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“Greater Horn of Africa”

Overview:  The U.S. Federal Government, which is the resolution’s Agent of Action, has clearly defined which countries fall within the Greater Horn of Africa.  The Affirmative is presenting a case that targets only ONE nation that does not fall into the definition given by the agent of action.

A. Definitions

The U.S. Congress, in passing the Greater Horn of Africa Initiative, claimed the following countries as part of the Greater Horn.

GHAI Strategic Plan, 1997 (http://www.usaid.gov/regions/afr/ghai/strategy_1197.html)

The GHAI countries include Ethiopia, Eritrea, Kenya, Uganda, Tanzania, Somalia, Sudan, Djibouti, Rwanda and Burundi.

B. Violation

The Affirmative is presenting a case towards only ONE nation in the Greater Horn of Africa  - not the region as a whole. 
C. Standards


1. Ground - targeting one specific country limits the negative ground because we can no longer argue positions that are towards the entire Greater Horn of Africa as the resolution states

2. Over Limiting - their interpretation over limits the resolution.  We are no longer talking about assistance to the Greater Horn of Africa but instead to only one country in Africa. 


3. Meaning of Words – Though meanings can be subjective in their everyday use, words must have some level of objectivity for laws to function properly.  For a policy debate to mean anything, we must assume that the words of the affirmative’s plan have some meaning that can be understood by the negative and the judge.

D. Impacts
4. The Affirmative should lose the round for violating the rules of Lincoln/Douglas debate. As the NFA/LD website states, “The plan presented by the affirmative must be within the parameters set by the terms of the resolution.”  (http://cas.bethel.edu/dept/comm/nfa/ldrules.html)


The Affirmative should also lose the round on the flowsheet, because neither side has advocated the resolution, thereby forcing the judge to vote for the negative.
