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T-Substantially [Generic]

A. Interpretation - substantially means

Substantially: to a great extent or degree

(from The Free Dictionary online, “Substantially,” 2010, http://www.thefreedictionary.com/substantially]

B. Violation 

C. Standards

1. Predictable Limits – allowing insignificant reforms of infrastructure opens justifies literally an infinite number of possible affirmatives, crushing predictability exploding the negative research burden - allowing untold numbers of minor adjustments and it would be impossible to prepare for them all, that’s untenable from a fairness standpoint

2. Negative ground - all of the best generic disadvantages assume large, far-reaching action - squirrely plans don’t trigger perceptions and aren’t materially significant so all of my disad ground gets flushed down the toilet because they don’t actually link to anything. At that point the only offense I’m left with is dumb linear spending DAs, which are flat-out awful given that they’re nonunique and the aff would always outweigh

3. Education - learning about policies that are substantial in scope are far more educational than trivial localized reforms that we would never interact with - they strip the topic of its practical usefulness

D. Voters 

Topicality is a voting issue for reasons of fairness, education, and jurisdiction – per NFA rules you’re required to vote down plans that are nontopical.

You should default to a competing interpretations framework when evaluating procedurals - it’s the least arbitrary, it’s more predictable than reasonability, and it ensures objectivity in jurisdiction.
T-Reform [Requires Preexistence]

A. Interpretation - reform means the correction of a preexisting object or behavior - it’s distinct from creating new additions
Loutfi 2009 [Anna, visiting assistant professor at Central European University. "The Dialectics of "Stabilisation" and "Reform": Juristic and Feminist Approaches to Women’s Personal Status in Hungarian Family Law, 1880-1914.” The Law and Society Association. 2009-05-24 http://www.allacademic.com/meta/p178260_index.html]
This paper asks: what is reform? Reform assumes the pre-existence of an objective basis for normative rules; it imposes on those working for justice an essentialised view of society as an ‘ensemble’ of behaviours to be ‘corrected’ in keeping with new policy directives.
B. Violation - the plan doesn’t modify or correct specific attributes of existing transportation infrastructure, but rather creates brand new infrastructure that is independent of what exists in the status quo

C. Standards -
1. Limits - there’s a finite amount of preexisting transportation infrastructure, but there’s literally an infinite number of possible ways to create brand new incarnations of infrastructure - anything from building new highways or high speed rail lines or even aircraft carriers could qualify. That explodes the negative research burden and skews the negative before the debate even starts

2. Resolutional grammar - if the framers had intended us to debate new infrastructure they would have but the word “increase” in the resolution instead of reform, proves my interpretation is the most grammatical - grammar is a key standard since it’s the foundation of the resolution and it’s the only way to determine predictabiity

3. Education - we’re not hear to learn about awesome new forms of infrastructure we’re here to learn about how to make do with existing infrastructure - they undercut the educational value of the topic

D. Voters 

Topicality is a voting issue for reasons of fairness, education, and jurisdiction – per NFA rules you’re required to vote down plans that are nontopical.

You should default to a competing interpretations framework when evaluating procedurals - it’s the least arbitrary, it’s more predictable than reasonability, and it ensures objectivity in jurisdiction.
T-Domestic [United States]

A. Interpretation – in the context of the resolution, the word domestic implies a policy carried out within the United States or its territories

US Department of Treasury 2007 [Office of Thrift Supervision, “Qualified Thrift Lender Test, January 2007, files.ots.treas.gov/422101.pdf]
The term “domestic” refers to units within the 50 states, the District of Columbia, Puerto Rico, the Virgin Islands, Guam, and the Pacific Islands.

B. Violation - the plan applies to _________________, which is not within these US states or possessions

C. Standards

1. Limits – allowing reforms outside the U.S. explodes the research burden and obliterates predictable limits – 195 countries, all their relevant possessions, and outer space makes it a losing game for the neg

2 Predictable ground –bread-and-butter disads and counterplans go away when the focus of the debate suddenly shifts outside of the U.S. Actor counterplan become useless and disad links evaporate - generics are key to my neg strat which makes this untenable from a fairness standpoint
3. Framer’s intent – the topic paper called for action within the U.S. –the aff is circumventing the educational value of debate just so they can win more rounds

4. Resolutional context - my interpretation is from a US government agency making it the most stable and predictable on a topic about federal policymaking

D. Voters 

Topicality is a voting issue for reasons of fairness, education, and jurisdiction – per NFA rules you’re required to vote down plans that are nontopical.

You should default to a competing interpretations framework when evaluating procedurals - it’s the least arbitrary, it’s more predictable than reasonability, and it ensures objectivity in jurisdiction.
T-Domestic [Space Violation]

B. Violation - 
1. Space is not a state or a territory

2. The US is a party to the Outer Space Treaty which indicates that space cannot be claimed by any country - funding space programs isn’t “domestic”
Outer Space Treaty of 1967 [Article II, http://en.wikisource.org/wiki/Outer_Space_Treaty_of_1967]

Outer space, including the Moon and other celestial bodies, is not subject to national appropriation by claim of sovereignty, by means of use or occupation, or by any other means
1NR AT: Sovereignty = Domestic

They say they meet because the plan is carried out in sovereign US territory

1) You still don’t meet my interpretation - it explicitly excludes anything that is outside of the 50 US states, the District of Columbia, Puerto Rico, Guam, the Virgin Islands, and the Pacific Islands. They don’t provide a warrant to why sovereignty makes something “domestic” under my interp - just ignore it

2) Even if that doesn’t make you throw the argument away, it’s still fundamentally untrue - political theorists distinguish between domestic sovereignty, which is my interpretation, and international legal sovereignty, which is sovereignty that operates outside of a country’s domestic borders, like [______]

Inoguchi and Bacon 2001 [Takashi, faculty, Institute of Oriental Culture at the University of Tokyo, and Paul, faculty of political economy at Shumei University, Japan. “Organizing hypocrisy and transforming sovereignty.” International Relations of the Asia-Pacific, Volume 1 (2001), pp 167. irap.oxfordjournals.org/cgi/reprint/1/2/167.pdf]
Krasner offers an account of what state sovereignty has in practice “meant” by identifying four main usages of the term sovereignty: domestic sovereignty (authority within the state), interdependence sovereignty (how governments control the flow of information), international legal sovereignty (based on mutual recognition) and Westphalian sovereignty (the traditional principle of non-interference). Krasner focuses on the latter two of these. By international legal sovereignty, Krasner means that recognition is extended to territorial entities that have formal juridical independence.
That also means they don’t meet their own interpretation - it’s game over for the affirmative
T-Transportation Infrastructure [Laundry List]

A. Interpretation - according to

Val Noronha, an Analyst at the Vehicle Intelligence and Transportation Analysis Laboratory at the University of California, Santa Barbara, in 2003 [“National Consortium on Remote Sensing in Transportation.” Critical Transportation Infrastructure Specialist Meeting, 2003 December 1-2, Santa Barbara, http://www.ncgia.ucsb.edu/ncrst/meetings/20031201SBA-CTI2003/first.html]

Transportation infrastructure includes for our purposes: road, rail, air and waterway infrastructure, pipelines, terminals, intermodal facilities and warehouses, delivery systems, control systems, [and] infrastructure provisions to serve needs of critical hazardous/non-hazardous materials in transit.
B. Violation - the plan doesn’t fit any of the listed criteria - ______________________________- it doesn’t qualify as transportation infrastructure

C. Standards

1. Limits - they explode the size of the resolution by justifying virtually anything being topical - the negative has to draw the line on what constitutes transportation infrastructure at some point - overlimiting is better than underlimiting since it allows for more in-depth discussions and is key to preserving clash, enhancing education
2. Ground - I lose all generic ground in this debate: ___________________________________
3. Contextual Definitions Best - my definition comes from a topic expert who works in the field of transportation infrastructure - prefer contextual definitions because they’re the most predictable and most relevant as defined by the literature, making it the starting point of the debate, plus it’s the most real world
D. Voters

Topicality is a voting issue for reasons of fairness, education, and jurisdiction – per NFA rules you’re required to vote down plans that are nontopical.

You should default to a competing interpretations framework when evaluating procedurals - it’s the least arbitrary, it’s more predictable than reasonability, and it ensures objectivity in jurisdiction.
T-Transportation Infrastructure [Vehicles]
A. Interpretation – transportation infrastructure is limited to transportation networks – vehicles are considered distinct

New World Encyclopedia 2007 [“Transport,” New World Encyclopedia, May 2]

The field of transport has several aspects; loosely they can be divided into a triad of infrastructure, vehicles, and operations. Infrastructure includes the transport networks (roads, railways, airways, waterways, canals, pipelines, and so forth) that are used, as well as the nodes or terminals (such as airports, railway stations, bus stations and seaports). Vehicles generally utilize the networks as guidelines in transport. They include automobiles, bicycles, buses, trains, and aircraft. Business operations deal with the way vehicles are operated on the network and the procedures set for this purpose, including the legal environment (laws, codes, regulations, and so forth). Policies, such as how to finance the system (for example, the use of tolls or gasoline taxes) may be considered part of the operations as well.

And, infrastructure must be permanent

Pennsylvania Department of Environmental Protection 2004 [Policy office. “Policy for Consideration of Comprehensive Plans and Zoning Ordinances in DEP Review of Grants and Funding for Facilities and Infrastructure.” August 28. http://www.dep.state.pa.us/hosting/growingsmarter/012-0200-002%5B1%5D.pdf]

Infrastructure is permanent structures for transportation, sewer and water facilities, schools, parks, greenways and open space, electric and gas delivery systems, stormwater facilities and telecommunications networks.
B. Violation - ___________  are vehicles, not infrastructure - they aren’t permanent structures
C. Standards

1. Limits – including vehicles severely underlimit the topic by effectively doubling the case list - they explode the research burden by forcing the neg to have answers to both every conceivable transport system AND every method of transport - that’s untenable from a fairness standpoint
2. Ground – they steal negative ground because reforming vehicle policy is a viable counterplan strategy – they also make generic disads disappear since all my links are predicated on infrastructure like highways, not cars or airplanes – the topic is already aff-biased which makes generics key to my neg strat
3. Education – we’re not here to learn about new awesome ways to reform vehicles, we’re here to learn about the underlying infrastructure that vehicles use – they strip the topic of its practical usefulness which robs us of education
4. Brightline - if it moves, it’s not topical - there’s no nebulous grey area to deal with under my interp
D. Voters 

Topicality is a voting issue for reasons of fairness, education, and jurisdiction – per NFA rules you’re required to vote down plans that are nontopical.

You should default to a competing interpretations framework when evaluating procedurals - it’s the least arbitrary, it’s more predictable than reasonability, and it ensures objectivity in jurisdiction.
T-Transportation Infrastructure [Vehicles + Policy]

First off topicality:

A. Interpretation – transportation infrastructure is limited to transportation networks – vehicles that operate on these networks and the policies that govern them are considered distinct

New World Encyclopedia 2007 [“Transport,” New World Encyclopedia, May 2]

The field of transport has several aspects; loosely they can be divided into a triad of infrastructure, vehicles, and operations. Infrastructure includes the transport networks (roads, railways, airways, waterways, canals, pipelines, and so forth) that are used, as well as the nodes or terminals (such as airports, railway stations, bus stations and seaports). Vehicles generally utilize the networks as guidelines in transport. They include automobiles, bicycles, buses, trains, and aircraft. Business operations deal with the way vehicles are operated on the network and the procedures set for this purpose, including the legal environment (laws, codes, regulations, and so forth). Policies, such as how to finance the system (for example, the use of tolls or gasoline taxes) may be considered part of the operations as well.
And, infrastructure must be permanent
Pennsylvania Department of Environmental Protection 2004 [Policy office. “Policy for Consideration of Comprehensive Plans and Zoning Ordinances in DEP Review of Grants and Funding for Facilities and Infrastructure.” August 28. http://www.dep.state.pa.us/hosting/growingsmarter/012-0200-002%5B1%5D.pdf]

Infrastructure is permanent structures for transportation, sewer and water facilities, schools, parks, greenways and open space, electric and gas delivery systems, stormwater facilities and telecommunications networks.
B. Violation – the plan alters the legal regulations that govern where Mexican trucks can operate - this is a reform of vehicles and operational procedures, not infrastructure 

C. Standards

1. Limits – including vehicles and regulations severely underlimits the topic by effectively tripling the case list - they explode the research burden by forcing the neg to have answers to both every conceivable transport system AND every method of transport AND every policy governing it
2. Ground – they steal negative ground because reforming vehicle policy is a viable counterplan strategy – they also make generic disads disappear since all my links are predicated on changes to phyiscal infrastructure like highways and airports, not cars or airplanes or obscure regulations – the topic is already aff-biased which makes generic disads key to neg strategy

3. Education – we’re not here to learn about new awesome ways to reform vehicles, we’re here to learn about the underlying infrastructure that vehicles use – they strip the topic of its practical usefulness which robs us of education

Topicality is a voting issue for reasons of fairness, education, and jurisdiction – per NFA rules you’re required to vote down plans that are nontopical.

You should default to a competing interpretations framework when evaluating procedurals - it’s the least arbitrary, it’s more predictable than reasonability, and it ensures objectivity in jurisdiction.
