

country, lack of freedom of speech, and poor education all breed volatility. By promoting
basic human rights, freedoms of speech, religion, assembly, association and press, and by
maintaining order within their borders and providing an independent justice system, effective
democracies can defeat terrorism in the long run, according to the Bush White House.24 Another reason
given to encourage democracies (although debated by some experts) is the belief that democracies promote
economic prosperity. From this perspective, as the rule of law leads to a more stable society and
as equal economic opportunity for all helps to spur economic activity, economic growth,
particularly of per capita income, is likely to follow. In addition, a democracy under this scenario may be
more likely to be viewed by other countries as a good trading partner and by outside
investors as a more stable environment for investment, according to some experts. Moreover,
countries that have developed as stable democracies are viewed as being more likely to
honor treaties, according to some experts.25
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1NC Shell – Body Cameras
A. Uniqueness – State and local governments’ budgets are on the brink now. Any NEW
and unplanned spending means cuts must be made. Those cuts would be to
education.
Kenney and Birkeland 2020
(By Andrew Kenney and Bente Birkeland, public affairs reports, “The Grim Business Of State Budget Cuts Under
Coronavirus Has Begun,” May 11, 2020, https://www.cpr.org/2020/05/11/the-grim-business-of-state-budget-cutsunder-coronavirus-has-begun/, VY)
She and the rest of the Joint Budget Committee had been at it for three days already, the grim

business of looking at proposals for cutting the state’s budget. Today would be especially
hard as they debated school funding. “It’s exhausting,” she said, emotion seeping into her voice during a
telephone interview. “I'm a teacher, I'm an educator, and today I'm going to have to cut programs in
order to maintain base funding.” “We kind of have to cut off some fingers here to save the
hand. So it’s going to be really tough.” Two months after Colorado's first confirmed case of
COVID-19, the state government’s finances are rapidly spiraling into “worst nightmare”
territory. With tax collections delayed, and economic recovery not yet on the horizon, the
state's general fund — the pot of discretionary money that lawmakers and the governor
control — is likely to take a huge hit. The details came into focus a week back when the select group of
legislators on the powerful JBC started to debate how to rewrite the next budget. They may need to cut up
to $3 billion of existing spending, about a quarter of existing general fund. They’ll remove
hundreds of new spending proposals that had been drafted before the pandemic. For comparison, the state’s
general fund declined by about $1 billion during the Great Recession. On Tuesday, the state’s nonpartisan
economic forecasters will give the committee an exact budget target. The committee will present its budget to the
rest of the General Assembly on May 26 when lawmakers return to the state capitol. Passing a balanced budget is
the only thing the state legislature is constitutionally required to do, and the committee’s recommendations will
serve as a starting point before the measure moves on to the full legislature. To do their work, the six JBC
lawmakers have spent their days sitting spaced well apart and mostly wearing masks in a committee hearing room
across from the state capitol. They face rows of empty audience chairs while colleagues join by phone. Each day’s
hearings involved a cascade of difficult discussions, as the staff has gone line by line through proposed cuts. K-12

education and health care make up the largest parts of the state budget and will see a variety
of programs either suspended or canceled. After all their work in the previous week, the JBC approved
only about $700 million in cuts, less than a third of what may be needed. In a message to her constituents,
Zenzinger said the committee will wait until after state economists present the next revenue forecast before they
talk about even more painful cuts. Colorado’s budget will get some help from the federal CARES Act money set
aside to aid state and local governments hurt by plummeting tax revenues. Legislative staff anticipates $1.68
billion will go to the state, although small local governments are lobbying that much of that should be passed on to
them. Any stimulus money the state holds onto for itself comes with a big limitation: it cannot

be used to backfill the overall budget shortfall and must go instead to covering direct
expenses as a result of COVID-19. Some JBC members would like more flexibility in the next federal
stimulus to use the money to replace lost revenue.
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B. Link – Maintaining body camera programs puts unforeseen costs on local police
departments.
Lockhart 2019
(P.R. Lockhart, “Why some police departments are dropping their body camera programs,” Jan 25, 2019,
https://www.vox.com/2019/1/24/18196097/police-body-cameras-storage-cost-washington-post, VY)
However, several police departments now say they are moving away from body cameras,

arguing that the programs are too expensive to maintain. A recent report from the Washington Post
notes that a number of police departments, many of them small agencies employing 50 officers
or fewer, have either dropped existing body camera programs or scrapped plans to launch
new ones. “The easy part is buying the body cameras and issuing them to the officers. They
are not that expensive,” Jim Pasco, executive director at the National Fraternal Order of Police, told the Post.
“But storing all the data that they collect — that cost is extraordinary. The smaller the
department, the tougher it tends to be for them.” As body camera programs have become increasingly
popular in recent years, departments have moved to enact new programs. But the Post report notes that these
costs were an unforeseen result of the cameras’ proliferation.
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C. Internal link – Strong public schools are necessary for democratic stability.
Stitzlein 2017
(Sarah M. Stitzlein, Ph.D., Professor at University of Cincinnati, College of Education, “Public Schooling and
Democracy in the United States,” Oxford Research Encyclopedia of Education, Feb. 2017,
https://oxfordre.com/education/view/10.1093/acrefore/9780190264093.001.0001/acrefore-9780190264093-e25, VY)

Public schools are intricately connected to the stability and vitality of our democracy in the
United States. The important relationship between public schooling and democracy began as
a foundational idea in our fledgling republic, and it grew slowly over the course of our
country’s history. Along the way, the relationship has been tested and challenged, encountering significant
problems and limitations over time, including some that continue today. Despite these struggles and the many
ways in which we’ve failed to fully fulfill the relationship, it has become a key one for maintaining the

strength of our society and our political system. Unlike a monarchy and other forms of
government, it is difficult to maintain a democracy. Democracies take work; they rely upon
the ongoing effort of elected officials and citizens, because they cannot run themselves or
rely on just one person to lead. While democracy may be a highly desirable political system, its benefits are
not always self-evident to children, and the pursuant skills and work it requires do not come
naturally to most people. This is the rather precarious position of democracy; in order to
maintain it, we have to educate children about its benefits and rationale while also equipping
them with the skills and dispositions they need in order to for them to perpetuate it well. This
is why we must link education and democracy. Democracy requires informed and active
voters who seek information to make wise decisions on behalf of themselves and the
common good. Such voters must understand their own rights and freedoms, as well as those
of others, as they deliberate together to reach mutually agreeable policies and practices. They
must be equipped to engage in free and critical inquiry about the world and the problems surrounding them. And,
they need the imagination and creativity to construct, revise, add to, and share the story of democracy with
others, including the next generation. The relationship between public schooling and democracy is best
understood and fulfilled when it is not just a unidirectional one, where public schools support democracy, but
rather when it moves in both directions, with the formal and cultural elements of democracy shaping the
governance, content, and practices of schools. In this way, democracy is not just the end of public

schooling, but also the means by which we achieve it.
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D. Impact – U.S. democracy is necessary to prevent large-scale wars.
Epstein et al. 2007
(Susan B. Epstein, Nina M. Serafino, and Francis T. Miko, Specialists in Foreign Policy, Foreign Affairs, Defense, and
Trade Division, “Democracy Promotion: Cornerstone of U.S. Foreign Policy?” CRS Report for Congress, December
26, 2007, https://fas.org/sgp/crs/row/RL34296.pdf, VY)

A common rationale offered by proponents of democracy promotion , including former Secretary of
State Madeleine Albright and current Secretary of State Condoleezza Rice, is that democracies do not go to
war with one another. This is sometimes referred to as the democratic peace theory. Experts
point to European countries, the United States, Canada, and Mexico as present-day
examples. According to President Clinton’s National Security Strategy of Engagement and Enlargement:
“Democracies create free markets that offer economic opportunity, make for more reliable
trading partners, and are far less likely to wage war on one another.” 22 Some have refined this
democracy peace theory by distinguishing between mature democracies and those in transition,
suggesting that mature democracies do not fight wars with each other, but that countries
transitioning toward democracy are more prone to being attacked (because of weak governmental institutions) or
being aggressive toward others. States that made transitions from an autocracy toward early stages of democracy
and were involved in hostilities soon after include France in the mid-1800s under Napoleon III, Prussia/Germany
under Bismarck (1870-1890), Chile shortly before the War of the Pacific in 1879, Serbia’s multiparty constitutional
monarchy before the Balkan Wars of the late 20th Century, and Pakistan’s military guided pseudo-democracy
before its wars with India in 1965 and 1971.23 The George W. Bush Administration asserts that democracy
promotion is a long-term antidote to terrorism. The Administration’s Strategy for Winning the War on
Terror asserts that inequality in political participation and access to wealth resources in a

country, lack of freedom of speech, and poor education all breed volatility. By promoting
basic human rights, freedoms of speech, religion, assembly, association and press, and by
maintaining order within their borders and providing an independent justice system, effective
democracies can defeat terrorism in the long run, according to the Bush White House.24 Another reason
given to encourage democracies (although debated by some experts) is the belief that democracies promote
economic prosperity. From this perspective, as the rule of law leads to a more stable society and
as equal economic opportunity for all helps to spur economic activity, economic growth,
particularly of per capita income, is likely to follow. In addition, a democracy under this scenario may be
more likely to be viewed by other countries as a good trading partner and by outside
investors as a more stable environment for investment, according to some experts. Moreover,
countries that have developed as stable democracies are viewed as being more likely to
honor treaties, according to some experts.25
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Link Extension – Money bail
Bail reform is costly. A lot of expensive changes have to be made.
Schmertz 2016
(Andrew Schmertz, “Bail Reform to Begin Despite Cost Concerns,” December 29, 2016,
https://www.njtvonline.org/news/video/bail-reform-begin-despite-cost-concerns/, VY)
For the bail bond industry, reform could be devastating. But for county taxpayers it could just be very

costly. So 20 counties asked a state panel to halt the law. “This is going to cost conservatively between
$45 million and $50 million statewide for counties, as they have to hire new officers, new
assistant prosecutors, new investigators, we have to make capital improvements to both our
county courts facilities,” said John Donnadio of the New Jersey Association of Counties. But the Council on
Local Mandates — an independent state committee which reviews state mandates — refused to act. “We are
disappointed with the decision to deny our relief for a preliminary injunction, because we believe we made a

very compelling case that criminal justice reform will cost significant property taxpayer
dollars,” said Donnadio. Assemblyman John McKeon supports reform but is worried about the cost as well. He
had tried to get the Legislature to revive some money bail in order to reduce costs. But that effort failed. “My issue
isn’t necessarily with the concept, I’m 100 percent for that. But we need to recognize that it’s grossly under funded
and either move to walk it back a little bit or else come up with the money,” he said.
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Link Extension
Ferguson proves that criminal justice and policing reforms are prohibitively expensive
for jurisdictions. Federal government mandates makes it even more expensive.
Bekiempis 2015
(Victoria Bekiempis, “Ferguson Official Says Police Reform Is Too Expensive: Report,” 8/7/15,
https://www.newsweek.com/ferguson-official-says-police-reform-too-expensive-report-360637, VY)
A Ferguson, Missouri, city councilman has claimed U.S. Department of Justice draft proposals for police

and court reform would bankrupt the city, according to a report by the St. Louis Post-Dispatch. The city
of Ferguson has rejected the DOJ's draft proposals and "requested more time to come up with a counteroffer," the
St. Louis Post-Dispatch reports. "We feel that what they are asking would financially ruin the city,"
councilman Brian Fletcher reportedly said. Fletcher did not elaborate on specifics, but he said the council
unanimously requested more time. The reported rejection of DOJ draft proposals comes shortly before the oneyear anniversary of Michael Brown's death. Brown, an unarmed African-American teenager, was fatally shot by
former Ferguson Police Department officer Darren Wilson last August, setting off a wave of protests and civil
unrest in Ferguson and across the U.S. and sparking a debate over police treatment of minorities. A St. Louis
County grand jury declined to indict Wilson in the shooting in November. The DOJ later decided not to charge him
in the shooting. The department did criticize abject racism in the Ferguson police department, however, as well as
broader law enforcement practices there. Much of the long-simmering racial tension in Ferguson—and other St.
Louis County municipalities—stems from area's traffic ticketing practices, according to a 2014 analysis by ArchCity
Defenders, which Newsweek reported on last August. Minorities are disproportionately stopped in their cars and
fined for traffic violations, in turn propelling many residents of color into poverty, the ArchCity analysis said. St.
Louis County municipalities generate significant revenue off of these stops. The DOJ's report corroborated
ArchCity's findings and emphatically criticized these practices. "Ferguson's approach to law enforcement both
reflects and reinforces racial bias, including stereotyping," the report stated. "The harms of Ferguson's police and
court practices are borne disproportionately by African-Americans, and there is evidence that this is due in part to
intentional discrimination on the basis of race." The DOJ says Ferguson must focus on policing and

court policies that are "based on public safety instead of revenue." The DOJ also called for better
training and oversight to eliminate racial bias and demanded Ferguson stop its "overreliance on arrest
warrants as a means of collecting fines." Fletcher brought up the cost of a federal monitor who would track
Ferguson's efforts in police and court reform. The Post-Dispatch reported that monitors are "a typical

feature of an agreement between a police department and the DOJ" that "could run in excess
of $1 million." "If the DOJ wants a federal monitor, if they want to pay for it, that's something we can look at,"
Fletcher commented.
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Education Key to Democracy
Education has a causal impact on democracy, meaning strong education is necessary
for strong democracy.
Glaeser et al. 2007
(Edward L. Glaeser*, Giacomo A. M. Ponzetto^, Andrei Shleifer*^, *Harvard University and NBER, ^Department of
Economics, Harvard University, “Why does democracy need education?” 31 May 2007,
https://scholar.harvard.edu/files/glaeser/files/democracy_final_jeg_1.pdf, VY)

Across countries, education and democracy are highly correlated. We motivate empirically
and then model a causal mechanism explaining this correlation. In our model, schooling teaches
people to interact with others and raises the benefits of civic participation, including voting
and organizing. In the battle between democracy and dictatorship, democracy has a wide potential base of
support but offers weak incentives to its defenders. Dictatorship provides stronger incentives to a narrower base.

As education raises the benefits of civic engagement, it raises participation in support of a
broad-based regime (democracy) relative to that in support of a narrow-based regime
(dictatorship). This increases the likelihood of successful democratic revolutions against
dictatorships, and reduces that of successful anti-democratic coups. Keywords Democracy ·
Education · Political participation 1 Introduction The hypothesis that higher education leads to more
democratic politics (Lipset, 1959, 1960) has received a good deal of empirical support (Barro, 1999;
Glaeser, LaPorta, Lopez-deSilanes, and Shleifer, 2004; Papaioannou and Siourounis, 2005). However, the
theoretical reasons for this relationship remain unexplored. Indeed, according to (Barro, 1999,p. S182), “given the
strength of the Aristotle/Lipset hypothesis as an empirical regularity, it is surprising that convincing theoretical
models of this relationship do not exist.” In this paper, we first motivate and then propose one model of a

causal impact of education on democracy. Our starting point is the connection between
education and political participation. This connection has been emphasized by Almond and Verba
(1989,1st ed. 1963), who see education as a crucial determinant of “civic culture” and participation in democratic
politics. “The uneducated man or the man with limited education is a different political actor from the man who
has achieved a higher level of education (p. 315).” Almond and Verba’s work has influenced both political science
(e.g., Brady, Verba, and Schlozman, 1995) and sociology (e.g., Kamens, 1988), and our work can be seen as an
elaboration of their ideas using theoretical and empirical tools of economics.
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Federal Funding Answers
Coronavirus aid won’t be enough. Cuts will still happen, and students will be
negatively impacted.
Ujifusa 2020
(By Andrew Ujifusa, “Coronavirus Aid Might Not Prevent Cuts to School Funding, Analysis Shows,” April 7, 2020,
https://www.edweek.org/ew/articles/2020/04/07/current-coronavirus-aid-might-not-prevent-per-pupil.html, VY)

Even with $13.5 billion in coronavirus relief aid provided to schools by Congress last month,
an across-the-board 8 percent cut to states’ school funding would lead to a decline in perpupil spending in all 50 states, a new analysis shows. In addition, the analysis by Michael Griffith, a veteran
school finance consultant, finds that the K-12 relief package signed by President Donald Trump on March 27
as part of the Coronavirus Aid, Relief, and Economic Security Act amounts to less than 2 percent of all
spending on public schools. As a souring economy eats into states’ resources this year, the
emergency airlift of federal money could help mitigate the damage to the nation as a whole and states in
particular. Yet already, states are seeing their economies start to slide and are slashing their

spending. For example, Idaho Gov. Brad Little, a Republican, has already ordered the state education
department and other agencies to shave 1 percent off their budgets. And last month, New York Gov. Andrew
Cuomo, a Democrat, said the state could have a $15 billion shortfall in tax revenue. And the education

community has put Congress and the White House on notice that the current round of federal
aid won’t be enough to keep school budgets from a sharp decline. Some observers already
anxiously foresee a round of cuts similar to the impact on school budgets triggered by the
Great Recession of 2007 to 2009, which some evidence indicates hurt students’ performance
and their odds of going to college, particularly for students of color. The extent to which per-pupil
spending has rebounded since the Great Recession varies significantly between states.
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Federalism Disadvantage (DA)
The Federalism DA focuses on the balance of powers between the federal and state governments.
“Federalism” refers to the system where each state is governed by their own government and the
federal government. All powers belong to the states, except those powers reserved for the Federal
Government in the U.S. constitution under the 10th amendment, and maintaining this balance is
important to maintain the U.S. government.
The Federalism DA argues that the states leading the way with the coronavirus response has brought a
renewed interest and power to state governments. But the affirmative infringes on the power of the
state governments by enacting federal criminal justice reform, which is traditionally a state power.
Keeping this delicate balance and empowering the state governments is important so the states can
respond with effectively and quickly to the coronavirus pandemic. Responding to the pandemic as
effectively as possible is necessary for the economy recovery.
The Federalism DA asks the “where” question about where in our governmental system should the plan
be enacted, based on the system of governance in the United States.
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Federalism Disadvantage

Negative
The affirmative answers can be found after each affirmative.
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1NC Shell – Money Bail
A. Uniqueness – Coronavirus response has ushered in a new and lasting wave of
federalism and state innovation.
Gerstle 2020
(Gary Gerstle, Professor of American History at the University of Cambridge, “The New Federalism,” May 6, 2020,
https://www.theatlantic.com/ideas/archive/2020/05/new-federalism/611077/, VY)
It is hardly surprising, in these circumstances, that the fabled Centers for Disease Control and Prevention
laboratories have failed the American public; that the states are rising again; and that governors, not

the president or senators, have emerged as heroes in the coronavirus pandemic. Day by day
now, states are creating a new federalism: pushing back against ill-conceived directives from
Washington, D.C. (as in Maryland Governor Larry Hogan’s case with National Guard troops); developing new
competencies; launching schemes of interstate and private-public cooperation; browbeating the federal
government into supplying vital resources and establishing necessary partnerships. At no other time in the

past 100 years has Brandeis’s call to individual states to launch “novel social and economic
experiments without risk to the rest of the country" seemed as relevant as it does now. Given
how the federal government has been hollowed out, the work of the states has been nationsaving. They are a kind of strategic reserve, the gift of Founding Fathers who believed that
concentrating too much power in one branch of government or one man might someday
destroy the republic. Though diminished across the middle third of the 20th century by a Warren Court rightly
intent on making them subservient to the federal Bill of Rights, the states, even before the pandemic hit,
had begun to discover that their police power was still robust. On one issue after another, ranging
from gay marriage and increases in the minimum wage to climate-respecting laws and immigrant-rights decrees,

states have started to show America how it might find its way to a progressive future.
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B. Link – Money bail is a state issue deeply rooted in state constitutions. This is an
important part of the state judicial system.
Gross 2019
(Jordan Gross, Professor of Law, Alexander Blewett III School of Law at the University of Montana, "Devil Take The
Hindmost: Reform Considerations for States with a Constitutional Right to Bail," 2019, Akron Law Review: Vol. 52 :
Iss. 4 , Article 3. https://ideaexchange.uakron.edu/akronlawreview/vol52/iss4/3, VY)
Notwithstanding quantifiable and undisputed benefits of moving away from money-based bail, a number of states
continue to rely heavily on financial conditions of release in bail administration and on the involvement of bail
bondsmen in pretrial release and supervision. If the case for bail reform is so obvious to national legal observers,
why all states have not embraced risk-based pretrial release and detention bail practices needs to be asked. Bail
reform has received a tremendous amount of national attention in the popular press and legal circles over the last
several years. Most of this attention focuses on the negative aspects of money-based bail practices and the
excesses of the commercial bail bond industry generally. But bail administration in the United States is

a
matter of uniquely local concern with a deep constitutional roots, accompanied by many legal
complexities. As such, it is not something for which there is a uniform or easy fix. Addressing
the ills of money-based bail administration, therefore, requires consideration of legal and
practical hurdles to reform on the state and local level in jurisdictions where secured moneybail is entrenched. The bail bond industry, to be sure, is a major player in promoting secured money-bail in the
United States And the industry has put up a good fight in jurisdictions that have recently pursued bail reform
through lawsuits and legislative campaigns. But its efforts have also been rebuffed, most recently in New Jersey. It
is, therefore, overly-simplistic to assign sole or even primary responsibility for stalled and patchy bail reform in the
United States to the bail bond industry. A more comprehensive analysis requires jurisdiction-specific

consideration of states’ constitutional and statutory bail administration laws and practices,
and of practical reasons why trial courts continue to rely heavily on secured money-bail in
some jurisdictions.
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C. Internal Link – Effective government COVID response is necessary to prevent major
economic decline.
HUB 2020
(HUB Staff, a project of John Hopkin’s University, interviewing Filippo Taddei, a Johns Hopkins associate professor of
international economics, “Covid-19's Historic Economic Impact, In The U.S. And Abroad,” April 16, 2020,
https://hub.jhu.edu/2020/04/16/coronavirus-impact-on-european-american-economies/)

The current economic crisis calls to mind the Great Recession of 2008 in terms of widespread
damage, and some draw comparisons to the Great Depression of the 1930s . Do you feel these are
accurate comparisons? Are there other precedents for what we're experiencing, or is it a singular "black swan" event? I don't
think these are the right comparisons because both crises—the Great Recession and the Great Depression—were essentially
demand shocks. What you do with a demand shock is standard macroeconomic policy, and even allowing certain mistakes, we
saw in the response to the Great Recession how fiscal and monetary policies worked to alleviate a demand shock. This is

Here, everything was functioning as normal, but as COVID-19
intensified, bringing thousands and then tens of thousands into the health system, we have
decided to shut down the economy. This was because governments discouraged and then prohibited people going
something else. This is supply shock.

to work. If you think about it, supply is the measure of what we collectively produce, but the virus caused a sudden contraction
of the labor supply. This has then caused a loss of confidence that resulted in a demand shock, too, but it's a spillover, an
indirect effect due to a fundamental contraction in our ability to produce goods and services. When you face a supply shock,
policies like those used during the Great Recession work, but only in containing the secondary shock to people's confidence, the
demand shock. It's important to respond on the fiscal and monetary fronts. What's

really key is that we don't add
additional shocks on top of the initial crisis that is having such a severe effect on our ability to
work and produce. If you want to compare the current crisis to something that happened in the past, a better
comparison is the oil shock and energy crisis during the 1970s and early 1980s. The sharp increase in the price of oil made the
production and transportation of goods a lot more expensive, hindering productive capacity as is going on right now. In the
United States, relief

efforts were initially stymied by a lack of consensus on how to allocate
resources between working people and industry. How have EU countries navigated this tension, and are there
lessons for U.S. lawmakers on crafting an effective stimulus response? When you compare the policy situations in the EU and
U.S., keep in mind that the EU is much more gradual in its adjustment. The U.S. is a country of choice and action, where things
that seem unmovable before a crisis are suddenly thrown into flux—like the agreement on a $2 trillion stimulus bill. The EU is
much more gradual in its approach. While the economic shock is common to all nations, it is not undertaken uniformly. So,
what we've seen in Europe is an increasingly stricter response on the health front and an increasingly stronger economic
support across the continent, but always undertaken in a gradual fashion. Europe, and Italy in particular, can serve as a point of
observation: if you are too gradual in your response, you run the risk of COVID's course being worse than it might have
otherwise have been. Really, Italy's response made sense in the face of an unknown scenario, but perhaps we could have
learned a little bit better from the events and responses in Asia. The clear message from our experience is that you need to
intervene as swiftly and uniformly as possible. In light of the experience worldwide, one major concern for the U.S. is that
different states are acting in different ways in trying to contain the virus. What are the primary risks for Italy, other EU
countries, and the U.S. as the economic crisis precipitated by COVID-19 continues? Global productive capacity has shrunk
severely and abruptly as a consequence of lockdown and some needed equipment, like ventilators, is in short supply. In normal
times, the economy would quickly adjust by reallocating its workforce through new investments. This is simply impossible when

government
action ensuring capacity to contain the epidemic as quickly as possible is justified if we want
to bring people back to work. This type of policy action makes sense, and the crucial matter is
to identify what is the most effective level of authority needed to aggressively address the
outbreak. In any case, whether in the U.S. or in Europe, trying to convert production into what is immediately needed to
people can't effectively work due to the outbreak. As overall production of goods and services is reduced,

end the outbreak is appropriate.
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D. Impact – The next major economic decline will erupt into global military conflict.
The 2008 recession has brought the global financial system to the brink.
Liu 2018
(Qian Liu, Managing Director, Greater China, The Economist Group, “The next economic crisis could cause a global
conflict. Here's why,” 13 Nov 2018, https://www.weforum.org/agenda/2018/11/the-next-economic-crisis-couldcause-a-global-conflict-heres-why, VY, **2-page card**)
The next economic crisis is closer than you think. But what you should really worry about is what comes after: in
the current social, political, and technological landscape, a prolonged economic crisis, combined with

rising income inequality, could well escalate into a major global military conflict. The 2008-09
global financial crisis almost bankrupted governments and caused systemic collapse.
Policymakers managed to pull the global economy back from the brink, using massive monetary stimulus, including
quantitative easing and near-zero (or even negative) interest rates. But monetary stimulus is like an

adrenaline shot to jump-start an arrested heart; it can revive the patient, but it does nothing
to cure the disease. Treating a sick economy requires structural reforms, which can cover
everything from financial and labor markets to tax systems, fertility patterns, and education policies .

Policymakers have utterly failed to pursue such reforms, despite promising to do so. Instead,
they have remained preoccupied with politics. From Italy to Germany, forming and sustaining governments now
seems to take more time than actual governing. And Greece, for example, has relied on money from international
creditors to keep its head (barely) above water, rather than genuinely reforming its pension system or improving
its business environment. The lack of structural reform has meant that the unprecedented excess liquidity that
central banks injected into their economies was not allocated to its most efficient uses. Instead, it raised global
asset prices to levels even higher than those prevailing before 2008. In the United States, housing prices are now
8% higher than they were at the peak of the property bubble in 2006, according to the property website Zillow.
The price-to-earnings (CAPE) ratio, which measures whether stock-market prices are within a reasonable range, is
now higher than it was both in 2008 and at the start of the Great Depression in 1929. As monetary tightening

reveals the vulnerabilities in the real economy, the collapse of asset-price bubbles will trigger
another economic crisis – one that could be even more severe than the last, because we have
built up a tolerance to our strongest macroeconomic medications. A decade of regular adrenaline shots, in the
form of ultra-low interest rates and unconventional monetary policies, has severely depleted their power to
stabilize and stimulate the economy. If history is any guide, the consequences of this mistake could
extend far beyond the economy. According to Harvard’s Benjamin Friedman, prolonged periods of

economic distress have been characterized also by public antipathy toward minority groups
or foreign countries – attitudes that can help to fuel unrest, terrorism, or even war. For
example, during the Great Depression, US President Herbert Hoover signed the 1930 Smoot-Hawley Tariff Act,
intended to protect American workers and farmers from foreign competition. In the subsequent five years, global
trade shrank by two-thirds. Within a decade, World War II had begun. To be sure, WWII, like World War I, was
caused by a multitude of factors; there is no standard path to war. But there is reason to believe that high levels of
inequality can play a significant role in stoking conflict. According to research by the economist Thomas Piketty, a
spike in income inequality is often followed by a great crisis. Income inequality then declines for a while, before
rising again, until a new peak – and a new disaster. Though causality has yet to be proven, given the limited
number of data points, this correlation should not be taken lightly, especially with wealth and income inequality at
historically high levels. This is all the more worrying in view of the numerous other factors stoking social unrest and
diplomatic tension, including technological disruption, a record-breaking migration crisis, anxiety over
globalization, political polarization, and rising nationalism. All are symptoms of failed policies that could
turn out to be trigger points for a future crisis. Voters have good reason to be frustrated, but the
emotionally appealing populists to whom they are increasingly giving their support are offering ill-advised
solutions that will only make matters worse. For example, despite the world’s unprecedented interconnectedness,
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multilateralism is increasingly being eschewed, as countries – most notably, Donald Trump’s US – pursue
unilateral, isolationist policies. Meanwhile, proxy wars are raging in Syria and Yemen. Against this
background, we must take seriously the possibility that the next economic crisis could lead to a
large-scale military confrontation. By the logic of the political scientist Samuel Huntington , considering
such a scenario could help us avoid it, because it would force us to take action. In this case, the key will be for
policymakers to pursue the structural reforms that they have long promised, while replacing finger-pointing and
antagonism with a sensible and respectful global dialogue. The alternative may well be global conflagration.
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1NC Shell – Predictive Policing
A. Uniqueness – Coronavirus response has ushered in a new and lasting wave of
federalism and state innovation.
Gerstle 2020
(Gary Gerstle, Professor of American History at the University of Cambridge, “The New Federalism,” May 6, 2020,
https://www.theatlantic.com/ideas/archive/2020/05/new-federalism/611077/, VY)
It is hardly surprising, in these circumstances, that the fabled Centers for Disease Control and Prevention
laboratories have failed the American public; that the states are rising again; and that governors, not

the president or senators, have emerged as heroes in the coronavirus pandemic. Day by day
now, states are creating a new federalism: pushing back against ill-conceived directives from
Washington, D.C. (as in Maryland Governor Larry Hogan’s case with National Guard troops); developing new
competencies; launching schemes of interstate and private-public cooperation; browbeating the federal
government into supplying vital resources and establishing necessary partnerships. At no other time in the

past 100 years has Brandeis’s call to individual states to launch “novel social and economic
experiments without risk to the rest of the country" seemed as relevant as it does now. Given
how the federal government has been hollowed out, the work of the states has been nationsaving. They are a kind of strategic reserve, the gift of Founding Fathers who believed that
concentrating too much power in one branch of government or one man might someday
destroy the republic. Though diminished across the middle third of the 20th century by a Warren Court rightly
intent on making them subservient to the federal Bill of Rights, the states, even before the pandemic hit,
had begun to discover that their police power was still robust. On one issue after another, ranging
from gay marriage and increases in the minimum wage to climate-respecting laws and immigrant-rights decrees,

states have started to show America how it might find its way to a progressive future.
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B. Link – Police policy is an important state power. Federal criminal justice reform
impose big mistakes on the whole country.
Edwards 2020
(By Chris Edwards, director of tax policy studies at Cato, a top expert on federal and state tax and budget issues.
Before joining Cato, Edwards was a senior economist on the congressional Joint Economic Committee, “Federal Aid
for State‐Local Police,” June 10, 2020, https://www.cato.org/blog/federal-aid-state-local-police, VY)
Presidential candidate Joe Biden said that he does not favor defunding police but instead “conditioning federal aid
to police based on whether or not they meet certain basic standards of decency and honorableness.” Biden is
proposing to increase federal aid for state‐local police forces. The federal government currently spends relatively
little on funding state and local police. Total federal aid to the states for the “administration of justice” in 2019 was
$5.2 billion, a portion of which goes to police forces for programs such as COPS. Federal aid is a small share

of total state‐local police funding, but it is a tail that wags the dog in terms of federal control.
The chart below shows aid in this category since 1990 in actual or nominal dollars. (Data is from Table 12.3). The
jump in spending in the 1990s stems from the high‐profile 1994 crime bill. Aid to the states for state‐local

police should be zeroed out for the same reasons it should be ended for other state‐local
activities, as discussed in this study. One problem is that federal politicians make big mistakes and
then impose those big mistakes on the entire country. It is much safer if we let states and
cities try to improve their policies with various approaches and then learn from each other’s
successes and failures. Remember that the 1994 crime bill was imposed on the country by a
Democratic president and a Democratic Congress but is now viewed as a big mistake by the
Democrats. Democrat Joe Biden helped write the 1994 crime bill and voted in favor, but he now apologizes for
it. Let’s not make another big federal mistake.
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C. Internal Link – Effective government COVID response is necessary to prevent major
economic decline.
HUB 2020
(HUB Staff, a project of John Hopkin’s University, interviewing Filippo Taddei, a Johns Hopkins associate professor of
international economics, “Covid-19's Historic Economic Impact, In The U.S. And Abroad,” April 16, 2020,
https://hub.jhu.edu/2020/04/16/coronavirus-impact-on-european-american-economies/)

The current economic crisis calls to mind the Great Recession of 2008 in terms of widespread
damage, and some draw comparisons to the Great Depression of the 1930s . Do you feel these are
accurate comparisons? Are there other precedents for what we're experiencing, or is it a singular "black swan" event? I don't
think these are the right comparisons because both crises—the Great Recession and the Great Depression—were essentially
demand shocks. What you do with a demand shock is standard macroeconomic policy, and even allowing certain mistakes, we
saw in the response to the Great Recession how fiscal and monetary policies worked to alleviate a demand shock. This is

Here, everything was functioning as normal, but as COVID-19
intensified, bringing thousands and then tens of thousands into the health system, we have
decided to shut down the economy. This was because governments discouraged and then prohibited people going
something else. This is supply shock.

to work. If you think about it, supply is the measure of what we collectively produce, but the virus caused a sudden contraction
of the labor supply. This has then caused a loss of confidence that resulted in a demand shock, too, but it's a spillover, an
indirect effect due to a fundamental contraction in our ability to produce goods and services. When you face a supply shock,
policies like those used during the Great Recession work, but only in containing the secondary shock to people's confidence, the
demand shock. It's important to respond on the fiscal and monetary fronts. What's

really key is that we don't add
additional shocks on top of the initial crisis that is having such a severe effect on our ability to
work and produce. If you want to compare the current crisis to something that happened in the past, a better
comparison is the oil shock and energy crisis during the 1970s and early 1980s. The sharp increase in the price of oil made the
production and transportation of goods a lot more expensive, hindering productive capacity as is going on right now. In the
United States, relief

efforts were initially stymied by a lack of consensus on how to allocate
resources between working people and industry. How have EU countries navigated this tension, and are there
lessons for U.S. lawmakers on crafting an effective stimulus response? When you compare the policy situations in the EU and
U.S., keep in mind that the EU is much more gradual in its adjustment. The U.S. is a country of choice and action, where things
that seem unmovable before a crisis are suddenly thrown into flux—like the agreement on a $2 trillion stimulus bill. The EU is
much more gradual in its approach. While the economic shock is common to all nations, it is not undertaken uniformly. So,
what we've seen in Europe is an increasingly stricter response on the health front and an increasingly stronger economic
support across the continent, but always undertaken in a gradual fashion. Europe, and Italy in particular, can serve as a point of
observation: if you are too gradual in your response, you run the risk of COVID's course being worse than it might have
otherwise have been. Really, Italy's response made sense in the face of an unknown scenario, but perhaps we could have
learned a little bit better from the events and responses in Asia. The clear message from our experience is that you need to
intervene as swiftly and uniformly as possible. In light of the experience worldwide, one major concern for the U.S. is that
different states are acting in different ways in trying to contain the virus. What are the primary risks for Italy, other EU
countries, and the U.S. as the economic crisis precipitated by COVID-19 continues? Global productive capacity has shrunk
severely and abruptly as a consequence of lockdown and some needed equipment, like ventilators, is in short supply. In normal
times, the economy would quickly adjust by reallocating its workforce through new investments. This is simply impossible when

government
action ensuring capacity to contain the epidemic as quickly as possible is justified if we want
to bring people back to work. This type of policy action makes sense, and the crucial matter is
to identify what is the most effective level of authority needed to aggressively address the
outbreak. In any case, whether in the U.S. or in Europe, trying to convert production into what is immediately needed to
people can't effectively work due to the outbreak. As overall production of goods and services is reduced,

end the outbreak is appropriate.
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D. Impact – The next major economic decline will erupt into global military conflict.
The 2008 recession has brought the global financial system to the brink.
Liu 2018
(Qian Liu, Managing Director, Greater China, The Economist Group, “The next economic crisis could cause a global
conflict. Here's why,” 13 Nov 2018, https://www.weforum.org/agenda/2018/11/the-next-economic-crisis-couldcause-a-global-conflict-heres-why, VY **2-page card**)
The next economic crisis is closer than you think. But what you should really worry about is what comes after: in
the current social, political, and technological landscape, a prolonged economic crisis, combined with

rising income inequality, could well escalate into a major global military conflict. The 2008-09
global financial crisis almost bankrupted governments and caused systemic collapse.
Policymakers managed to pull the global economy back from the brink, using massive monetary stimulus, including
quantitative easing and near-zero (or even negative) interest rates. But monetary stimulus is like an

adrenaline shot to jump-start an arrested heart; it can revive the patient, but it does nothing
to cure the disease. Treating a sick economy requires structural reforms, which can cover
everything from financial and labor markets to tax systems, fertility patterns, and education policies.

Policymakers have utterly failed to pursue such reforms, despite promising to do so. Instead,
they have remained preoccupied with politics. From Italy to Germany, forming and sustaining governments now
seems to take more time than actual governing. And Greece, for example, has relied on money from international
creditors to keep its head (barely) above water, rather than genuinely reforming its pension system or improving
its business environment. The lack of structural reform has meant that the unprecedented excess liquidity that
central banks injected into their economies was not allocated to its most efficient uses. Instead, it raised global
asset prices to levels even higher than those prevailing before 2008. In the United States, housing prices are now
8% higher than they were at the peak of the property bubble in 2006, according to the property website Zillow.
The price-to-earnings (CAPE) ratio, which measures whether stock-market prices are within a reasonable range, is
now higher than it was both in 2008 and at the start of the Great Depression in 1929. As monetary tightening

reveals the vulnerabilities in the real economy, the collapse of asset-price bubbles will trigger
another economic crisis – one that could be even more severe than the last, because we have
built up a tolerance to our strongest macroeconomic medications. A decade of regular adrenaline shots, in the
form of ultra-low interest rates and unconventional monetary policies, has severely depleted their power to
stabilize and stimulate the economy. If history is any guide, the consequences of this mistake could
extend far beyond the economy. According to Harvard’s Benjamin Friedman, prolonged periods of

economic distress have been characterized also by public antipathy toward minority groups
or foreign countries – attitudes that can help to fuel unrest, terrorism, or even war. For
example, during the Great Depression, US President Herbert Hoover signed the 1930 Smoot-Hawley Tariff Act,
intended to protect American workers and farmers from foreign competition. In the subsequent five years, global
trade shrank by two-thirds. Within a decade, World War II had begun. To be sure, WWII, like World War I, was
caused by a multitude of factors; there is no standard path to war. But there is reason to believe that high levels of
inequality can play a significant role in stoking conflict. According to research by the economist Thomas Piketty, a
spike in income inequality is often followed by a great crisis. Income inequality then declines for a while, before
rising again, until a new peak – and a new disaster. Though causality has yet to be proven, given the limited
number of data points, this correlation should not be taken lightly, especially with wealth and income inequality at
historically high levels. This is all the more worrying in view of the numerous other factors stoking social unrest and
diplomatic tension, including technological disruption, a record-breaking migration crisis, anxiety over
globalization, political polarization, and rising nationalism. All are symptoms of failed policies that could
turn out to be trigger points for a future crisis. Voters have good reason to be frustrated, but the
emotionally appealing populists to whom they are increasingly giving their support are offering ill-advised
solutions that will only make matters worse. For example, despite the world’s unprecedented interconnectedness,
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multilateralism is increasingly being eschewed, as countries – most notably, Donald Trump’s US – pursue
unilateral, isolationist policies. Meanwhile, proxy wars are raging in Syria and Yemen. Against this
background, we must take seriously the possibility that the next economic crisis could lead to a
large-scale military confrontation. By the logic of the political scientist Samuel Huntington , considering
such a scenario could help us avoid it, because it would force us to take action. In this case, the key will be for
policymakers to pursue the structural reforms that they have long promised, while replacing finger-pointing and
antagonism with a sensible and respectful global dialogue. The alternative may well be global conflagration.
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1NC Shell – Body Cameras
A. Uniqueness – Coronavirus response has ushered in a new and lasting wave of
federalism and state innovation.
Gerstle 2020
(Gary Gerstle, Professor of American History at the University of Cambridge, “The New Federalism,” May 6, 2020,
https://www.theatlantic.com/ideas/archive/2020/05/new-federalism/611077/, VY)
It is hardly surprising, in these circumstances, that the fabled Centers for Disease Control and Prevention
laboratories have failed the American public; that the states are rising again; and that governors, not

the president or senators, have emerged as heroes in the coronavirus pandemic. Day by day
now, states are creating a new federalism: pushing back against ill-conceived directives from
Washington, D.C. (as in Maryland Governor Larry Hogan’s case with National Guard troops); developing new
competencies; launching schemes of interstate and private-public cooperation; browbeating the federal
government into supplying vital resources and establishing necessary partnerships. At no other time in the

past 100 years has Brandeis’s call to individual states to launch “novel social and economic
experiments without risk to the rest of the country" seemed as relevant as it does now. Given
how the federal government has been hollowed out, the work of the states has been nationsaving. They are a kind of strategic reserve, the gift of Founding Fathers who believed that
concentrating too much power in one branch of government or one man might someday
destroy the republic. Though diminished across the middle third of the 20th century by a Warren Court rightly
intent on making them subservient to the federal Bill of Rights, the states, even before the pandemic hit,
had begun to discover that their police power was still robust. On one issue after another, ranging
from gay marriage and increases in the minimum wage to climate-respecting laws and immigrant-rights decrees,

states have started to show America how it might find its way to a progressive future.
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B. Link – Body camera policy needs to be decided at the state and local level.
Jurisdictions are too diverse for a successful federal policy.
Feeney 2015
(By Matthew Feeney, the director of Cato’s Project on Emerging Technologies, “Watching the Watchmen: Best
Practices for Police Body Cameras,” Policy Analysis No. 782, October 27, 2015,
https://www.cato.org/publications/policy-analysis/watching-watchmen-best-practices-police-body-cameras, VY)

Before deciding any of those issues, however, it’s important to consider which level of
government should be making the relevant decisions. The range of opportunities and
challenges police body cameras present, as well as the wide variety of American law
enforcement agencies, suggests that policy ought to be crafted at the state and local level.
Considering the importance of police accountability and transparency as well as the diversity
of America’s police departments, it is crucial that local lawmakers craft police body camera
legislation that is appropriate for their constituencies. According to 2008 data from the Bureau of
Justice Statistics, almost half (48.9 percent) of local and state law enforcement agencies have fewer than 10 full‐
time sworn personnel (Figure 2).46 The fact that American law enforcement agencies vary so

significantly in size makes it very unlikely that a policy designed for a department with
thousands of police officers would be appropriate for a department with only nine officers.
Law enforcement agencies are diverse not only in their size, but also in the crime rates they face. Metropolitan
areas tend to have higher rates of violent crime and property crime than nonmetropolitan counties.47 A body

camera policy for police in Bozeman, Montana, should be different from the body camera
policy in Los Angeles. Federalism allows experimentation with different approaches, allowing
competing jurisdictions to learn from each other’s successes and failures.
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C. Internal Link – Effective government COVID response is necessary to prevent major
economic decline.
HUB 2020
(HUB Staff, a project of John Hopkin’s University, interviewing Filippo Taddei, a Johns Hopkins associate professor of
international economics, “Covid-19's Historic Economic Impact, In The U.S. And Abroad,” April 16, 2020,
https://hub.jhu.edu/2020/04/16/coronavirus-impact-on-european-american-economies/)

The current economic crisis calls to mind the Great Recession of 2008 in terms of widespread
damage, and some draw comparisons to the Great Depression of the 1930s . Do you feel these are
accurate comparisons? Are there other precedents for what we're experiencing, or is it a singular "black swan" event? I don't
think these are the right comparisons because both crises—the Great Recession and the Great Depression—were essentially
demand shocks. What you do with a demand shock is standard macroeconomic policy, and even allowing certain mistakes, we
saw in the response to the Great Recession how fiscal and monetary policies worked to alleviate a demand shock. This is

Here, everything was functioning as normal, but as COVID-19
intensified, bringing thousands and then tens of thousands into the health system, we have
decided to shut down the economy. This was because governments discouraged and then prohibited people going
something else. This is supply shock.

to work. If you think about it, supply is the measure of what we collectively produce, but the virus caused a sudden contraction
of the labor supply. This has then caused a loss of confidence that resulted in a demand shock, too, but it's a spillover, an
indirect effect due to a fundamental contraction in our ability to produce goods and services. When you face a supply shock,
policies like those used during the Great Recession work, but only in containing the secondary shock to people's confidence, the
demand shock. It's important to respond on the fiscal and monetary fronts. What's

really key is that we don't add
additional shocks on top of the initial crisis that is having such a severe effect on our ability to
work and produce. If you want to compare the current crisis to something that happened in the past, a better
comparison is the oil shock and energy crisis during the 1970s and early 1980s. The sharp increase in the price of oil made the
production and transportation of goods a lot more expensive, hindering productive capacity as is going on right now. In the
United States, relief

efforts were initially stymied by a lack of consensus on how to allocate
resources between working people and industry. How have EU countries navigated this tension, and are there
lessons for U.S. lawmakers on crafting an effective stimulus response? When you compare the policy situations in the EU and
U.S., keep in mind that the EU is much more gradual in its adjustment. The U.S. is a country of choice and action, where things
that seem unmovable before a crisis are suddenly thrown into flux—like the agreement on a $2 trillion stimulus bill. The EU is
much more gradual in its approach. While the economic shock is common to all nations, it is not undertaken uniformly. So,
what we've seen in Europe is an increasingly stricter response on the health front and an increasingly stronger economic
support across the continent, but always undertaken in a gradual fashion. Europe, and Italy in particular, can serve as a point of
observation: if you are too gradual in your response, you run the risk of COVID's course being worse than it might have
otherwise have been. Really, Italy's response made sense in the face of an unknown scenario, but perhaps we could have
learned a little bit better from the events and responses in Asia. The clear message from our experience is that you need to
intervene as swiftly and uniformly as possible. In light of the experience worldwide, one major concern for the U.S. is that
different states are acting in different ways in trying to contain the virus. What are the primary risks for Italy, other EU
countries, and the U.S. as the economic crisis precipitated by COVID-19 continues? Global productive capacity has shrunk
severely and abruptly as a consequence of lockdown and some needed equipment, like ventilators, is in short supply. In normal
times, the economy would quickly adjust by reallocating its workforce through new investments. This is simply impossible when

government
action ensuring capacity to contain the epidemic as quickly as possible is justified if we want
to bring people back to work. This type of policy action makes sense, and the crucial matter is
to identify what is the most effective level of authority needed to aggressively address the
outbreak. In any case, whether in the U.S. or in Europe, trying to convert production into what is immediately needed to
people can't effectively work due to the outbreak. As overall production of goods and services is reduced,

end the outbreak is appropriate.
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D. Impact – The next major economic decline will erupt into global military conflict.
The 2008 recession has brought the global financial system to the brink.
Liu 2018
(Qian Liu, Managing Director, Greater China, The Economist Group, “The next economic crisis could cause a global
conflict. Here's why,” 13 Nov 2018, https://www.weforum.org/agenda/2018/11/the-next-economic-crisis-couldcause-a-global-conflict-heres-why, VY, **2-page card**)
The next economic crisis is closer than you think. But what you should really worry about is what comes after: in
the current social, political, and technological landscape, a prolonged economic crisis, combined with

rising income inequality, could well escalate into a major global military conflict. The 2008-09
global financial crisis almost bankrupted governments and caused systemic collapse.
Policymakers managed to pull the global economy back from the brink, using massive monetary stimulus, including
quantitative easing and near-zero (or even negative) interest rates. But monetary stimulus is like an

adrenaline shot to jump-start an arrested heart; it can revive the patient, but it does nothing
to cure the disease. Treating a sick economy requires structural reforms, which can cover
everything from financial and labor markets to tax systems, fertility patterns, and education policies.

Policymakers have utterly failed to pursue such reforms, despite promising to do so. Instead,
they have remained preoccupied with politics. From Italy to Germany, forming and sustaining governments now
seems to take more time than actual governing. And Greece, for example, has relied on money from international
creditors to keep its head (barely) above water, rather than genuinely reforming its pension system or improving
its business environment. The lack of structural reform has meant that the unprecedented excess liquidity that
central banks injected into their economies was not allocated to its most efficient uses. Instead, it raised global
asset prices to levels even higher than those prevailing before 2008. In the United States, housing prices are now
8% higher than they were at the peak of the property bubble in 2006, according to the property website Zillow.
The price-to-earnings (CAPE) ratio, which measures whether stock-market prices are within a reasonable range, is
now higher than it was both in 2008 and at the start of the Great Depression in 1929. As monetary tightening

reveals the vulnerabilities in the real economy, the collapse of asset-price bubbles will trigger
another economic crisis – one that could be even more severe than the last, because we have
built up a tolerance to our strongest macroeconomic medications. A decade of regular adrenaline shots, in the
form of ultra-low interest rates and unconventional monetary policies, has severely depleted their power to
stabilize and stimulate the economy. If history is any guide, the consequences of this mistake could
extend far beyond the economy. According to Harvard’s Benjamin Friedman, prolonged periods of

economic distress have been characterized also by public antipathy toward minority groups
or foreign countries – attitudes that can help to fuel unrest, terrorism, or even war. For
example, during the Great Depression, US President Herbert Hoover signed the 1930 Smoot-Hawley Tariff Act,
intended to protect American workers and farmers from foreign competition. In the subsequent five years, global
trade shrank by two-thirds. Within a decade, World War II had begun. To be sure, WWII, like World War I, was
caused by a multitude of factors; there is no standard path to war. But there is reason to believe that high levels of
inequality can play a significant role in stoking conflict. According to research by the economist Thomas Piketty, a
spike in income inequality is often followed by a great crisis. Income inequality then declines for a while, before
rising again, until a new peak – and a new disaster. Though causality has yet to be proven, given the limited
number of data points, this correlation should not be taken lightly, especially with wealth and income inequality at
historically high levels. This is all the more worrying in view of the numerous other factors stoking social unrest and
diplomatic tension, including technological disruption, a record-breaking migration crisis, anxiety over
globalization, political polarization, and rising nationalism. All are symptoms of failed policies that could
turn out to be trigger points for a future crisis. Voters have good reason to be frustrated, but the
emotionally appealing populists to whom they are increasingly giving their support are offering ill-advised
solutions that will only make matters worse. For example, despite the world’s unprecedented interconnectedness,
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multilateralism is increasingly being eschewed, as countries – most notably, Donald Trump’s US – pursue
unilateral, isolationist policies. Meanwhile, proxy wars are raging in Syria and Yemen. Against this
background, we must take seriously the possibility that the next economic crisis could lead to a
large-scale military confrontation. By the logic of the political scientist Samuel Huntington , considering
such a scenario could help us avoid it, because it would force us to take action. In this case, the key will be for
policymakers to pursue the structural reforms that they have long promised, while replacing finger-pointing and
antagonism with a sensible and respectful global dialogue. The alternative may well be global conflagration.
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Uniqueness
Coronavirus response has revived federalism and empowered states.
Cassidy 2020
(By John Cassidy, “Trump’s Coronavirus Response Has Single-Handedly Created a New Federalism,” April 14, 2020,
https://www.newyorker.com/news/our-columnists/trump-has-single-handedly-created-a-new-federalism, VY)

Among all the possible consequences that were discussed after Donald Trump was elected, in
2016, a revival of federalism didn’t feature prominently. Three and a half years later, here we
are. On Monday, the governors of California, Oregon, and Washington announced a “Western
States Pact” to work toward reopening their economies on an agreed set of principles after the coronavirus
shutdowns, and the governors of seven Northeastern states said they were creating a joint
working group for the same purpose. The governors didn’t state explicitly that they were
sidelining the federal government and Trump: they didn’t need to. “Health outcomes and science—
not politics—will guide these decisions,” Gavin Newsom, Kate Brown, and Jay Inslee, the respective governors of
California, Oregon, and Washington, said in a joint statement. “We need to see a decline in the rate of spread of
the virus before large-scale reopening, and we will be working in coordination to identify the best metrics to guide
this.” Governor Andrew Cuomo, of New York, said the seven Eastern states—New York, New

Jersey, Connecticut, Massachusetts, Delaware, Pennsylvania, and Rhode Island—would each
appoint a public-health official and an economic-development expert to the new working
group, which would be tasked with producing a coördinated strategy. “The state boundaries mean very little to
this virus,” Cuomo said. “Somebody could get on Amtrak or get in a car and go up the I-95 corridor. . . . doesn’t
matter where they are from.” The announcements from both ends of the country came just hours after Trump had
insisted, on Twitter, that a judgment on whether to reopen the economy “is the decision of the President, and for
many good reasons.” His tweet went on, “A decision by me, in conjunction with the Governors and input from
others, will be made shortly!” At a White House press briefing later in the day, Trump refused to say whether he
was looking to May 1st as his target date, but he again sought to assert his authority, saying, “I’m going to put it
very simply. The President of the United States has the authority to do what the President has the authority to do.
Which is very powerful.” That was certainly very simple, but constitutional-law experts were quick to

question Trump’s claims. “The President has no formal legal authority to categorically
override local or state shelter-in-place orders or to reopen schools and small businesses,” Steve Vladeck,
a law professor at the University of Texas School of Law, tweeted. “No statute delegates to him such
power; no constitutional provision invests him with such authority.” Other experts on the
Constitution agreed.
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Link Extension
Criminal justice and policing are important area of state authority. Those same
principles are important to the COVID-19 pandemic.
Yoo and Delahunty 2020
(John Yoo, Emanuel S. Heller Professor of Law at the University of California, Berkeley, and a visiting scholar at AEI;
and Robert J. Delahunty, American attorney, legal scholar, and former government appointee who works as a
professor at the University of St. Thomas School of Law, “Domestic military use is lawful but not yet prudent,” June
3, 2020, https://www.aei.org/op-eds/domestic-military-use-is-lawful-but-not-yet-prudent/, VY)
Trump has the right answer on the law, but not on the policy—yet. The Constitution and Congress have granted
the president extraordinary authority to deploy the military in response to a severe collapse of law and order.
Chief executives have used this authority since the earliest days of the republic. But the more difficult

question—one of prudence and judgment, not law and command—is whether the
circumstances actually require federal intervention. Our sense, while living in two cities that have
witnessed severe rioting, remains that our states and cities still have the resources to respond to
civil disorder. As a constitutional and historical matter, the primary responsibility for criminal
law enforcement lies with state governors, mayors and sheriffs. Controlling rioters, restoring law
and order to the city streets and prosecuting offenders all fall within the “police powers”
reserved to the states under the Constitution’s Tenth Amendment. The same principles of
American federalism that divide governmental authority here also applied to the COVID-19
pandemic: States, not the federal government, have the primary responsibility for protecting
public health and safety. While the federal government plays a significant role in criminal justice (and a more
marginal place in protecting public health), the Supreme Court has insisted that federal involvement in this area
must focus on interstate crimes. Thus, the 1996 Supreme Court case of United States v. Lopez firmly

rejected the idea of “a general federal police power” and noted that “in areas such as
criminal law enforcement…states historically have been sovereign.”
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Federalism Key to COVID Response
1. The authority to enact quarantine during a public health crisis is within state police
powers. Preserving this authority is necessary.
Cole 2014
(Jared P. Cole, Legislative Attorney, “Federal and State Quarantine and Isolation Authority,” Congressional
Research Service, October 9, 2014, https://fas.org/sgp/crs/misc/RL33201.pdf, VY)
While the federal government has authority to authorize quarantine and isolation under certain circumstances,

the primary authority for quarantine and isolation exists at the state level as an exercise of
the state’s police power. CDC acknowledges this deference to state authority as follows: In
general, CDC defers to the state and local health authorities in their primary use of their own
separate quarantine powers. Based upon long experience and collaborative working relationships with our
state and local partners, CDC continues to anticipate the need to use this federal authority to quarantine an
exposed person only in rare situations, such as events at ports of entry or in similar time-sensitive settings.46
Although every state has the authority to pass and enforce quarantine laws as an exercise of its

police powers, these laws vary widely by state. Generally, state and local quarantines are authorized through
public health orders, though some states may require a court order before an individual is detained.47 For
example, in Louisiana, the state health officer is not authorized to “confine [a person] in any institution unless
directed or authorized to do so by the judge of the parish in which the person is located.”48 Diseases subject to
quarantine may be defined by statute, with some statutes addressing only a single disease, or the state health
department may be granted the authority to decide which diseases are communicable and therefore subject to
quarantine.49 States also employ different methods for determining the duration of the quarantine or isolation
period. Generally, “release is accomplished when a determination is made that the person is no longer a threat to
the public health, or no longer infectious.”50 One common characteristic of many state quarantine laws is their
“overall antiquity,” with many statutes being between 40 and 100 years old.51 The more antiquated laws “often
do not reflect contemporary scientific understandings of disease, [or] current treatments of choice.”52 In the past,
state laws were often enacted with a focus on a particular disease, such as tuberculosis or typhoid fever, leading to
inconsistent approaches in addressing other diseases.53 Until recently, despite the inconsistencies and perceived
problems with such laws, state legislatures have not been forced to reevaluate their quarantine and isolation laws
due to a decline in infectious diseases and advances in public health and medicine.54 However, in light of recent
threats and security concerns, many states have begun to reconsider their emergency response

systems, including the state’s authority to quarantine.55 A review of quarantine authority was listed
as a priority for state governments in the President’s 2002 National Strategy for Homeland Security.56 Federal
authority over interstate and foreign travel is clearly delineated under constitutional and statutory provisions. Less
clear, however, is whether the state police powers may be used to restrict interstate travel to prevent the spread
of disease.57 In a public health emergency, federal, state, and local authorities may overlap. For example, both
federal and state agencies may have quarantine authority over an aircraft arriving in a large city from a foreign
country. Thus, coordination between the various levels of government would be essential during a widespread
public health emergency.58
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2. State flexibility and real-time response is necessary for effective coronavirus
response.
LeBlanc 2020
(Beth LeBlanc, “Whitmer: State needs flexibility, not 'textbook-specific' marker to trigger reopening,” The Detroit
News, May 13, 2020, https://www.detroitnews.com/story/news/local/michigan/2020/05/13/whitmer-updatemichigan-response-covid-19/5183185002/, VY)
Gov. Gretchen Whitmer said Wednesday the state intentionally left out specific numeric benchmarks to signal a
transition from one phase to the next in her six-phase plan to reopen parts of Michigan and the economy. She said

the state needed flexibility to consider a variety of factors when considering re-engaging
parts of the economy, such as testing, confirmed cases, availability of personal protection equipment and
human activity. "There's no textbook-specific number that will tell you it is safe to reopen a
certain sector of the economy," Whitmer said during a livestreamed news conference. Chief Medical
Executive Dr. Joneigh Khaldun echoed the sentiment moments later, noting the context of the data is
important. "There's no special formula that will tell us how and when to reopen," Khaldun said.
For example, a certain region may have an uptick in cases, but officials would have to drill
down into what was causing the uptick to better understand the cause and consequences of
the data, she said. "Is that associated with a specific facility, a nursing facility or a workplace? Or is it just
widespread?" Khaldun said. Without aggressive social distancing and the stay-home order, modeling predicted a
median estimate of 32,000 more cases at this point in time and 3,480 more deaths, Whitmer said. "Not to mention
that we would have likely overwhelmed our health care system, and so outcomes for those positive cases would
have been worse," she said. The state needs to remain "nimble" and be prepared to "pull back" on

some areas where restrictions are lifted if there's a need to do so, Whitmer said. Social distancing in
Michigan so far has helped to slow the virus' spread, she said.
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COVID Response Key to Economic Recovery
1. Effective COVID response is necessary for the economy.
Vaitilingam 2020
(Romesh Vaitilingam, Analysis of panel of experts weighs in on the economics of curbing the spread of the novel
coronavirus, “How does economic policy interact with public health measures for COVID-19?,” March 30, 2020,
https://review.chicagobooth.edu/economics/2020/article/how-does-economic-policy-interact-public-healthmeasures-covid-19, VY)

Panelists were also largely in agreement that lifting a lockdown too early creates its own
economic hazard. In their comments, several panelists mentioned the evidence from epidemiology. Darrell
Duffie of Stanford linked to the widely discussed Imperial College report on strategies for mitigation and
suppression, saying, “The epidemiology studies imply severe economic damage in the form of additional loss of
human life (to which I assign high economic damage).” University of Chicago’s Michael Greenstone also

referred to evidence on the benefits and costs of “flattening the curve” for COVID-19: “Taking
available epi models at face value suggests there are large welfare/economic benefits to
social distancing/slowing spread of COVID-19.” Kashyap added, “Everything I read suggests that
premature cessation will backfire—see Andy Atkeson’s analysis.” Columbia’s Scheinkman commented,
“Without vaccine, likelihood [of] recurrence is high till very high percentage infected. Optimal strategy
involves multiple waves of contact reduction.” Christopher Udry points out that “the key is to
reduce the likelihood of resurgence by better targeting of preventative measures. Until then,
strict social distancing needed.”

2. The best way to protect the economy is through controlling coronavirus.
Wan et al. 2020
(By William Wan, Reed Albergotti and Joel Achenbach, “Trump wants ‘the country opened,’ but easing coronavirus
restrictions now would be disastrous, experts say,” March 24, 2020,
https://www.washingtonpost.com/health/2020/03/24/coronavirus-strategy-economy-debate/, VY)

Even in a hypothetical world where the economy was valued above human life, many
economists say it wouldn’t necessarily make sense to sacrifice the elderly, abruptly send everyone back
to work and allow the virus to run its course. Restarting international flights, for example, wouldn’t
mean consumers would buy tickets. And the shock from the spreading infections and
mounting deaths would make any sense of normalcy hard to maintain. “The best way to get
control of the economy is to get through this as quickly as possible,” said Edward Kaplan, who
teaches economic policy and public health at Yale University. He said that means adhering to
social distancing and drastically increasing testing.
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States Counterplan (CP)
The States Counterplan is a counterplan or alternative plan presented by the negative team.
Rather than the federal government doing the affirmative the states counterplan suggests that criminal
justice reform is best done on the state-level and that the 50 states (and relevant territories such as D.C.
and Puerto Rico) should each enact the plan.
In the United States, the Constitution gives states power over certain things, including their criminal
justice systems. Reforms at the state-level are more effective because localities understand unique local
problems.
The “net-benefit” or advantage from doing the counterplan rather than the affirmative plan is avoiding
the Federalism DA. (See the section on the federalism DA.) The affirmative links to the federalism
argument because the federal government is taking power away from the states, but the states
counterplan does not, since it keeps the criminal justice reform power with the states.
The States Counterplan asks the “who” question. Who should do the plan? Even if we think the plan is a
good idea, is the federal government the best actor?
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States Counterplan

Negative
The affirmative answers can be found after each affirmative.
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1NC Shell – Money bail
A. Counterplan Text – The 50 states and relevant territories should do the eliminate
money bail.
B. Link – Empirically states can and should enact bail reform.
Casiano 2020
(By Louis Casiano, “These states recently enacted bail-reform laws,” Feb. 22, 2020,
https://www.foxnews.com/politics/these-states-recently-enacted-bail-reform-laws, VY)

Some states have taken steps in recent years to close the gap between what criminal justice
advocates claim are two tiers of the justice system: one where people can effectively buy themselves
out of police custody and another where those arrested for low-level offenses are stuck in jail because they lack
the financial means to bond themselves out. Many critics say the bail system punishes people for being unable to
pay and leaves defendants in a cycle of debt. Under most bail-reform law, criminal courts are

prohibited from setting cash bail in most misdemeanor cases and some non-violent felony
cases. States such as New York, California and New Jersey have taken steps to ban the
practice, while smaller jurisdictions are also adopting similar reforms. New York New York's recently
enacted bail law has been steeped in controversy since it went into effect Jan. 1. Critics have cited the law for
the release of criminals who would otherwise be held in police custody on bail but re-offended instead. One
offender, Tiffany Harris, was arrested in early January on suspicion of punching a woman in the face unprovoked
after she was released from police custody for another offense without bail. In another case, a New York City
subway thief thanked Democrats for guaranteeing his release despite hundreds of previous arrests. “Bail reform,
it’s lit!” Charles Barry said as he was being transferred by police to Manhattan Central Booking. "It’s the
Democrats! The Democrats know me and the Republicans fear me. You can’t touch me! I can’t be stopped!” Gov.
Andrew Cuomo has defended the law, calling it an "ongoing process." "We need to respond to the facts but not
the politics, we need to act on information and not hyperbole," he said in January. New Jersey The New Jersey

Criminal Justice Reform Act took effect in 2017 and essentially overhauled the state's bail
system by eliminating cash bail. A 2019 report from the state’s Administrative Office of the Courts
concluded that those released under the new law were no more likely to commit a crime while awaiting trial than
those released under the prior system. Meanwhile, the state's jail population has decreased while defendants
continue to make their court appearances. “Concerns about a possible spike in crime and failures to appear did not
materialize,” the report says, according to NorthJersey.com. Californa The state's landmark voter

referendum to end cash bail has been put on hold after the bail industry successfully launched a referendum
drive to let voters decide the issue again in November, the Los Angeles Times reported. Former Gov. Jerry
Brown signed Senate Bill 10 in 2018 to end cash bail for most suspects accused of nonviolent
felonies, which was slated to go into effect last year. The bill would give judges greater power to decide who
should remain in jail until trial and would eliminate cash bail. The bail industry argues the legislation would release
violent criminals onto the streets. Alaska Alaska joined the national trend of enacting bail reform in

2018, only for it to be rolled back months later by Republican Gov. Michael Dunleavy. Senate Bill 91 gave the state
the ability to create a tool to assess a criminal suspect's risk of whether or not they will show up to court or will
commit a crime while out on bail. In July 2019, Dunleavy signed into law House Bill 49, which effectively repealed
the Senate legislation.
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C. Net benefit is the federalism disadvantage. The plan has the federal government
eliminate money bail, but the counterplan has the states eliminate money bail,
without federal involvement, the counterplan does not link to the disadvantage
and is the net benefit.
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1NC Shell – Predictive Policing
A. Counterplan Text – The 50 states and relevant territories should do the end
predictive policing.
B. Link – States can develop predictive policing laws – Washington proves.
Pangburn 2019
(DJ Pangburn, “Washington could be the first state to rein in automated decision-making,” 02-08-2019,
https://www.fastcompany.com/90302465/washington-introduces-landmark-algorithmic-accountability-laws, VY)
Governments are increasingly turning to automated systems to make decisions for criminal sentencing, medicare
eligibility, and school placement. Public officials and companies tout gains in speed and efficiency, and the hope
that automated decisions can bring more fairness into bureaucratic processes. But the drawbacks are coming into
clearer focus. Computer algorithms can also reinforce or introduce new biases. Studies have shown that facial
recognition tools used by law enforcement could disproportionately impact African-Americans, that predictive

policing software could unfairly target minority neighborhoods because of incomplete crime
databases, and that algorithms can perpetuate racial disparities in insurance premium costs.
But critics say the tools tend to exist in a legal Wild West, with little transparency and
accountability: intellectual property laws and government secrecy prevents the public from
auditing or in some cases even knowing about them. Lawmakers in Washington State are
taking steps to tame this digital frontier. On February 6th, legislators in the House held a
hearing on an algorithmic accountability bill that would establish guidelines for procurement
and use of automated decision systems in government “in order to protect consumers,
improve transparency, and create more market predictability.” HB1655 and SB 5527, as the
companion bills are known in the Washington House and Senate, respectively, could create the first such
state-wide regulation in the country. New York City passed the U.S.’s first algorithmic accountability law in
2017. “Automated decision systems are rapidly being adopted to make or assist in core decisions in a variety of
government and business functions, including criminal justice, health care, education, employment, public
benefits, insurance, and commerce,” reads the proposed House bill. “ These automated decision systems
are often deployed without public knowledge, are unregulated, and vendors selling the systems may require
restrictive contractual provisions that undermine government transparency and accountability.”
Allowing these systems to make core government and business decisions “raises concerns about due process,
fairness, accountability, and transparency, as well as other civil rights and liberties,” it says.

C. Net benefit is the federalism disadvantage. The plan has the federal government
end predictive policing, but the counterplan has the states end predictive policing,
without federal involvement, the counterplan does not link to the disadvantage
and is the net benefit.
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1NC Shell – Body Cameras
A. Text – The 50 states and relevant territories should do the require and regulate
police body cameras.
B. Link – States are the best level for body camera legislation. Georgia and Utah prove
with written policies.
Vera Institute for Justice 2017
(Vera Institute for Justice Press Release, “Analysis: Thirty-four States Enacted 79 Laws Affecting Policing from 20152016,” April 05, 2017, https://www.vera.org/newsroom/analysis-thirty-four-states-enacted-79-laws-affectingpolicing-from-2015-2016, VY)

The report identifies several legislative trends that demonstrate how states are taking action
to reform their policing practices: Limiting use-of-force: Although police actions that result in serious injury
or death are rare, recent high-profile incidents involving use-of-force have inflamed police-community relations
and, in turn, demoralized some police officers who feel undervalued. At least five states have enacted laws that
limit the use of certain types of force, like chokeholds, or improve police training on the legal boundaries of
justifiable force and alternative de-escalation tactics so that officers are better equipped to handle these difficult
situations. Example: Illinois SB 1304 (2015) prohibits the use of chokeholds and requires more training on arrest
and control tactics, proper use of law enforcement authority, procedural justice, human rights, and implicit bias.

Integrating body-worn cameras: Because they provide an objective record of a broad range of policecivilian encounters, many police departments are beginning to see body-worn cameras as a
potential tool for increasing public trust in law enforcement as well as clearing officers from
unwarranted complaints. At least 26 states passed legislation related to the use of body-worn
cameras, including to define when recording is required, if the public can access the footage,
and whether citizens should be informed they are being recorded. Examples: Georgia HB 976
(2016) mandates that certain body-worn or vehicle camera footage—including that which involves
criminal investigations, a vehicle accident, an arrest, or an officer’s use of force—must be kept for a minimum of
30 months. Recordings of other incidents must be retained for 180 days. Additionally, the legislation ensures that a
law enforcement officer is not civilly liable for the depictions obtained through these recordings and they do not
have a duty to redact or obscure people or information captured in the recording. Utah HB 300 (2016)

requires law enforcement agencies using body-worn cameras to have written policies
governing their use. It also stipulates that cameras should be visible to the person being recorded and turned
on prior to any law enforcement encounter, and that the recordings are generally private records except in specific
circumstances, including where they feature an officer firing a weapon.

C. Net benefit is the federalism disadvantage. The plan has the federal government

require and regulate body cameras, but the counterplan has the states require and
regulate body cameras, without federal involvement, the counterplan does not link
to the disadvantage and is the net benefit.
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Answers to Permutation
The federal government doesn’t have power over local jurisdictions even to enforce
federal law. Federal involvement means worse decisions that ignore the communities
and are symbolic gestures at best.
Barkow, Law Professor and Director of Center on the Administration of Criminal Law
at NYU 2011
(Rachel E. Barkow, Professor of Law and Faculty Director, Center on the Administration of Criminal Law, New York
University School of Law, “Federalism and Criminal Law: What the Feds Can Learn from the States,” Michigan Law
Review, Volume 109, Issue 4 (2011). Available at: https://repository.law.umich.edu/mlr/vol109/iss4/2, VY)
To be sure, there

are important differences between the states and the federal government in
terms of their relationship with local actors. State legislatures have greater control over local
authorities than Congress has over state or local authorities. State legislatures pass the criminal laws that
local prosecutors must enforce; Congress, in contrast, cannot insist that local prosecutors enforce
federal laws." In addition, it is difficult for the president and the Department of Justice to take credit for addressing crime
without federal prosecutions. In contrast, the state AG is generally perceived as the chief law enforcement officer of the state.
That means the state AG can claim credit for local prosecutions even if she did not bring the cases herself. Similarly, if crime
rates fall, the state AG can again campaign on that fact, even if she formally lacked jurisdiction over the main index crimes. The
public perception is what counts, and the state AG's position puts her in a better position to get credit for reductions in crime
and government wins in big cases without necessarily having to prosecute those cases herself. These differences must be kept
in mind, but they do not render the state experience with local actors irrelevant. On the contrary, in

many ways the
differences between the states and the federal government make the internal state
relationships between state and local actors an even more valuable frame of reference for
federalism questions. Most of the ways in which federal and state practice differ revolve around the greater ability, willingness,
and incentive of the federal government to make symbolic gestures with crime legislation and targeted enforcement in highprofile or select matters. Consider

first the differences between federal and state prosecutors.
Federal prosecutors focus on the cases they bring, not on the ones they do not. Because primary
law enforcement responsibility rests with the states, state prosecutors are blamed for underenforcement, not federal
prosecutors. Similarly, federal

prosecutors do not concern themselves as much with how their
selection of cases affects a community. They do not have an obligation to fix local problems,
and they are not directly accountable to those communities. The federal government's
enforcement decisions therefore largely ignore the day-to-day realities of local communities.
The relationship between state and local prosecutors, in contrast, has a much firmer grounding in practical concerns. Even
though the state AG may not be directly responsible for local crimes under state law-indeed, the state AG may lack authority to

Because state AGs
are going to be held responsible for local conditions to some extent, they therefore have an
incentive to fix any problems on the ground . Thus, how state AGs go about addressing local crime can
be quite informative for those seeking to understand what type of intervention might be most effective. Unlike
federal prosecutors who can, to a larger extent, get by on symbolic gestures, state-level
prosecutors are going to have a greater incentive to make sure things are actually working
well. Put another way, to the extent there is divergence in state and federal approaches to the issues of when and how a
address them directly-the public perceives the state AG as sharing responsibility for local problems.

centralized actor should intervene in criminal law enforcement, it is often because state-level actors are weighing more of the
relevant 18 variables than the federal actors are.
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Link Extension
The counterplan solves – Most of the criminal justice reform in the United States
happens at the state level. State-based reforms solve best.
Lopez 2016
(By German Lopez, “The case for optimism on criminal justice reform — even under President Trump,” Nov 10,
2016, https://www.vox.com/policy-and-politics/2016/11/10/13580644/president-trump-criminal-justice-2016, VY,
**2-page card**)
But there’s some good news: The federal government is a tiny part of the US criminal justice

system. Consider incarceration, the big target of reform efforts. In the US, federal prisons house only about 13
percent of the overall prison population. That is, to be sure, a significant number in such a big system. But it’s
relatively small in the grand scheme of things, as this chart from the Prison Policy Initiative shows: One
way to think about this is what would happen if President Trump used his pardon powers to their maximum
potential — meaning the president pardoned every single person in federal prison right now. That would push
America’s overall incarcerated population from about 2.2 million to 2 million. That would be a hefty reduction. But
it also wouldn't undo mass incarceration, as the US would still lead all but one country in incarceration — with an
incarceration rate of about 629 per 100,000 people, only the tiny island country of Seychelles would come ahead.

And while the federal government can incentivize states to adopt specific criminal justice
policies, studies show that previous efforts — such as the 1994 federal crime law — had little
to no impact. By and large, it seems states will only embrace federal incentives on criminal
justice issues if they actually want to adopt the policies being encouraged. So to really pull back
mass incarceration, states will need to make changes. (And that will likely involve more than reforming drug laws:
About 53 percent of state prisoners are in for violent crimes, and just 16 percent are in for drug offenses.)
Similarly, almost all police work is done at the local and state level. There are nearly 18,000 law

enforcement agencies in America — only a dozen or so of which are federal agencies. So the
tasks of ending mass incarceration and reforming the police are going to fall almost wholly to
cities and states. And even as they elected Trump, they looked very willing to live up to the task. States have
welcomed criminal justice reform, even those that voted for Trump Okay, you might say, but
doesn’t the fact that people at the local and state level elected Trump suggest that a bulk of Americans don’t want
or at least don’t care for criminal justice reform? The reality is that Election Day actually disproves this assertion.
As Americans voted for Trump, they also largely backed criminal justice reform. Marijuana legalization won in
California, Massachusetts, and Nevada — and looks very likely to win in Maine. Initiatives to reduce prison

sentences passed in California and Oklahoma. And New Mexico passed a constitutional amendment that
dictates no one should be jailed because they can’t afford bail — a major reform to make sure people aren’t locked
up just because they’re poor. Meanwhile, candidates for prosecutor who campaigned on criminal justice reform
won in several states, including places like Florida and Texas that voted for Trump. These prosecutors are very
important to the criminal justice system. For instance, in 2014 then–Brooklyn District Attorney Kenneth Thompson
announced that he will no longer enforce low-level marijuana arrests. Think about how this works: Pot is still very
much illegal in New York, but the district attorney flat-out said that he will ignore that aspect of the law — and it
was completely within his discretion to do so. Not only did that mean people would no longer be prosecuted for
these crimes, but it discouraged police from enforcing them. Another example of pro-reform Trump voters:
Oklahoma. The state overwhelmingly elected Trump, with 65.3 percent of voters backing him. Yet they voted, with
58.2 percent support, to cut prison sentences by reclassifying certain property offenses and simple drug possession
to misdemeanor crimes instead of felonies. And they also voted, with 56.2 percent support, to use the money

223

2NC/1NR

States CP – Negative – Link Extension

saved from cutting prison sentences to create a rehabilitation fund for mental health and drug abuse treatment
programs. These are fairly big margins in favor of criminal justice reform. I’m not sure how voters reconcile their
votes for Trump and this initiative. Maybe they just didn’t take Trump’s stances on criminal justice seriously, or
their interests in his other stances overshadowed his ideas on criminal justice. Whatever the case, their
preferences are made clear by the ballot initiatives. Okay, fine, you might say, but that only shows that voters want
reform, but reform is going to take the work of Republican lawmakers that now control most of the state
governments. What’s to guarantee they’ll do it? There is no guarantee. But there is good reason to think they will
do it. For one, there are powerful conservative special interest groups that want criminal justice reform. The Koch
Institute and Heritage Foundation support it, and the Koch brothers in particular have helped seed money out to
state-level efforts — like Right on Crime — focused on bringing criminal justice reform. Some of the biggest

backers of criminal justice reform have also been Republicans at the state level. It is absolutely
true that many of these states, such as Georgia and Texas, have higher incarceration rates than the national
average. But it is also true that they’ve been working to bring down their national average over the past several
years. Just look at Texas’s incarceration rate, which sharply dropped under former Republican Gov. Rick Perry:
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Solvency - Efficiency
States are better at independent decision making – efficient budgeting allocations,
maximizing social benefit, long-term results.
Barkow, Law Professor and Director of Center on the Administration of Criminal Law
at NYU 2011
(Rachel E. Barkow, Professor of Law and Faculty Director, Center on the Administration of Criminal Law, New York
University School of Law, “Federalism and Criminal Law: What the Feds Can Learn from the States,” Michigan Law
Review, Volume 109, Issue 4 (2011). Available at: https://repository.law.umich.edu/mlr/vol109/iss4/2, VY, **2page card**)
But there are independent reasons to believe that state budget constraints are

more
conducive to rational decision making than decisions made in the shadow of the federal
budget. As I have explained at greater length elsewhere, focusing on the costs as well as the benefits
of criminal justice policies improves decision making because it allows the state to compare
alternatives rationally, with an eye toward maximizing the social benefit from the money
spent. 1s In addition, focusing on costs as part of a cost benefit analysis can help check various
cognitive biases that the public and politicians may share about criminal justice policy,
including a tendency to overestimate the frequency and intensity of particular types of
violent crimes and a preference for short-term solutions, like incarceration, that may not
always yield the most effective long-term results.'" In the current political climate, "[t]here is only one
reason for legislatures to hesitate to pass [ever harsher and broader criminal laws]: cost."o Considering the costs of
enforcement and punitive strategies as well as their benefits can thus serve a valuable disciplining function,
improve deliberation, and help increase the likelihood that the state adopts a course that will yield the greatest
enforcement benefits."' To the extent that cost decisions are driving state allocation decisions, then, those
decisions may prove to be highly informative. Moreover, state governments must pay the prison costs for all
defendants, regardless of whether those defendants are prosecuted by a local prosecutor or a state appointee."12
So, even if states save money in prosecution and policing costs by giving prosecution power to localities, they have
to weigh that savings against the fact that they lose direct control over prison costs."3 Because prison costs are a
significant portion of state budgets,1 4 states have incentives to make sure that those prison

resources are being used effectively. In turn, that means that states should pay some attention to whether
local or state officials are superior at prioritizing crimes. If states are uniformly deciding that local actors are better
suited to make those judgment calls, that lends support to the idea that whatever benefits are had by
centralization, they are not worth the corresponding costs. If, in contrast, states are deciding that centralization is
appropriate, that, too is likely to be based on a weighing of the advantages and disadvantages of centralized versus
local authority. Either way, the state approach offers a valuable perspective that can inform the federalism
question in a way that is currently missing from the existing debate, because Congress is unlikely to be

seriously addressing any of these issues. In addition, it is important to remember what federal
legislators are deciding to do with their larger budgets. They are not creating federal prosecutors'
offices that are anywhere near large enough to enforce adequately all existing federal laws-including laws dealing
with common offenses like theft, fraud, robbery, narcotics trafficking, and weapons possession and use." 5 And
Congress is certainly not funding a full-scale federal police force. On the contrary, the scheme established at

the federal level is, relatively speaking, sparse."'6 There are over six times as many state and local police
employees as federal. ' And local prosecutors outnumber federal prosecutors by a five-to-one ratio."' As a result,
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the best federal prosecutors can do-and all Congress can reasonably expect them to do-is cherry-pick

cases that would otherwise go to local enforcement without ever hoping to cover anything
close to all or even a significant proportion of those cases covered by federal law. 9 States could
adopt a similar scheme to the federal one in terms of having a central authority selectively target only certain
cases. Indeed, in most states, they could do it right now with the existing personnel in attorney general offices,
because it is a regime that is heavier on symbolic-message cases than it is on practical, large-

scale enforcement. Thus, states could provide that state-level prosecutors could bring actions under any state
law at their discretion and trust state prosecutors to choose when to do that given existing resources. States often
have highly sophisticated investigative bureaus within their AG offices,' 20 so those investigators could provide
state level prosecutors with support similar to that provided to federal prosecutors by the FBI. Thus, whether or
not states opt to follow the federal model can offer some indication of its wisdom. If states are choosing to spend
their law enforcement funds elsewhere, that, too, is valuable comparative data for thinking about the federal
system because states have the capacity for this same scheme.
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Topicality (T)
Topicality is an argument that the affirmative plan is outside the scope of the topic (also called the
resolution). To be “topical” or within the scope of the debate, the affirmative plan must meet every
word of the topic. A topicality argument starts by presenting a definition of a word in the resolution.
This is also known as the interpretation of that word. The second part of the argument is stating the
violation or how the affirmative plan does not meet that interpretation of the topic. The third part of the
argument is why the interpretation is a good rule for debate, i.e., why it is fair or educational. The last
part of the argument isif the affirmative is outside the resolution, why is this bad? Why should they lose
the debate? The last part is thus why Topicality should be a voting issue for the judge (why should the
Aff team lose).
Topicality asks the question of “what” we should be debating and poses whether the affirmative is
inside the resolution.
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T – Sentencing vs. Money bail
The affirmative answers can be found after the affirmative.

228

1NC

Topicality – Negative – Shell vs. Money bail

1NC Shell – Money bail – Sentencing
A. Interpretation – “Sentencing” is the specific stage at/process by which people
found guilty of violating a criminal law have criminal sanctions imposed
Stobbs 10
[senior lecturer and Director of the Compassion Informed Law Research program at the Queensland University of
Technology Faculty of Law and member of the Queensland Law Reform Commission Geraldine Mackenzie, PhD,
LLM, Professor & Vice-Chancellor of Bond University, Nigel Stobbs, Queensland University of Technology, and Jodie
O'Leary, Bond University, Principles of sentencing, Federation Press: Annandale, NSW, 2010,
https://epubs.scu.edu.au/research_pubs/156/]

Sentencing of offenders is often described as a difficult task, requiring as it does the balancing of
many different factors; often disparate and sometimes inherently contradictory. Sentencing is defined
as “the process by which people who have been found guilty of offending against the criminal
law have sanctions imposed upon them in accordance with the law” It is this task which is
examined in this book.
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B. Violation – Criminal prosecution has multiple distinct stages. Bail is a different stage
that comes before sentencing. The plan is not sentencing.
Justia 2018
(Justia, Justia is an American website specializing in legal information retrieval, April 2018,
https://www.justia.com/criminal/docs/stages-of-a-criminal-case/, VY)
Stages of a Criminal Case Criminal

prosecution develops in a series of stages, beginning with an
arrest and ending at a point before, during or after trial. The majority of criminal cases terminate when a
criminal defendant accepts a plea bargain offered by the prosecution. In a plea bargain, the defendant chooses to plead guilty
before trial to the charged offenses, or to lesser charges in exchange for a more lenient sentence or the dismissal of related
charges. Arrest Criminal prosecution typically begins with an arrest by a police officer. A police officer
may arrest a person if (1) the officer observes the person committing a crime; (2) the officer has probable cause to believe that
a crime has been committed by that person; or (3) the officer makes the arrest under the authority of a valid arrest warrant.
After the arrest, the police books the suspect. When the police complete the booking process, they place the suspect in
custody. If the suspect commited a minor offense, the policy may issue a citation to the suspect with instructions to appear in
court at a later date. Bail If

a suspect in police custody is granted bail, the suspect may pay the bail
amount in exchange for a release. Release on bail is contingent on the suspect's promise to appear at all scheduled
court proceedings. Bail may be granted to a suspect immediately after booking or at a later bail review hearing. Alternatively, a
suspect may be released on his "own recognizance." A suspect released on his own recognizance need not post bail, but must
promise in writing to appear at all scheduled court appearances. Own recognizance release is granted after the court considers
the seriousness of the offense, and the suspect's criminal record, threat to the community and ties to family and employment.
Arraignment The suspect makes his first court appearance at the arraignment. During arraignment, the
judge reads the charges filed against the defendant in the complaint and the defendant chooses to plead "guilty," "not guilty"
or "no contest" to those charges. The judge will also review the defendant's bail and set dates for future proceedings.
Preliminary Hearing or Grand Jury Proceedings The government generally brings criminal charges in one of
two ways: by a "bill of information" secured by a preliminary hearing or by grand jury indictment. In the federal system, cases
must be brought by indictment. States, however, are free to use either process. Both preliminary hearings and grand juries are
used to establish the existence of probable cause. If there is no finding of probable cause, a defendant will not be forced to
stand trial. A preliminary hearing, or preliminary examination, is an adversarial proceeding in which counsel questions
witnesses and both parties makes arguments. The judge then makes the ultimate finding of probable cause. The grand jury, on
the other hand, hears only from the prosecutor. The grand jury may call their own witnesses and request that further
investigations be performed. The grand jury then decides whether sufficient evidence has been presented to indict the
defendant. Pre-Trial Motions Pre-trial motions

are brought by both the prosecution and the defense in order to
resolve final issues and establish what evidence and testimony will be admissible at trial. Trial At trial, the judge or the
jury will either find the defendant guilty or not guilty. The prosecution bears the burden of proof in a
criminal trial. Thus, the prosecutor must prove beyond a reasonable doubt that the defendant committed the crimes charged.
The defendant has a constitutional right to a jury trial in most criminal matters. A jury or judge makes the final determination of
guilt or innocence after listening to opening and closing statements, examination and cross-examination of witnesses and jury
instructions. If the jury fails to reach a unanimous verdict, the judge may declare a mistrial, and the case will either be dismissed
or a new jury will be chosen. If a judge or jury finds the defendant guilty, the court will sentence the defendant. Sentencing

During the sentencing phase of a criminal case, the court determines the appropriate
punishment for the convicted defendant. In determining a suitable sentence, the court will consider a number of
factors, including the nature and severity of the crime, the defendant's criminal history, the defendant's personal circumstances
and the degree of remorse felt by the defendant.
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C. Standards:
1. Limits – The plan removes a barrier for people accused of a crime, not those already
sentenced. Their interpretation allows changing any mechanism for arrest and
detention, and it allows changing any law in any area under the guise of lowering the
sentence to zero, which is a limits disaster
2. Ground – all neg arguments are based on the way sentencing affects those already
found guilty – the neg loses core arguments like court clog DAs, crime DAs, prison DAs,
etc. The affirmative may result in a change in sentencing, but that is a question of
solvency and not topicality – the plan in isolation is not topical.
D. Voters:
1. Education – Without limits on the topic and adequate neg ground, we cannot have
in-depth discussions and learn about the topic. Debate is valuable for the education
we gain. This is a voting issue.
2. Fairness – for the affirmative to win, they must play by the rules. One of the
burdens of the affirmative is to be under the topic. The negative team is prepared for
the topic, anything else is unfair and is a voting issue.
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Extension: Money bail Interpretation
1. They don’t meet their counter interpretation – the affirmative doesn’t decide a
punishment – it just releases prisoners for the short term before a trial where their
punishment is decided
2. Sentencing is a stage post-conviction where the penalty is decided.
West’s Encyclopedia of American Law 2008
(Sentencing. (n.d.) West's Encyclopedia of American Law, edition 2. (2008). Retrieved June 4 2020 from
https://legal-dictionary.thefreedictionary.com/Sentencing, VY)

Sentencing The post-conviction stage of the criminal justice process, in which the defendant
is brought before the court for the imposition of a penalty. If a defendant is convicted in a criminal
prosecution, the event that follows the verdict is called sentencing. A sentence is the penalty ordered
by the court. Generally, the primary goals of sentencing are punishment, deterrence, incapacitation, and
rehabilitation. In some states, juries may be entitled to pronounce sentence, but in most states, and in federal
court, sentencing is performed by a judge.

3. Sentencing is punishments given to a person convicted of a crime
USLegal no date
[“Sentencing Law and Legal Definition”, https://definitions.uslegal.com/s/sentencing/]

A sentence is the punishment given by a judge or jury to a person convicted of a crime. A
sentence is required to be within the guidelines set by state law for state crimes or federal law in convictions for a
federal crime. A sentence includes all fines, community service, restitution or other punishment, or terms of
probation. Sentencing varies by state and the facts of each case and offender history.
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Extension: Money bail – We Meet Answers
1. Their we meet evidence is proof of our effects T argument – the plan is related to,
but is not directly changing sentencing. This is solvency question and not one of
topicality. Allowing any affirmative that effects sentencing means any affirmative that
decriminalizes or legalizes an activity is topical, which is impossible for the neg to
predict and prepare for.
2. We have the only evidence with an intent to define – their evidence is just
descriptive of the problems related to pre-trial detention
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T – Criminal Justice Reform vs. Predictive Policing
The affirmative answers can be found after the affirmative.
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1NC Shell – Predictive Policing – Criminal Justice Reform
A. Interpretation – “Criminal justice reform” must reduce the population of jailed
and/or incarcerated individuals
Sothern Poverty Law Center n.d.
(CRIMINAL JUSTICE REFORM, https://www.splcenter.org/issues/mass-incarceration)

CRIMINAL JUSTICE REFORM We’re working to reform the criminal justice and immigration
enforcement systems so they operate fairly and equitably; to ensure the dignity and humanity of
those interacting with these systems; and to reduce the population of jailed, detained, and
incarcerated juveniles and adults in the United States. Over the past four decades, our country’s
incarceration rate – the number of prisoners per capita – has more than quadrupled and is now unprecedented in
world history. Today, roughly 2.2 million people are behind bars in the United States, an increase of 1.9 million
since 1972. We have the world’s largest prison population – with one-quarter of its prisoners but just 5 percent of
the total population. And, on any given day, some 7 million people – about one in every 31 people – are under the
supervision of the corrections system, either locked up or probation or parole. This vast expansion of the

corrections system – which has been called “the New Jim Crow” – is the direct result of a failed,
decades-long drug war and a “law and order” movement that began amid the urban unrest of the late
1960s, just after the civil rights era. It’s a system marred by vast racial disparities – one that stigmatizes
and targets young black men for arrest at a young age, unfairly punishes communities of color, burdens taxpayers
and exacts a tremendous social cost. Today, African-American men who failed to finish high school are more likely
to be behind bars than employed. We’re using litigation and advocacy to help end the era of mass

incarceration, to root out racial discrimination in the system, and to ensure humane, constitutional
standards for prisoners: Reforming policies that lead to the incarceration of children and teens for
minor crimes and school-related offenses; Working to transform a juvenile system that subjects children
to abuse and neglect without providing necessary medical, mental health, educational and rehabilitative services.
Ensuring that prisoners are not subjected to unconstitutional, inhumane conditions and that they receive proper
medical and mental health care. Seeking to stop the prosecution of children in the adult criminal

justice system and their incarceration in adult prisons and jails. Advocating for rational
policies and laws that keep communities safe while vastly shrinking the prison population
and reducing the social and economic impact of mass incarceration on vulnerable
communities.

B. Violation – the plan doesn’t reform because it doesn’t reduce the criminal justice
system by lowering the number of incarcerated people
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C. Standards:
1. Limits – doing anything anywhere in the criminal justice system allows tons of tiny
affirmatives about changing the food in jails or officer’s uniforms, which ruins
being neg on an already affirmative-biased topic.
2. Ground – requiring the affirmative get people out of jail is key to making the
debate stable – any other interpretation makes the topic bidirectional, which
decimates neg generics.
D. Voters:
1. Education – Without limits on the topic and adequate neg ground, we cannot have
in-depth discussions and learn about the topic. Debate is valuable for the education
we gain. This is a voting issue.
2. Fairness – for the affirmative to win, they must play by the rules. One of the
burdens of the affirmative is to be under the topic. The negative team is prepared for
the topic, anything else is unfair and is a voting issue.
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Extension: Predictive Interpretation and Violation
CJR to have any meaning and thus should be read narrowly—Reject bidirectionality,
the affirmative must reduce prison populations.
Green 20
(Research Fellow at the AI Now Institute at NYU, Affiliate at the Berkman Klein Center for Internet & Society at
Harvard, PhD in Applied Math, Ben Green, Affiliate at the Berkman Klein Center for Internet & Society at Harvard,
Research Fellow at the AI Now Institute at NYU, PhD Candidate in Applied Math at Harvard, studying the social and
policy impacts of data science with a focus on algorithmic fairness and the criminal justice system, Author of The
Smart Enough City, pub. 2019 by MIT Press, The False Promise of Risk Assessments: Epistemic Reform and the Limits of
Fairness, In Conference on Fairness, Accountability, and Transparency (FAT* ’20), 27-30 January 2020, 13 pp.,
https://dl.acm.org/doi/pdf/10.1145/3351095.3372869)
This analysis requires, as a preliminary step, articulating principles with which to evaluate reform. This is
particularly important given that the notion of “criminal justice reform” is itself contested. Criminal justice

reform refers broadly to the goal of eliminating or altering policies that lead to mass
incarceration and racial injustice. However, there are divergent views about both the causes
of and solutions for these challenges. For example, police reform efforts range from focusing on
deficiencies in African American male culture (reforms require improving this culture) to the
enduring presence of white supremacy and antiblack racism (reforms require structural
transformations to U.S. society) [17]. While it is expected that any reform effort will involve multiple
visions, the rhetorical flexibility of “criminal justice reform” leads to a signicant gap between the
expansive change that “reform” suggests and the more minimal shifts that many reformers
actually intend. As a result, criminal justice reform rhetoric is often both “superficial”—“most
proposed ‘reforms’ would still leave the United States as the greatest incarcerator in the
world”—and “deceptive”—many so-called reformers “obfuscate the dierence between
changes that will transform the system and tweaks that will curb only its most
grotesque -ourishes” [86]. This paper evaluates reforms based on the extent to which they
address the well-documented structural causes of carceral injustice. This is the emphasis
articulated by the prison abolition movement, which draws on the slavery abolition movement [38,
110]. Formerly consigned to the outskirts of political discussion, abolition has been the subject of renewed
attention among politicians, the legal academy, social movements, and the media [5, 94, 138]. Prison abolition
promotes decarceration with the aim to ultimately create a world without prisons. Recognizing the violence
inherent to conning people in cages and to controlling people’s lives through force, abolitionists object to reforms
that “render criminal law administration more humane, but fail to substitute alternative institutions or approaches
to realize social order maintenance goals” [109]. Nor, however, do abolitionists intend to immediately close all
prisons. Instead, abolition is a long-term project to develop “a constellation of alternative strategies and
institutions, with the ultimate aim of removing the prison from the social and ideological landscapes of our
society” [38]. This involves advocating to end practices such as capital punishment, the use of criminal records in
determining access to housing and voting, and the militarization of police [138] and to create alternative practices
such as transformative justice, democratic and holistic responses to violence, and increasing resources for
education and healthcare [111].
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T – Policing vs. Body Cameras
The affirmative answers can be found after the affirmative.
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1NC Shell – Body Cameras – Policing
A. Interpretation – “Policing” refers to the activities done by police and is done by
multiple institutions.
Encyclopedia Britannica 2020
(“Police, LAW ENFORCEMENT,” Jean-Paul Brodeur, William Francis Walsh, Thomas Whetstone, Michael Parker
Banton, George L. Kelling, Jun 11, 2020 See Article History, https://www.britannica.com/topic/police, VY)
Police, body of officers representing the civil authority of government . Police typically are responsible for

maintaining public order and safety, enforcing the law, and preventing, detecting, and
investigating criminal activities. These functions are known as policing. Police are often also
entrusted with various licensing and regulatory activities. However, police scholars have criticized this popular
understanding of the word police—that it refers to members of a public organization having the legal competence
to maintain order and enforce the law—for two reasons. First, it defines police by their ends rather than by the
specific means that they use to achieve their goals. Second, the variety of situations in which police are asked to
intervene is much greater than law enforcement and order maintenance. There is now a consensus among
researchers, based on a definition first proposed by American sociologist Egon Bittner, that the common feature
among all the different agencies engaged in policing is the legal competence to enforce coercive, nonnegotiable
measures to resolve problematic situations. Such situations are characterized by two features: their potential for
harm and the need to solve them urgently before they develop that potential. Hence, the actual use of coercion or
the threat of using it allows police to put a quick, nonnegotiated, and conclusive end to problematic situations
(e.g., keeping people away from the scene of a fire for their own protection and to allow firemen to do their job).
Following that definition, policing thus may be performed by several different professional

organizations: public police forces, private security agencies, the military, and government
agencies with various surveillance and investigative powers. The best known of these bodies are the
public constabulary forces that patrol public spaces, often in marked cars, and whose members wear a uniform.
They are the most visible representatives of the civil authority of government, and they provide the model typically
associated with police organizations. However, in many Anglo-Saxon countries—such as Australia, Canada, the
United Kingdom, and the United States—there are at least twice as many private security agents as public police
officers. Furthermore, security and intelligence agencies that generally operate undercover have played an
increasingly important role in combating terrorism, especially since the September 11 attacks in the United States
in 2001. Policing has therefore become a complex undertaking that straddles the traditional

institutional and jurisdictional distinctions between public and private, criminal and political.

B. Violation – Body cameras are devices, not activities.
Durham Police Department 2016
(“BODY CAMERAS,” GENERAL ORDER NUMBER: 4083, DURHAM POLICE DEPARTMENT, DURHAM, NC, Revision
Dates: February 2016, https://durhamnc.gov/DocumentCenter/View/9103/4083-Body-Camera-Policy-DraftFebruary-2016, VY)
DEFINITIONS Body Camera - A mobile audio and video capture device attached to the officer’s

body or uniform that allows officers to record their interactions when taking law
enforcement action.
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C. Standards:
1. Limits – they allow including any affirmative that changes police materials – that
includes things like banning guns, changing police vehicles or uniforms, remodeling
police stations, etc. – these affirmatives are impossible for the negative to predict,
making the neg research burden unmanageable
2. Ground – the core negative arguments center area how policing takes place.
Devices are not a fundamental change to policing and therefore don’t cause a
substantial enough change in policing for the negative to have enough ground.
D. Voters:
1. Education – Without limits on the topic and adequate neg ground, we cannot have
in-depth discussions and learn about the topic. Debate is valuable for the education
we gain. This is a voting issue.
2. Fairness – for the affirmative to win, they must play by the rules. One of the
burdens of the affirmative is to be under the topic. The negative team is prepared for
the topic, anything else is unfair and is a voting issue.
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Extension: Body Cameras Interpretation
They don’t meet their interpretation “police” reform, not policing reform – only our
interpretation removes the tiny affirmatives their mixed definition includes
Davis 16
[Ronald L. Davis Director, COPS, “Police Reform vs. Policing Reform,” community policing Dispatch, the enewsletter of the COPS Office, Volume 9, Issue 8, August 2016, https://cops.usdoj.gov/html/dispatch/082016/police_reform.asp, **2-page card**]
Yet the discussion of police reform seems to focus primarily on individual officer behavior and

ignores the operational systems that have an even greater impact on policing outcomes . The
great management guru William Edward Deming captured this notion through his 85/15 rule, which says that 85
percent of the problems in any organization are system-related while only 15 percent are worker-related. Rank-

and-file officers do not decide organizational policies and practices. Nor do officers establish
hiring standards or have the power to administer discipline. They also do not decide whether
an agency embraces crime-reduction strategies that result in racial disparities. Yet when
disparities or other systemic problems do occur, rank-and-file officers are quickly demonized and blamed for those
outcomes. There is no question that rank-and-file officers must be held accountable for their actions. However, if
the systems in which they operate are flawed, even good officers can have bad outcomes. If we are to achieve real
and sustainable reform in law enforcement, our focus must shift from the police (those individuals sworn
to uphold the law) to policing systems (the policies, practices, and culture of police

organizations). And through reform, our policing systems must identify not just the roles and
responsibilities of the police but the roles and responsibilities of the community as well. After all, communities
are a vital part of the policing system. In the words of Sir Robert Peel, the founder of modern law enforcement,

“The police are the public and the public are the police; the police being only members of the
public who are paid to give full time attention to duties which are incumbent on every citizen
in the interests of community welfare and existence.” To separate the community from the policing system is akin
to separating patients from the health care system or students from the education system. Indeed, even the best
teacher cannot help a student who refuses to study. Nor can a doctor cure a patient who refuses to take
prescribed medication or to follow the doctor’s orders. The same applies to policing. The level of community
involvement in the policing system and the level of personal responsibility each community member assumes by
cooperating or collaborating with the police greatly impact the outcome of the system. Focusing on the policing
system does not ignore or excuse the misconduct of individual police officers. To the contrary, the stronger the

policing system, the more likely bad officers will be identified and removed from service. The stronger the
policing system, the more likely the culture of police organizations will reject officer misconduct
and embrace accountability and transparency. And the stronger the policing system, the more likely
recruitment and hiring practices will focus not only on hiring diverse, qualified candidates who reflect the
communities they serve but also on hiring candidates who see themselves as members of that community. As a
veteran police officer with almost 30 years of experience serving communities in Oakland and East Palo Alto,
California, I feel optimistic about the future of the American policing system. The reason I have faith in a positive
future for American policing, even amid a growing chasm of distrust between the police and many communities, is
that I see firsthand the outstanding work the vast majority of dedicated men and women in law enforcement do
every day. I see them take great efforts to identify the best ways to serve their communities. And I see evidence
that many communities, even those that feel the most disenfranchised, yearn for a stronger relationship with the
police. People in neighborhoods all across the country are working diligently and in collaboration with the police to
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make sure their communities are treated fairly not only by the law enforcement officials who are sworn to serve
and protect them but also by the policing systems in which those officers operate. We are at a defining moment in
American policing history. Our collective efforts to meet the challenges we have faced over the past few years
have opened a unique but very small window of opportunity—a window through which both police and the
communities they serve see the need for policing reform and recognize the necessity of working together to
achieve success. The Final Report of the President's Task Force on 21st Century Policing provides a roadmap for
this reform. The task force report outlines 59 recommendations that, when implemented, will

result in positive changes in the American policing system and organizational transformation
within individual law enforcement agencies. It is my hope that law enforcement officials across the country not
only will read the task force report but will also use its insights, information, and recommendations to reform the
policing systems in their own departments. Let’s not waste this unique opportunity on bickering and finger
pointing. Instead, let’s forge ahead together to reform the American policing system to meet the
challenges of the 21st century. Affecting change is never easy, but as President John F. Kennedy said, “Change is
the law of life. And those who look only to the past or present are certain to miss the future.”
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Extension: Body Cameras Violation
Body cameras have not substantially reformed policing.
Lockhart 2019
(“Body cameras were supposed to help improve policing. They aren’t living up to the hype.” P.R. Lockhart, Mar 27,
2019, https://www.vox.com/2019/3/27/18282737/body-camera-police-effectiveness-study-george-mason, VY)
The research suggests that body cameras can be helpful — but initial statements on their effectiveness

were likely overblown Overall, the available research suggests that body cameras haven’t
revolutionized accountability in policing or led to radical improvements in public opinion for
the departments that have adopted them. And while that might hamper some opinions on the
significance of cameras, the Mason researchers also note that some of the biggest criticisms of body
cameras — that they would fuel a reduction in policing activity or would lead to reduced
officer motivation — also haven’t come to pass.
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