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ATC Strat

On Case:

This is simple enough, read the ATC Frontline as it is word for word and you can almost win just for reading it.
@ Solvency – Sclar is a sweet author for us.  However, they have good answers to him.  The 2 arguments you want out of this block is that the Canadian style is worse then we have now and that it will take a long time.  That time frame issue will make the K stand out more but also make the your DA more prominent.

@ Modernization – Modernization is inevitable is what you want to go for.  Their own piece of evidence says that the SQO will modernize.  The card you read will make it seem as though the modernization they will go for won’t be as good as the one the SQO will.

@ Warming – the three one liners are not that important.  If they drop the turn at the end it is game over for them on that advantage.  You will get terminal defense, not as good as offense but it is enough to make your point.

@ Kato – you don’t have to read this section if you do not feel comfortable with it.  However, it is pure win.  It just says that their pretending a future nuclear war is going to happen means we don’t pay attention to the nuclear war waged against Natives that is happening today, which is much worse.  I think it has a place here in front of a judge that is down with K’s.
Off case:

This is a little more interesting.  

Topicality – I would recommend reading the T/I – T.  This is a good time trade for you, but I do not recommend going for it.  On the standards make sure you have a clear Brightline standard.

DAs – Go for politics.  The DA – Political Capital has a specific link that says ATC is Unpopular.  This is all you need in order to win politics.  That file is so thick on answers that you should be able to win on the DA.
1NR:

I think you should be going for Kato, Tix, and solvency in your 1NR.  That is a lot to go for so pick 2, maybe 3 if they really undercover one of them.  

The only answer to Kato is that Nuclearization is good, bullshit.  

For Politics you need to watch the internal link turn winners-win vs winners lose and you will be fine.

For Solvency extend Sclar that the future “could indeed be worse” then the SQO to give you a slight lead on presumption and be sure to extend Poole so that you can win the Time Frame debate on the DA.  If your plan passes in the next 15-20 years hundreds of thousands will die before any of your solvency or advantages ever happen…

Go Fight Win – FTH!
ATC Frontline
@ Solvency

1) No Solvency – The Canadian style of privatizations lead to private monopolies that are less efficient than government.
Elliott Sclar, Columbia University, “The Pitfalls of Air Traffic Control Privatization,” February 2003 http://www.natca.org/assets/Documents/mediacenter/PDFPitfallsofATCPrivatization.pdf RNS - Christopher Boyd Joffrion

However, an independent review of three prominent international privatizations, Australia, Canada, and Great Britain demonstrate the dangers of privatization and the inability of private air traffic controller (ATC) monopolies to effectively deliver positive results in any of the three criteria that prompt privatization consideration: reducing cost, increasing the speed of modernization, or stabilizing funding. Further, the case reviews demonstrate that privatized air traffic control systems tend to impose greater costs on users, are prone to technological failure as well as disruptive labor disputes, and privatizers ultimately rely on government backing, to costly effect.
2) Also, No solvency - Airline won’t buy out with privatization.  They won’t see it as an effective way to reduce costs!

3) Finally, Phasing in NextGen will take 15-20 years – regardless of whether or not air traffic control is privatized.  The DA happens 1st!

Robert Poole, director of transportation policy at the Reason Foundation, argues on Reason's Out Of Control Policy Blog on March 16, 2009. [“Gingrich Is Off Base on Fixing the Air Traffic Control System.” Available online at http://reason.org/blog/show/gingrich-is-off-base-on-fixing //wc-joffrion]

In fact, phasing in NextGen and phasing out the old, labor-intensive system, will probably take 15 to 20 years—in part because in order for it to work, tens of thousands of commercial planes and eventually all private planes will have to be equipped with expensive new gear in order to show up in the new (non-radarbased) system and to interact properly with it. During that time period, everyone expects air traffic to continue growing, probably doubling by 2025. So a doubling of ATC productivity would mean handling twice the traffic with about the same number of controllers as today. That’s a far different message than Gingrich’s glib line about cutting the current workforce in half.
@ Modernization

1) They never get advantage 1 because of their Gessing ’03 evidence.  It says that the plan will modernize faster but modernization will happen in the SQO.  This is a non-unique advantage.
2) Also TURN - ATC Privatization increases user fees, leads to strikes, relies on the government for bailouts, this makes it so people won’t want to travel via air decreasing their ability to modernize in the SQO
P/C Sclar 2003 http://www.natca.org/assets/Documents/mediacenter/PDFPitfallsofATCPrivatization.pdf RNS - Christopher Boyd Joffrion

In Canada, the privatized system has led to massive increases in user fees for passengers, and dangerous understaffing in towers. In Australia, excessive demands on controllers have led to a series of strikes, while failures with new technologies led to actual radar blackouts and major traffic disruptions. In the United Kingdom, the newly privatized National Air Traffic System (NATS) has been forced to go to the government for financial bailouts valued to date at two thirds of the original sale price, while technological failures have led to multiple system shutdowns and operational irregularities. 
@ Warming

1st extend Poole ’09 that their impacts don’t happen for 15-20 years

2nd there is no link that ATC privatization will be perceived as an international attempt to stop Global Warming.
3rd Turn – the Intl. com will see this as a capitalist venture and will assume it will hurt the environment more then help
@ Warming Impacts (Kato)
Finally, the K, don’t be fooled by their good intensions, their discourse gives themselves away

Link – Their framing of a global nuclear war that ends in extinction delocalizes nuclear war and ignores the fact that nuclear catastrophe is a local event for the Indigenous populations of the world.

Kato, Professor of Political Science at the University of Hawaii, 1993

(Masahide "Nuclear Globalism: Traversing Rockets, Satellites, and Nuclear War via the Strategic Gaze," Alternatives: Global, Local, Political. Pages 350-352, MAG) 

Nuclear criticism finds the likelihood of “extinction” as the most fundamental aspcct of nuclear catastrophe. The complex problematics involved in nuclear catastrophe are thus reduced to the single possible instant of extinction. The task of nuclear critics is clearly designated by Schell as coming to grips with the one and only final instant: “human extinction- whose likelihood we are chiefly interested in finding out about.” Deconstructionists, on the other hand, take a detour in their efforts to theologize extinction. Jacques Derrida, for example, solidified the prevailing mode of representation by constituting extinction as a fatal absence: “Unlike the other wars, which have all been preceded by wars of more or less the same type in human memory (and gunpowder did not mark a radical break in this respect), nuclear war has no precedent. It has never occurred, itself; it is a non-event. The explosion of American bombs in 1945 ended a “classical,” conventional war; it did not set off a nuclear war. The terrifying reality of the nuclear conflict can only be the signified referent, never the real referent (present or past) of a discourse or text. At least today apparently.” By representing the possible extinction as the single most important problematic of nuclear catastrophe (posing it as either a threat or a symbolic void), nuclear criticism disqualifies the entire history of nuclear violence, the “real” of nuclear war is designated by nuclear critics as a “rehearsal” (Derrik De Kerkhove) or “preparation” (Firth) for what they reserve as the authentic catastrophe. The history of nuclear violence offers, at best, a reality effect to the imagery of “extinction.” Schell summarized the discursive position of nuclear critics very succinctly, stating that nuclear catastrophe should not be conceptualized “in the context of direct slaughter of hundreds of millions of people by the local effects.” Thus the elimination of the history of nuclear violence by nuclear critics stems from the process of discursive “delocalization” of nuclear violence. Their primary focus is not local catastrophe, but delocalized, unlocatbale, “global” catastrophe. The elevation of the discursive vantage point deployed in nuclear criticism through which extinction is conceptualized parallels that of the point of the strategic gaze: nuclear criticism raises the notion of nuclear catastrophe to the “absolute” point from which the fiction of “extinction” is configured. Herein, the configuration of the globe and the conceptualization of “extinction” reveal their interconnection via the “absolutization” of the strategic gaze.,. 
Impact – Anti-nuke activists have perpetuated the strict definition of nuclear war that has allowed the war against the Indigenous people to be labeled as anything but what it is- full-out extermination. 

P/C Kato1993

(Masahide "Nuclear Globalism: Traversing Rockets, Satellites, and Nuclear War via the Strategic Gaze," Alternatives: Global, Local, Political. Page 349 & 350, MAG) 

Reflecting the historical context mentioned above, in which nuclear critique gained unprecedented popularity, one can say that nuclear criticism has been shaped and structured by the logic of superpower rivalry. The superpower rivalry has distracted our attention from the ongoing process of oppression/violence along the North-South axis. After all the superpower functioned complementarily in solidifying the power of the North over the South. Therefore, nuclear criticism has successfully mystified the North-south axis as much as the superpower rivalry. Just as the façade of superpower rivalry (or interimperial rivalry in general for that matter) gave legitimation to the strategy of global domination of capital, nuclear criticism has successfully legitimated the destruction of periphery through nuclear violence. What is significant here is to locate the discourse in a proper context, that is, the late capitalist problematic. To do so, we need to shift our focus back to the questions of strategy and technology discussed earlier. Let us recall our discussion on the genealogy of global discourse. The formation of global discourse has been a discursive expression of the formation of technological interfaces among rockets, cameras, and media furnished by the strategy of late capitalism. In a similar vein, nuclear criticism, whose epistemological basis lies in the exchange of nuclear ballistic missiles between superpowers, emerged from yet another technostrategic interface. Significantly, the camera on the rocket was replaced by the nuclear warhead, which gave birth to the first Inter Continental ballistic Missile in the late 1950s both in the United States and the former Soviet Union. Thus, the discourse of nuclear criticism is a product of technostrategic interfaces among rocket, satellite, camera, photo image, and nuclear warhead. I net decipher the discourse of global capitalism (globalism) interwoven throughout nuclear criticism by linking the technostrategic interface to the formation of discourse.
Alternative – The alternative is to reject the Aff and its forms of technosubjectivity in order to overcome the dominating nature of our social movements 
P/C Kato ’93 Masahide Kato, 1993, “Nuclear Globalism: Traversing Rockets, Satellites, and Nuclear War via the Strategic Gaze,” Department of Political Science, University of Hawaii, p. 339

The dialectic (if it can be still called such) should be conceived in terms of resistance to and possibly destruction of global space, time, perception, and discourse for the possibility of reinventing space. The nuclear warfare against the Fourth World and Indigenous Peoples should be viewed in this context. It is not their expendability or exclusion from the division of labor; rather it is their spatial-temporal construction that drives transnational capital/state to resort to pure destruction. In other I words, what has been actually under attack by the nuclear state/capital are certain political claims (couched in the discourse of "sovereignty") advanced by the Fourth World and Indigenous Peoples for maintaining or recreating space against the global integration of capital.55 The question now becomes: Can there be a productive link between the struggles of the Fourth World and Indigenous Peoples against the exterminating regime of nuclear capital/state, and First World environmentalist and antinuclear social movements? This link is crucial and urgent for a subversion of the global regime of capital/state. Nevertheless, we have not yet seen effective alliances due to the blockage that lies between these social movements." The blockage, as I have shown in this article, is produced primarily by the perception and discourse of the social movements in the North, which are rooted in technosubjectivity. The possibility of alliances, therefore, depends on how much First World environmentalist and antinuclear movements can overcome their globalist technosubjectivity, whose spatio-temporality stands in diametrical opposition to the struggles of the Fourth World and Indigenous Peoples. In other words, it is crucial for the former to shatter their image-based politics and come face to face with the "real" of the latter.
**********Neg**********

Topicality

A: Interpretation

T/I is a non–sentient entity
US Office of Personnel Management ’08 [OPM GS- 0800, 2008 WL 5953194 (O.P.M.Gen.Class.) U.S. Office of Personnel Management (O.P.M.) JOB FAMILY POSITION CLASSIFICATION STANDARD FOR PROFESSIONAL WORK IN THE ENGINEERING AND ARCHITECTURE GROUP, 0800  November 2008   General Schedule Position Classification Standards. MJS.]

Level 1-7: Civil Engineer, 0810 (Illustration 2) Professional knowledge of, and skill in applying, the theories, concepts, principles, computer systems applications, and methodology of the science of civil engineering relevant to the repair, operations, and maintenance of a wide range of facility and public works projects sufficient to: • anticipate, investigate, evaluate, and resolve problems and issues involving a broad spectrum of facilities, systems, and equipment such as: - roofing systems, fire extinguishing systems, and/or pavements; - waterfront structures such as piers and quay walls; - elevators, towers, and/or antennas; - utility plants and/or utility distribution systems; - hospitals, research laboratories, air recirculation facilities, air stations, training centers, and industrial and administrative offices; - family housing units and/or grounds and recreation facilities; - hazardous waste disposal systems and/or trash and scrap metal collection systems; and - transportation infrastructure components such as rail and crane trackage, roads, and runways; • execute project management and engineering practices such as: - evaluating, advising on, overseeing, and/or directing contracted work to ensure its quality and compliance with plans, designs, and specifications; - evaluating and advising on designs, cost estimates, and associated documentation presented by other engineers and architects within and outside the organization; and - preparing a variety of reports, contractual change orders, fact sheets, and correspondence; and • anticipate, investigate, evaluate, and resolve problems and conditions affecting the quality, scheduling, budgeting, or progress of work performed in completing public works projects. 
The aff reforms people who work at airports – people are not infrastructure

B: Violation 

1) 1AC doesn’t meet this definition because it doesn’t reform Transportation infrastructure it reforms people
2) Prefer my definition based on the following standards

C: Standards

1) Policy making supports – This is what the Office of Personnel Management says Transportation Infrastructure is 
2) Predictability - Without predictability the neg could never be as prepared, if at all, making the neg always loses.

D: Voters

This is an A priori subject – comes before case
1) Rules – Topicality is a voter according to the NFA-LD rules, if their not topical they lose.

2) Fairness/Ground - Debate must be fair to win, if the aff isn’t topical they should lose.  Ground is the fundamental impact to all theory arguments, if ground isn’t a voter you’ll never have anything to vote on.

