CBU Debate 2007-08

L/D

Topicality

“Substantial”

Overview:  Dictionary.com, a site dedicated to the correct definition of words has clearly defined what qualifies as “Substantial”.  The affirmative is advocating an action that does not fall into the scope of the meaning of substantial.
A. Definition

Dictionary.com uses the following definition for “Substantial”:

(http://dictionary.reference.com/browse/substantially)
1. Of a corporeal or material nature; tangible, real.

2. Basic or Essential; fundamental.

B. Violation

The Affirmative is advocating an action that does not fall into the scope of the meaning of substantial.
C. Standards


1. Field Contextual definitions are superior – If the word in the resolution is in English, then the Affirmative should be held to the definition found in an English dictionary.


2. 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


1. 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)

2. 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.
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L/D

Topicality

“Increase”

Overview:  MarianWebster.com, a site dedicated to the correct definition of words has clearly defined what qualifies as “increase”.  The affirmative is advocating an action that does not fall into the scope of the meaning of substantial.
A. Definition

MarianWebster.com uses the following definition for Increase:

(http://mw1.merriam-webster.com/dictionary/increase)
To become progressively greater.
B. Violation

The Affirmative is advocating an action that does not fall into the scope of the meaning of increase.

C. Standards

1. Word Usage – The definition clearly states that to increase means “To become PROGRESSIVLY greater.”  If something is to progress, it must have existed from the start.  If an employee made zero dollars one month and two-hundred dollars the next, this is not a progressive increase, but an infinite increase; however if that same employee had made one-hundred dollars in a month and then two-hundred the next month, that would be a progressive increase because of the already established salary.

2. 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


1. 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)


2. 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.
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L/D

Topicality

“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 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 nation that does not fall into the definition given by the U.S. Congress.

C. Standards

1. Field contextual definitions are superior – If the United States Federal Government is enacting the plan, then the Unites States Federal Government’s definitions of what countries are and are not part of the Greater Horn of Africa should be given priority.


2. 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
1. 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)


2. 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.

