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DDI 2012

*** TOPICALITY ***
Remote Sensing

T – Investment 1NC

A. “Investment” is spending government resources to develop infrastructure

LMPI ‘10
(Laos Ministry of Planning and Investment, “Manual For Public Investment Program (PIP) Program Management”, August, http://www.jica.go.jp/project/laos/0700667/materials/pdf/ProgramManual/ProgramMa nual_eng.pdf)

Public investment is defined as investment from government resources, domestic or foreign, with the objective of development in the sector and/or region. Domestic PIP projects, ODA in forms of grant, technical assistance and loan are main components. Provision of public infrastructure (ex. roads, bridges, irrigation systems, public hospitals and schools, rural electrification etc.) and technical promotion (ex. training) is generally done using public investment.
B. The affirmative does not invest in Transportation infrastructure - commonality, compatibility, and interoperability of geospatial data is distinct.

C. voter for limits - they explode the topic to include anything that improves transportation infrastructure, hurts negative research burden and creates shallow debates

Ext. Interp

Extend LMPI 10 – Investment must be the spending of government resources to develop infrastructure - best definition in the round

· I has intent to define in a policy setting
It limits the topic to direct investment in transportation infrastructure, as opposed to anything that helps transportation – provides a clear bright line for what is topical. 

And, The Department of Transportation agrees - Transportation Infrastructure Investment is determined by monetary value

DOT 03 (U.S. Department of Transportation, Bureau of Transportation Statistics, "Transportation Investment-Concepts, Data and Analysis," draft, compiled based on data from U.S. Department of Commerce (USDOC), Bureau of Economic Analysis (BEA), "Fixed Assets and Consumer Durables," and personal communications with BEA; and USDOC, U.S. Census Bureau, "Value of Construction Put in Place Statistics," Detailed Construction Expenditure Tables, available at http://www.census. gov, as of February 2003. http://www.bts.gov/publications/transportation_statistics_annual_report/2003/html/chapter_02/figure_109.html 
Investment in transportation infrastructure includes the purchase or construction value of transportation facilities and structures. Data on state and local transportation investment are not available separately. For rail infrastructure, only state and local investment from 1993 to 2000 are included. Government investment in pipeline infrastructure and federal investment spending on railroads are not covered due to lack of data. Investment in rolling stock consists of government outlays for motor vehicles only. Government spending on other rolling stocks (e.g., aircrafts, vessels, and boats) and other machinery and equipment used by federal, state, and local DOTs are not counted in the estimates due to lack of data. All dollar amounts are expressed in chained 1996 dollars, unless otherwise specified. Current dollar amounts (which are available in appendix B of this report

Ext. Aff not topical

The affirmative results in data policy change – 

this does not cost money which means they are not investing in the affirmative policy

Even if they win that is investment, It is not transportation infrastructure. At best the Aff improves transportation infrastructure, but does not invest in it or have it as a mandate of the plan.
AT: Investment = to make better
1. Your definition sucks – it is not from a government source and was never intended to be used in policymaking

2. Un-limits the topic  - there are literally thousands of things that could make transportation infrastructure better, justifies small affs that spend no money  such as traffic light timing, agency creation, road planning, legal revisions etc. 

It also un-limits the word substantial – there is no way to quantify an improvement and any debate about a substantial improvement is contingent on the case debate.  Only standards based of monetary value can be determined substantial before the round begins.

AT: Aff = Infrastructure
Infrastructure is transportation networks – it’s distinct from transport control and regulation

CSFT 6 (“Aboard Transportation”, http://www.cfst.org/transportation.html)

Transportation Transportation or transport is the carrying of people and goods from one destination to another. The term comes from the Latin trans meaning “across” and portare meaning “to carry”. Transportation can be divided into three distinct fields: 1. Infrastructure - When we refer to infrastructure it includes our transport networks such as roads, railways, airways, canals, and pipeline. This also includes the terminals or nodes such as airports, railway stations, bus stations, and seaports. 2. Vehicle – These comprises of the vehicles that we regularly ride in the networks for instance automobiles (buses, cars, taxis, and etc.), trains and airplanes. 3. Operations – They are the control of the whole transport system including traffic lights/signals on roads, ramp meters, railroad switches, air traffic control, and etc. 

And, Transportation infrastructure is highways, roads, bridges, intermodal transit, inland waterways, ports, aviation, and rail systems.  

Congress ‘11

[The US House of Representatives – the 112th Congress of the United States. “HR 402 – National Infrastructure Development Bank Act of 2011” 1/24/11 http://www.govtrack.us/congress/bills/112/hr402/text//Cal-JV]  
(25) TRANSPORTATION INFRASTRUCTURE PROJECT- The term ‘transportation infrastructure project’ means any project for the construction, maintenance, or enhancement of highways, roads, bridges, transit and intermodal systems, inland waterways, commercial ports, airports, high speed rail and freight rail systems.
k/t Fairness

Predictable Limits is vital to fairness.  Un-liming means the aff will always be one step ahead because the neg won’t be prepared, only with a precise topic can both teams have competitive equity.
And, Un-limiting Explodes the research burden because the number of unpredictable transportation programs is huge, this means smaller teams can’t keep up and encourages picking a small aff so no one will have answers to it. 

Fairness is a voter – it’s a pre requisite to education. Competitive equity is key in any game, without it people will quit the game because they repeatedly lose to random infrastructure aff’s. 

k/t Education

Limits is key to Education – big topics result in a worse form of debate. It promotes generic strategies that gut topic specific education like a process counterplan and politics because they apply to every aff and are an attractive option if you don’t have specific arguments. 

Smaller topics mean the neg will be prepared with aff specific Disads and case strategies which make for a better debate.

Topic specific education comes first because it is the point of the resolution and can only be obtained for that year. 

And education about the topic according to the official government is key, it is more real world and is what we are supposed to be focusing on in the first place.

Education is a voter – it’s the only thing that effects us outside the round, or after our debate careers, And THE POINT OF POLICY DEBATE IS EDUCATION!!!, its what sets it aside from other games like chess.  T is a prior issue to evaluate - it determines whether this round should have ever taken place. 

C02 Pipelines

1NC – Transportation Infrastructure
A. Transportation infrastructure is highways, roads, bridges, intermodal transit, inland waterways, ports, aviation, and rail systems.  

Congress ‘11

[The US House of Representatives – the 112th Congress of the United States. “HR 402 – National Infrastructure Development Bank Act of 2011” 1/24/11 http://www.govtrack.us/congress/bills/112/hr402/text//Cal-JV]  
(25) TRANSPORTATION INFRASTRUCTURE PROJECT- The term ‘transportation infrastructure project’ means any project for the construction, maintenance, or enhancement of highways, roads, bridges, transit and intermodal systems, inland waterways, commercial ports, airports, high speed rail and freight rail systems.
B. Pipelines are not “transportation infrastructure” 

Chamber of Commerce 10 

(United States Chamber of Commerce, “Transportation Performance Index – Summary Report”, 9-23, http://www.uschamber.com/sites/default/files/lra/files/LRA_TPI%20_Summary_Report%20Final%20092110. pdf)

Step 1 – Definition: Transportation Infrastructure It is important to establish a definition of transportation infrastructure in order to establish the scope of the index. General Definition: Moving people and goods by air, water, road, and rail. Technical Definition: The fixed facilities―roadway segments, railway tracks, public transportation terminals, harbors, and airports―flow entities―people, vehicles, container units, railroad cars―and control systems that permit people and goods to traverse geographical space in a timely, efficient manner for an intended purpose. Transportation modes include highway, public transportation, aviation, freight rail, marine, and intermodal. Note that pipeline infrastructure is not included in this definition. For purposes of the Infrastructure Performance Index it is considered an element of energy infrastructure.

C. Voting issue for Limits – they explode the topic to include movement of anything, hurts negative research burden and creates shallow debates
Ext. Our Interp Best

Extend our Congress interpretation - Transportation infrastructure is highways, roads, bridges, intermodal transit, inland waterways, ports, aviation, and rail systems. – best in the round

· it is from a government agency with INTENT TO DEFINE in a policy setting – by far the most contextual and precise definition because it gives a clear case list of what transportation infrastructure is. 

· Even if they win their interpretation is better for debate ours should be preferred because it is MOST PREDICTABLE and is a better indicator of what Transportation infrastructure is actually defined as.

Framer’s intent matters – it’s the basis of the topic

Hutchison 8 

(Cameron, Assistant Professor of Law – University of Alberta, “Which Kraft of Statutory Interpretation”, Alberta Law Review, November, 46 Alberta L. Rev. 1, Lexis)
Second, it is not possible to interpret even a single word, much less an entire text, without knowing the purpose of the statute. 123 To take Hart's "no vehicle in the park" example, if local patriots were to wheel a truck used in World War II on a pedestal, would this qualify as a core case? This example illustrates that meaning of language in a statute cannot be divorced from an inquiry into the purpose that a rule serves. When courts are offered competing interpretations, they must choose the one that is most sensible in connection with its legislative purpose, 124 and makes the statute "a coherent [and] workable whole." 125 Moreover, the purpose of a statute is not static, but through interpretation, courts engage in a process of redefining and clarifying the ends themselves. 126 As Fuller puts it, courts must "be sufficiently capable of putting [themselves] in the position of those who drafted the rule to know what they thought 'ought to be.' It is in the light of this 'ought' that [they] must decide what the rule 'is.'" 127
Ext. Pipelines = Energy Infrastructure
1NC Chamber of Commerce evidence indicates that all pipelines are energy infrastructure – prefer it because it is the only exclusive definition in the round, also most qualified because it is the government clarifying what is not Transportation vs. their unpredictable author.
Multiple aff authors including Sussman, Apt et. al, and Stephens are conclusive that CCS falls under the jurisdiction of the Department of Energy, 

The Pipelines would also be coming from a POWER PLANT which means they would be directly linked to energy production. 
Even if they win pipelines fall outside of energy we will still win that they do not fall under transportation infrastructure

AT: Counter Interp

CO2 for disposal is considered a waste

DNR 09 ( colarodo department of natural resources, BRIEFING PAPER #1:  REGULATORY ASPECTS OF  

CO2 PIPELINE INFRASTRUTURE DEVELOPMENT, http://dnr.state.co.us/SiteCollectionDocuments/CCS%20DOCS/CO2PipelineInfrastructure.pdf)

CO2 as a waste: According to a Dutch study, based on the Dutch Mining Act of 2003, CO2 intended for storage would have to be treated as a waste, because it was collected with the explicit purpose of disposal. If this approach is followed, it is possible that CO2 could be subject to regulation under the federal Resource Conservation and Recovery Act (RCRA), pertaining to the disposal of solid and hazardous wastes, or the Comprehensive Environmental Response Compensation and Liability Act (CERCLA), the Superfund law.

Transportation Infrastructure is explicitly limited to highways, mass transit, passenger and freight railroads, aviation, and water transportation.  Everything else including waste disposal is ‘other infrastructure’
Prefer our evidence – it’s from the director of the CBO, draws a clear brightline, and is written for a presentation to Congress which proves it’s the baseline for literature on the topic

Orszag, Director of the Congressional Budget Office, 8 (Peter, “Investing in Infrastructure,” before the Committee on Finance United States Senate, July 10, 2008, http://www.cbo.gov/sites/default/files/cbofiles/ftpdocs/95xx/doc9534/7-10-infrastructure.pdf)

Capital Spending on Infrastructure in 2004, by Category Transportation Infrastructure: Highways 30.2 a 36.5 a 66.7 n.a. 66.7,Mass Transit b 7.6 a 8.0 a 15.5 0 c 15.5 Freight Railroads 0 a 0 a 0 6.4 c 6.4,Passenger Railroads 0.7 d 0 a 0.7 0 c 0.7 Aviation 5.6 a 6.8 a 12.4 2.0 c 14.4 Water Transportation e 0.7 a 1.7 a 2.4 0.1 c 2.5 Total Transportation 44.7 53.0 97.7 8.5 c 106.2 Other Infrastructure: Drinking Water and Wastewater 2.6 a 25.4 a 28.0 n.a. 28.0 Energy f 1.7 g 7.7 h 9.4 69.0 i,j 78.4 Telecommunications k 3.9 l n.a. h 3.9 68.6 i 72.5 Pollution Control and Waste Disposal m 0.8 i 1.8 j 2.6 3.6 k 6.2 Postal Facilities 0.9 g 0 j 0.9 0 0.9 Prisons 0.3 g 2.6 j 2.9 n.a. 2.9 Schools n 0.4 g 75.5 j 75.9 23.8 k 99.7 Water and Other Natural Resources o 7.1 a 4.3 j 11.3 n.a. 11.3

AT: C02 = commodity

Co2 is only a commodity when being used for oil extraction – means either they are un-topical or they increase fossil fuel burning without doing carbon capture turning case
Parfomak et al. 08 (Paul W. Parfomak Specialist in Energy and Infrastructure Policy Resources, Science, and Industry Division Peter Folger Specialist in Energy and Natural Resources Policy Resources, Science, and Industry Division, Carbon Dioxide (CO2 ) Pipelines for Carbon Sequestration: Emerging Policy Issues Updated January 17, 2008,

http://assets.opencrs.com/rpts/RL33971_20080117.pdf)

Under a comprehensive CCS policy, captured CO2 arguably could be classified as either a commodity or as a pollutant. CO2 used in EOR is considered to be a commodity, and is regulated as such by the states. Because captured CO2 may be sold as a valuable commodity for EOR, and may have further economic potential for enhanced recovery of coal bed methane (ECBM), some argue that all CO2 under a CCS scheme should be classified as a commodity. 42 However, it is unlikely that the quantities of CO2 captured under a widely implemented CCS policy could all be absorbed in EOR or ECBM applications. In the long run, significant quantities of captured CO2 will have to be disposed as industrial pollution, with negative economic value. 43 Furthermore, on April 2, 2007, the U.S. Supreme Court held that the Clean Air Act gives the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) the authority to regulate greenhouse gas emissions, including CO2 , from new motor vehicles. 44 The court also held that EPA cannot interpose policy considerations toCRS-12 44 (...continued) For further information see CRS Report RL33776, Clean Air Issues in the 110 th Congress: Climate Change, Air Quality Standards, and Oversight, by James E. McCarthy. 45 U.S. Environmental Protection Agency, memorandum (July 5, 2006). Available at [http://www.epa.gov/OGWDW/uic/pdfs/memo_wells_sequestration_7-5-06.pdf]. 46 MIT 2007: xi. 47 Eric Williams et al. (2007): 20. refuse to exercise this authority. While the specifics of EPA regulation under this ruling might be subject to agency discretion, it has implications for the regulation of CO2 emissions from stationary sources, such as power plants. 

-- Ext. CO2 =/= Commodity

C02 is only considered a commodity if it is being used for Advanced Oil Extraction! CCS means it is energy.
DNR 09 ( colarodo department of natural resources, BRIEFING PAPER #1:  REGULATORY ASPECTS OF  

CO2 PIPELINE INFRASTRUTURE DEVELOPMENT, http://dnr.state.co.us/SiteCollectionDocuments/CCS%20DOCS/CO2PipelineInfrastructure.pdf)

A key issue pertaining to the regulation of CO2 for transportation and storage purposes is whether CO2 should be classified as a pollutant or as a commodity. The classification of CO2 for purposes of CCS may influence the type of regulatory approach employed. For instance, classification as a pollutant or waste would suggest a more strict regulatory approach in terms of environmental, health and safety regulations than classification as a commodity. Absent coordinated policies, it is possible that CO2 could be classified differently for different purposes and by different agencies. One potential concern is whether it makes sense to have different definition and rate regulation for existing pipelines carrying CO2 as a valuable commercial commodity (like for EOR) versus new pipelines carrying CO2 as industrial pollution for disposal. xliii The BLM already considers CO2 pipelines for EOR purposes as a commodity, and the BLM has granted rights of way for CO2 pipelines under the MLA and FLMPA. In addition, the composition of CO2 within the pipeline could also affect its definition. The DOT’s Office of Pipeline Safety (OPS) defines pipeline CO2 as a fluid consisting of more than 90 percent CO2 molecules compressed to a supercritical state. xliv The chart below enumerates the ways that different agencies and policy makers have address the issue of CO2 classification. 

AT: Energy Inf. = subset of TI

Their evidence indicates that energy infrastructure can be combined with transportation infrastructure. It never makes the claim that energy infrastructure is a category of transportation infrastructure. At best the aff combines the two types which is still un-topical because it engages in investment that is outside of Transportation.

AT: We are under DOT

Just because you are under the DOT doesn’t mean you are strictly transportation infrastructure
The DOT handles hundreds of things including Hazardous waste, traffic data, and GPS systems which are obviously not topical

Only Pipelines for oil extraction are under the DOT – CCS would require a new agency.
DNR 09 ( colarodo department of natural resources, BRIEFING PAPER #1:  REGULATORY ASPECTS OF  

CO2 PIPELINE INFRASTRUTURE DEVELOPMENT, http://dnr.state.co.us/SiteCollectionDocuments/CCS%20DOCS/CO2PipelineInfrastructure.pdf)

The lessons of regulation of natural gas pipelines and oil pipelines provide alternate regulatory structures for the future of CO2 pipeline regulation. The EOR industry has provided significant experience with CO2 pipelines but the pipelines remain largely unregulated. CO2 pipelines for EOR are currently regulated by the DOT, the STB, and the BLM on federal lands. Significant unknowns about the future of CCS still remain such as the definition of CO2 and market structure of the pipelines. Depending on these factors and the potential size of CCS pipelines, pipelines may need additional regulation, and FERC and the ICC, or a new one-stop agency are potential candidates

Ext. Aff un-limmits topic
The aff un-limits –

It devolves the definition of Transportation infrastructure to “anything that moves stuff”. Causes hundreds of small Affs like trucking, postal, boats, and so on that are unpredictable and not at the core of the topic. 
And, it breaks away from congresses case list. Even if their interpretation isn’t un-limiting  it still justifies definitions that are not the government. This explodes limits because there are dozens of people who write about transportation infrastructure, all with a diverse idea of what it constitutes, holding the aff down to the official definition is the only way to prevent ambiguity and provide PREDICTABLE LIMMITS.
Including pipelines as transportation de-limits – brings in a host of utilities infrastructure Affs.

Inderst ‘9 

(Georg, Financial Affairs Division – Organisation for Economic Co-operation and Development, “Pension Fund Investment in Infrastructure”, OECD Working Paper, No. 32, January, http://www.oecd.org/dataoecd/41/9/42052208.pdf)

Definition of infrastructure assets The definition of infrastructure investment seems intuitive. The OECD uses a simple and general definition for infrastructure as the system of public works in a country, state or region, including roads, utility lines and public buildings. A standard dictionary‘s definition is: ―The basic facilities, services, and installations needed for the functioning of a community or society, such as transportation and communications systems, water and power lines, and public institutions including schools, post offices, and prisons.‖ (American Heritage Dictionary). Infrastructure assets are traditionally defined by their physical characteristics. One can split them into two main categories, and a range of sectors within those: Economic infrastructure  transport (e.g. toll roads, airports, seaport, tunnels, bridges, metro, rail systems)  utilities (e.g. water supply, sewage system, energy distribution networks, power plants, pipelines, gas storage)  communication (e.g. TV/ telephone transmitters, towers, satellites, cable networks)  renewable energy Social infrastructure  education facilities  health (hospitals and health care centres)  security (e.g. prisons, police, military stations)  others (e.g. parks). There is a lot of variety within infrastructure if it is defined by its physical nature, and people disagree what exactly should or should not count as infrastructure asset. For example, do utility companies count as infrastructure? When their activities span production, distribution and networks, where is the dividing line? More generally, where does public infrastructure end and private infrastructure start?

k/t Fairness

Predictable Limits is vital to fairness.  Un-liming means the aff will always be one step ahead because the neg won’t be prepared, only with a precise topic can both teams have competitive equity.
And, Un-limiting Explodes the research burden because the number of unpredictable transportation programs is huge, this means smaller teams can’t keep up and encourages picking a small aff so no one will have answers to it. 

Fairness is a voter – it’s a pre requisite to education. Competitive equity is key in any game, without it people will quit the game because they repeatedly lose to random infrastructure aff’s. 

k/t Education

Limits is key to Education – big topics result in a worse form of debate. It promotes generic strategies that gut topic specific education like a process counterplan and politics because they apply to every aff and are an attractive option if you don’t have specific arguments. 

Smaller topics mean the neg will be prepared with aff specific Disads and case strategies which make for a better debate.

Topic specific education comes first because it is the point of the resolution and can only be obtained for that year. 

And education about the topic according to the official government is key, it is more real world and is what we are supposed to be focusing on in the first place.
Education is a voter – it’s the only thing that effects us outside the round, or after our debate careers, And THE POINT OF POLICY DEBATE IS EDUCATION!!!, its what sets it aside from other games like chess.  T is a prior issue to evaluate - it determines whether this round should have ever taken place. 

Ice Breakers

1NC – Transportation Infrastructure

A. Transportation infrastructure is highways, roads, bridges, intermodal transit, inland waterways, ports, aviation, and rail systems.  

Congress ‘11

[The US House of Representatives – the 112th Congress of the United States. “HR 402 – National Infrastructure Development Bank Act of 2011” 1/24/11 http://www.govtrack.us/congress/bills/112/hr402/text//Cal-JV]  
(25) TRANSPORTATION INFRASTRUCTURE PROJECT- The term ‘transportation infrastructure project’ means any project for the construction, maintenance, or enhancement of highways, roads, bridges, transit and intermodal systems, inland waterways, commercial ports, airports, high speed rail and freight rail systems.
B. The aff does not invest in transportation infrastructure – shipping lanes are un-topical
C. Voting issue for Limits – they explode the topic to include anything that facilitates the movement of goods – explodes research burden and creates a shallow debate
Ext. Our Interp Best

Extend our Congress interpretation - Transportation infrastructure is highways, roads, bridges, intermodal transit, inland waterways, ports, aviation, and rail systems. – best in the round

· it is from a government agency with INTENT TO DEFINE in a policy setting – by far the most contextual and precise definition because it gives a clear case list of what transportation infrastructure is. 

· Even if they win their interpretation is better for debate ours should be preferred because it is MOST PREDICTABLE and is a better indicator of what Transportation infrastructure is actually defined as.

Framer’s intent matters – it’s the basis of the topic

Hutchison 8 

(Cameron, Assistant Professor of Law – University of Alberta, “Which Kraft of Statutory Interpretation”, Alberta Law Review, November, 46 Alberta L. Rev. 1, Lexis)
Second, it is not possible to interpret even a single word, much less an entire text, without knowing the purpose of the statute. 123 To take Hart's "no vehicle in the park" example, if local patriots were to wheel a truck used in World War II on a pedestal, would this qualify as a core case? This example illustrates that meaning of language in a statute cannot be divorced from an inquiry into the purpose that a rule serves. When courts are offered competing interpretations, they must choose the one that is most sensible in connection with its legislative purpose, 124 and makes the statute "a coherent [and] workable whole." 125 Moreover, the purpose of a statute is not static, but through interpretation, courts engage in a process of redefining and clarifying the ends themselves. 126 As Fuller puts it, courts must "be sufficiently capable of putting [themselves] in the position of those who drafted the rule to know what they thought 'ought to be.' It is in the light of this 'ought' that [they] must decide what the rule 'is.'" 127
AT: We are under “Transportation and Infrastructure” Committee

This means nothing – the committee’s jurisdiction has been expanded to include other infrastructure and policy issues – the coast guard is separate
TIC, No date (THE TRANSPORTATION AND INFRASTRUCTURE COMMITTEE, http://transportation.house.gov/singlepages.aspx/764)

The Transportation and Infrastructure Committee currently has jurisdiction over all modes of transportation: aviation, maritime and waterborne transportation, roads, bridges, mass transit, and railroads.  But the Committee has jurisdiction over other aspects of our national infrastructure, such as clean water and waste water management, the transport of resources by pipeline, flood damage reduction, the economic development of depressed rural and urban areas, disaster preparedness and response, activities of the Army Corps of Engineers and the various missions of the Coast Guard. When combined, these areas of jurisdiction provide a comprehensive view of how communities across the United States are connected to one another, how infrastructure affects the growth and flow of commerce at home and abroad, and how an effective government can improve the lives of its citizens. The Transportation and Infrastructure Committee, with 59 Members, is one of the largest committee in Congress. Its six subcommittees are: Aviation Coast Guard and Maritime Transportation Economic Development, Public Buildings and Emergency Management Highways and Transit Railroads, Pipelines and Hazardous Materials Water Resources and Environment
And regardless of what category the aff falls under it is not “infrastructure” – the committee also handles planning, operation, and regulation of transport none of which are topical.
AT: Morgan evidence

Icebreakers are not transportation infrastructure

2AC Morgan evidence does not have intent to define, it states that new waterways would be beneficial to transportation. but not that that waterway constitutes infrastructure.
AT: BLD counter-interp

This interpretation is the worst for debate – allowing anything related to the sector of transportation is un-limiting

1. there is no way to determine what is “related” a sufficient amount to be deemed topical
2. It explodes limits – their evidence indicates that QUOTE “all services in connection to the receipt, delivery, elevation, transfer in transit, ventilation, refrigeration or icing, storage, and handling of the property transported” would be topical. Makes hundreds of ridicules Affs like food storage or transportation policy topical.

It is also from a dictionary – that is key because it does not have intent to define in a  policy setting

Ext. Un-limits 

The affirmative un-limits the topic – justifies hundreds of affirmatives that facilitates transportation in some way without directly resulting in infrastructure. justifies postal service, shipping navigation, GPS, buss routs, and more.
Ext. Aff not Topical

The affirmative clears ice from the arctic – this is not infrastructure, that is a patch of ocean with less ice than before
the aff facilitates transportation, however this is distinct from transportation infrastructure. 

Literature base proves it is not topical – they have 0 definitions that have the intent to define and none of them are in the context of the government definition, if icebreakers was at the “core of the topic” they would have at least 1 card backing them up.
k/t Fairness

Predictable Limits is vital to fairness.  Un-liming means the aff will always be one step ahead because the neg won’t be prepared, only with a precise topic can both teams have competitive equity.
And, Un-limiting Explodes the research burden because the number of unpredictable transportation programs is huge, this means smaller teams can’t keep up and encourages picking a small aff so no one will have answers to it. 

Fairness is a voter – it’s a pre requisite to education. Competitive equity is key in any game, without it people will quit the game because they repeatedly lose to random infrastructure aff’s. 

k/t Education

Limits is key to Education – big topics result in a worse form of debate. It promotes generic strategies that gut topic specific education like a process counterplan and politics because they apply to every aff and are an attractive option if you don’t have specific arguments. 

Smaller topics mean the neg will be prepared with aff specific Disads and case strategies which make for a better debate.

Topic specific education comes first because it is the point of the resolution and can only be obtained for that year. 

And education about the topic according to the official government is key, it is more real world and is what we are supposed to be focusing on in the first place.

Education is a voter – it’s the only thing that effects us outside the round, or after our debate careers, And THE POINT OF POLICY DEBATE IS EDUCATION!!!, its what sets it aside from other games like chess.  T is a prior issue to evaluate - it determines whether this round should have ever taken place. 

Generic AT:
AT: Over limiting / Aff ground
There are plenty of good Affs they can read – here’s a case list:

highways, roads, bridges, intermodal transit, inland waterways, ports, aviation, and rail systems. Each one of these has many advantages and alternate investment mechanisms. 
And, Aff ground is irrelevant – If we win the topic should be smaller to access the true transportation infrastructure literature than so be it
And, No impact to over limiting – at worst the aff has to work harder to innovate and make their case unique which spurs critical thinking. Under limiting is much worse, cross apply from the limits debate.
Studies prove – depth is better than breadth.

Arrington ‘9 (Rebecca, UVA Today, “Study Finds That Students Benefit From Depth, Rather Than Breadth, in High School Science Courses” March 4)

A recent study reports that high school students who study fewer science topics, but study them in greater depth, have an advantage in college science classes over their peers who study more topics and spend less time on each. Robert Tai, associate professor at the University of Virginia's Curry School of Education, worked with Marc S. Schwartz of the University of Texas at Arlington and Philip M. Sadler and Gerhard Sonnert of the Harvard-Smithsonian Center for Astrophysics to conduct the study and produce the report. "Depth Versus Breadth: How Content Coverage in High School Courses Relates to Later Success in College Science Coursework" relates the amount of content covered on a particular topic in high school classes with students' performance in college-level science classes. The study will appear in the July 2009 print edition of Science Education and is currently available as an online pre-print from the journal. "As a former high school teacher, I always worried about whether it was better to teach less in greater depth or more with no real depth. This study offers evidence that teaching fewer topics in greater depth is a better way to prepare students for success in college science," Tai said. "These results are based on the performance of thousands of college science students from across the United States." The 8,310 students in the study were enrolled in introductory biology, chemistry or physics in randomly selected four-year colleges and universities. Those who spent one month or more studying one major topic in-depth in high school earned higher grades in college science than their peers who studied more topics in the same period of time. The study revealed that students in courses that focused on mastering a particular topic were impacted twice as much as those in courses that touched on every major topic.
AT: Reasonability

1. You’re not reasonable – the limits debate proves you make it impossible to be neg

2. If your reasonability topical then you are reasonably untopical – vote neg on jurisdiction

3. Reasonability is arbitrary, varies from judge to judge, and takes the debate out of the hands of the debaters – competing interpretations is the only objective way because we compare evidence

4. Potential abuse is a voter – over-stretches our research burden and preparedness for the debate

AT: Predictable

Predictability is irrelevant – T is a yes or no question 
1. Its completely arbitrary – no way to determine predictability

2. no your not – the aff’s interpretation comes from a random writer and ignores congresses definition

3. Even if the affirmative is predictable you justify other Affs that are not – limits still is a voter 
AT: Clash checks abuse
Clash does not check Abuse
1. We don’t have to win anything unfair occurred in the round other than the affirmative not being topical – it determines whether the round should have happened in the first place
2. Don’t punish us for doing extra research, just because we did extra research does not mean others should have to.

AT: Lit checks

Literature is a bad standard 

1. it means we have to read EVERYTHING first which is impossible—limits are a prerequisite because they determine what the bounds of the literature are in the first place

2. There is literature on EVERY TRANSPORTATION PROJEC – we are debaters, if an article exists we can find it. 

just because we have answers to your un-topical aff doesn’t mean It or what it justifies is good for the topic.
AT: Definition not Exclusive

Language describing what a term means is automatically exclusive

Whipple, 90 – U.S. federal judge for the UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE WESTERN DISTRICT OF MISSOURI, WESTERN DIVISION (THE PRUDENTIAL INSURANCE COMPANY OF AMERICA, Plaintiff, v. BEVERLY J. WHITNEY & RICHARD S. WALSH, Defendants, 10/3, lexis)

 

The specific language of 38 U.S.C. § 765(9) provides a restrictive definition of "parent." This intent is reflected in the section's introductory phrase: "The term 'parent' means a . . . father of an illegitimate child but only if (a). . . ." (Emphasis added.) When a definition declares what a term "means,"  [**10]  and not what a term "includes," it excludes any meaning that is not stated. Adams v. Bowen, 872 F.2d 926, 928 (9th Cir. 1989), cert. denied, 493 U.S. 851, 107 L. Ed. 2d 109, 110 S. Ct. 151 (1989); 2A Sutherland Statutory Construction § 47.07 (C. Sands rev. 4th ed. 1984). Thus, a father of an illegitimate child is a "parent" only if he complies with one of the five provisions set out in 38 U.S.C. § 765(9). In applying the restrictive definition, it is apparent that while all "parents" are fathers not all fathers are "parents" under the Act. Consequently, the fact that it is undisputed that Walsh is the father of Thompson has no bearing on the outcome of this case.
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