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Answer to A-SPEC
1. We Meet-

Normal means; the United States Federal Government and all agencies created by it
2. Counter Interp.

http://www.merriam-webster.com/dictionary/government 2011
the organization, machinery, or agency through which a political unit exercises authority and performs functions and which is usually classified according to the distribution of power within it
3. Counter Standards

A. Reasonability- it is more reasonable to assume that the United States Federal government includes the agencies created by it to help it do its job.

B. Ground- We give even ground to both the affirmative and the negative because there are a limited number of USFG agencies.

C. Limits- the negative limits the scope of the debate by not including all agencies created by the United States Federal Government.

D. Predictability- its completely predictable to assume that any agency created by the United States Federal Government could enforce any plan passed by the United States Congress

4. Voters

A. Fairness

B. Education

A2: Increase Topicality

WE MEET

An increase from zero is still an increase in number and strength


Ground: the neg unfairly limits the scope of the topic to the miniscule amounts of existing programs in space and only leaves small affirmative ground, leading to poor debate


Predictability: the aff is clearly predictable due to the small amount of existing space programs it would be logical for new programs to be thought of within the realm of the topic

In this round topicality is not a voting issue due to the obvious topical ground provided by the aff and the predictable case area within the scope of the topic

It’s 

A. Interpretation - “its” means belonging to

Encarta, 9 (Encarta World English Dictionary, http://encarta.msn.com/encnet/features/dictionary/DictionaryResults.aspx?refid=1861622735)

its [ its ] 

adjective  Definition:   indicating possession: used to indicate that something belongs or relates to something
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The park changed its policy.

B. The Affirmative violates this by increasing the space exploration utilizing a different actor, distinct from the United States Federal Government. 

C. Standards

1. Limits- This interpretation unlimits the topic – anything can be considered “related to” the United States Government. A state government or an ally of the United States is “related” to the United States but is not an important actor to be discussed in the context of our space policy

2. Predictability- There’s no reason why the affirmative has the right to cooperation affirmatives and expect the negative to be able to research outside of the USFG space policy exclusively. The neg should only be required to research predictable cases that work through the USFG.

3. Ground- Any violation of this definition is extremely abusive to the negative ground. This destroys, among other things, agent counterplans and international net benefits. 
D. Voters
1. Fairness 

Vote Negative because this explodes the topic by allowing for affs to enter space through over 180 governments and international bodies, as well as through unlimited private means. This makes neg debate impossible which destroys fairness and clash because we do not discuss the merits of going into space through the United States Government, and the effects of that specific entity. 

A2: T – Beyond is “farther than”

We meet: Our plan is going “farther than” the mesosphere, thus we meet their interpretation and their violation is void.

Counter interp:

Beyond means outside the sphere of

OED ’89 (Oxford English Dictionary 1989 Second Edition <http://oed.com/view/Entry/18511?redirectedFrom=beyond#eid>L.F.)
 a. Outside the limit or sphere of, past; out of the grasp or reach of.

We are exploring and / or developing outside of the mesoSPHERE, therefore we are completely topical.

Counter standards:

Reasonability – Our counter interpretation is more reasonable because we are talking about beyond the mesoSPHERE, not “farther than” whatever they would like to claim. Our definition is more reasonable in the context of the resolution.

Limits – Tied in with reasonability, we place acceptable limits on the resolution. 

Predictability – Our affirmative case is well within the predictability and limits of the resolution. If our opponent had either been to a camp or had done some research, they would have realized that our affirmative plan is actually very common and well known.

Also, T is not a voter. 

Beyond Topicality Charge

By Elaine Brock and John Aguirre

A. Interpretation:  outside the range or limits of a subject, quality, or activity; from http://www.macmillandictionary.com/dictionary/british/beyond
B. Violation: The affirmative uses devices that roam within the range of the mesosphere, not totally outside.

C. Standards:

               1. Ground

  2. Predictability

D. Voters:

 1. Education:  If the affirmative had gone the round unchecked, the room would be under the false assumption that these objects are indeed BEYOND the earths mesosphere.

         2.Fairness; The loss of ground on the negative due to the affirmatives use of objects within the mesosphere steals our basis for CP

T-shell Increase

Definition- increase: to make greater as in number strength quality, and augment 

Dictionary.com, 11
http://dictionary.reference.com/browse/increase

Violation: the affirmative team creates a new program instead of running their plan through an already existing program.

Standards: 

Ground- the aff explodes the ground of the resolution by making up there own programs 

Predictability: the aff makes it impossible for the neg to predict the affirmatives case because the affirmative can jus send any random object of there choice to space 

Voters:

Fairness – the aff unfairly defines increase and makes clash impossible within the round

A Priori – topicality is an a priori issue and must be evaluated first within the round before any type of debate can continue

A2: Substantially T
A.) Counter Definition- 

WORDS & PHRASES, Vol. 40A, 2002, p. 456-7. (DRGCL/A47)

“S.D.N.Y. 1945. Maintenance employees in building seeking to recover overtime compensation and liquidated damages under Fair Labor Standards Act had burden of proving that a substantial number of tenants were engaged in production of goods for commerce, the word "substantial" mean- ing that at least 20 percent. of building be occupied by tenants engaged in production of goods for commerce. Fair Labor Standards Act of 1938, §16(h), 29 U.S.C.A. § 216(h).-Ullo v. Smith , 62 F.Supp. 757, affirmed 177 F.2d 101, 12 A.L.R.2d 1122.-Labor I511. I; Mast & S 80(6),”

B.) Violation- 

1.) The Aff is increasing by at least twenty percent, there for we meet our definition.

C.) Counter Standards-

1.) Limits- The Aff provides a clear percent, fairly limiting the topic. By having a higher percentage, the Neg over limits the topic, making it unfair.

2.) Reasonability- When evaluating the case, you must be reasonable. Placing it at a higher percentage leaves the Aff with few cases to choose from.

D.) Voters-

1.) Topicality is a time suck. There are more important arguments in the round, so please do not vote T. 

ASPEC Shell

A. Interpretation:

The affirmative must specify and agent enacting the plan. The United States federal Government is three branches and many space agencies. The Executive, legislative, or the judiciary 


B. Violation:


The AFF doesn’t specify what branch of the USFG that will be enforcing the Plan.  

C. Standards: 

Ground: the AFF explodes the topic because they don’t specific the agent inside of the USFG

Binding CX: the AFF makes themselves a moving target because the neg can’t run certain DAs because the AFF can always opt out of them and they said in CX that we can hold them to the USFG.

Limits: we need to limit the topic so that the negative has more ground

Sadah 2011 (Eligar Sadah, PhD President of Astroconsulting International, Research

Associate with the center for Space Studies at the University of Colorado, editor of

Astropolitics. “Politics of Space.” Found in “The Politics of Space; A Survey.”

Routledge. 3-29)

There are three key stages to the making of space policy, which take place in the

following order: (1) The setting of goals by the national leadership on the agenda for

policy-making; (2) The formulation of appropriate means by administrative and executive

agencies to achieve those goals; and (3) the allocation of resources by government to

implement policy (see Illustrations and Documentation: Figure 1.1 Space Politics and

Policy). Yet the initial impulse for space policy will often not come from national

leadership but from advocacy coalitions, which can include political leaders individuals

from administrative and executive agencies, private interest groups, academics and the

space industry. Aside from these advocacy coalitions, there are institutional players who

are regular sources of policy initiatives. Most notable, in the USA, are the civil and

military space programs administered by the National Aeronautics and Space

Administration (NASA) and the US Air Force (USAF). In recent years, this list has

expanded to include non-governmental actors, especially commercial enterprises,

including both established industrial organizations like the major space contactors and

entrepreneurial enterprises utilizing private capital. Examples of the influence of these

actors are found in the development of telecommunications; global positioning,

navigation and timing systems; remote sensing; and space launch vehicles to support

commercial and military activities.

D. Voters:

Education: by over limiting the topic we have to learn some of the whole government and not get in depth education on one branch.

Clash: because of the over limiting the topic the negative has less room to clash 

Interpretation – Substantial means 50%

Selva ’05 (Justice Selya, 5-25-05, United States Court of Appeals for the First Circuit, 408 F.3d 41; 2005 U.S. App. LEXIS)

federal regulation defines "substantially all" as meaning at least 50%. See 48 C.F.R. § 25.101(a)(2). In contradistinction, Law 109 seems to require that cement be manufactured 100% from indigenous (Puerto Rican) raw materials, save for those indigenous materials that are unavailable in commercial quantities. See 3 P.R. Laws Ann. § 927(d

And, that’s over 9 billion dollars in the context of federal space programs

AFP 11

Agence France Presse, February 14, 2011, Obama: Five-year freeze on NASA budget

President Barack Obama on Monday proposed reining in expenses at NASA, sending a 2012 budget blueprint to Congress that calls for a five-year freeze on spending levels at the US space agency. Obama would restrict NASA's budget to last year's levels, $18.7 billion annually through fiscal 2016. The figure represents a 1.6-percent decrease from the spending total the agency had sought for fiscal 2011, which ends in September. "This budget requires us to live within our means so we can invest in our future," NASA Administrator Charles Bolden told a news conference.Bolden sought to put a brave face on the budget limitations, saying the administration's proposal "maintains our commitment to human spaceflight" and research.Experts said it reflected Washington's new fiscal reality, framed by voter frustration with excessive government spending."There is not a lot of money available," said John Logsdon, a former director of the Space Policy Institute in Washington."It should not compromise what NASA wants to do but it certainly would slow it down," said Logsdon, an independent consultant to the Obama administration. The belt-tightening comes just as the United States winds down its space shuttle program, and struggles to move forward on a replacement for the vaunted vessels that have carried hundreds of astronauts into space.

Violation: The affirmative team does not substantially increase because they do not increase by 50% or more.

STANDARDS:

a. Ground: Fairly distributes the ground by giving both teams room to debate.
b. Predictability: Our interpretation forces the affirmative to use a case that is predictable and researchable. Stopping them from using unpredictable cases such as an increase of 1%-49%.
c. Limits: Fairly limits the topic to being more than a 50% increase.
VOTERS:

a. Education: Our Interpretation promotes a more educational debate Round. 
b. Fairness:    Fairness promotes a reasonably equal round to both sides of the debate.
c. A-Priori:  Topicality is a A Priori issue and should be decided first. 
A2: Its Topicality

A. Counter-Interpretation-

1. Its means associated with

Oxford Dictionaries Online, ‘11 (“Its”, http://oxforddictionaries.com/definition/its?view=uk)

its

Entry from World dictionary

Pronunciation:/ɪts/

possessive determiner

    belonging to or associated with a thing previously mentioned or easily identified: turn the camera on its side

    he chose the area for its atmosphere

2. And, we meet their interpretation- *do some analytical about how you meet their definition*

B. We don’t violate- *same thing as above*

C. Counter-Standards-

1. Ground- We don’t remove any ground at all here, they are skewing their own ground by removing disads, counterplans, and kritiks, with links to anything sent up into outerspace, we provide ample ground for any and all neg arguments to be run.

2. Limits- The negative team is making it to where a fraction of the actual topical amount of cases are going be able to be used with their interpretation. Nothing is definitively owned in space meaning anything involving anything being sent past the mesosphere is no longer considered topical.

D. Counter-voters

1. Topicality is a timesuck argument, there are other more important issues in the round, vote on them, NOT topicality.

Interpretation:  the aff must create a new program.

Dictionary.com 2011

the act or process of developing
Violation: The Aff increases a pre-existing program instead of developing a new one

Standards: Ground: by using a pre-existing program, the affirmative makes our disads nonunique.
Voters: Topicality is a voter for fairness.
