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REDUCE VS. ELIMINATE VIOLATION [1NC]
THE AFFIRMATIVE VIOLATES THE SPIRIT OF THE RESOLUTION
A.  NEGATIVE RESOLUTIONAL INTERPRETATION
1.  REDUCE MEANS TO DIMINISH OR LESSEN
MERRIAM-WEBSTER’s ONLINE DICTIONARY 2k10 
Accessed online June 16; http://mw4.merriam-webster.com/dictionary/reduce
1 a (1) : to become diminished or lessened; especially : to lose weight by dieting

2.  MILITARY PRESENCE MEANS TROOPS

The Random House Dictionary: 

Presence: The military or economic power of a country as reflected abroad by the stationing of its troops, sale of its goods, etc.: the American military presence in Europe.

3.  THE AFFIRMATIVE OBLIGATION

The affirmative must DIMINISH or LESSEN America’s TROOPS in a specified topic region of the resolution

B.  VIOLATION

The Affirmative does not Diminish or Lessen but ELIMINATES military presence in Afghanistan

C.  NEGATIVE INTERPRETATION IS SUPERIOR

1.  FAIR LIMIT TO THE TOPIC

The affirmative can write their plan text topically.  The resolution does not allow the total elimination of military presence to the topic but instead calls for the plan to SUBSTANTIALLY reduce.

2.  KEY TO NEGATIVE GROUND 

Allowing the Affirmative to totally ELIMINATE takes away the negative’s ability to kritik U.S. policy reductions through militarism.  Scale backs are normal means, whereby the U.S. never totally withdrawls from a given region but merely scales back the presence of U.S. military within a region according to the literature.

D.  TOPICALITY IS A VOTING ISSUE

IT’S A PRIMA FACIA REQUIREMENT

REDUCE VIOLATION [2NC/1NR EXTNS]

MILITARY PRESENCE REQUIRES “PEOPLE”

Dictionary Of Military Terms, 3rd Ed. 2004, 187.

Presence: The fact of having people or units which represent a particular country or organization within a particular area.
PRESENCE REQUIRES SOMETHING PRESENT OR CONCRETE
Frederick Mish, (Editor-in-chief), WEBSTER'S COLLEGIATE DICTIONARY, 10th ed., 1993, 921.

Presence: Something present of a visible or concrete nature.

MUST LIMIT THE MEANING OF THE TERM “MILITARY PRESENCE”

Military Presence is a Broad Term
Robert E. Harkavy, Political Science Professor, Pennsylvania State University, Bases Abroad: The Global Foreign Military Presence, 1989, p. 1-2

Pakistan, meanwhile, was reported to have stationed some 10,000 troops in Saudi Arabia, a reminder that the politics of FMP might become more than a two-power or two-bloc game as new aspirants to the status of regional power arise in the Third World.  (North Korea, for instance, was in 1987 rumored to be considering sending troops to Angola.)  On the perhaps less obtrusive end of what is subsumed under foreign military presence, there are the important phenomena of aircraft overflight rights, naval port visits, access for commercial airliners, oceanographic research vessels and fishing boats—some with less benign purposes than advertised—and human intelligence (HUMINT) activities.  And, in an area of somewhat convergent superpower interests, both the USA and the USSR maintain a variety of overseas installations devoted to surveillance of other nations’ nascent and often covert nuclear activities, as well as well-publicized nuclear tests by already established second-tier nuclear powers.  This in turn is an example of one area in which ongoing technological developments (such as satellites and more accurate stand-off seismic devices) may reduce the number of overseas facilities required by the major powers.  These examples illustrate the scope and complexity of some current FMP activities and requirements.  It is a large, diverse and complex subject, in both its technical and political aspects.

Gives Meaning to “Substantially” in the resolution.

Bases are the most essential aspect of U.S. military presence

Catherine Lutz, Anthropology Professor-Brown University, 2009, The Bases of Empire: the global struggle against U.S. military posts, ed. Catherine Lutz, p. 6

Bases are the literal and symbolic anchors, and the most visible centerpieces, of the U.S. military presence overseas.   


“Substantially” means impacting the most essential part

Words and Phrases, Vol. 40B, 2002, 329.

Substantially means in substance, in the main, essentially, by including the material or essential part. Town of Checotah v. Town of Eufaula, 119 P. 1014. (Oklahoma case)

EVEN IF THE AFFIRMATIVE WINS THEY ARE A REDUCTION IN MILITARY PRESENCE, THEY DO NOT “SUBSTANTIALLY REDUCE”  WHICH IS AN INDEPENDENT VIOLATION OF THE RESOLUTION.

PROTECTS THE NEGATIVE GROUND FROM OBSCURE REDUCTIONS AFFIRMATIVES CAN MAKE TO GET OUT OF DISADVANTAGES SUCH AS APPEASEMENT, HEGEMONY AND BASE SHIFTS.

MILITARY PRESENCE MEANS TROOPS

MILITARY PRESENCE INVOLVES VARIOUS ASPECTS OF TROOP DEPLOYMENT

Ladan Nekoomaram, (Staff), AMERICAN OBSERVER, Nov. 10, 2009. Retrieved Jan. 19, 2010 from http://inews6.americanobserver.net/articles/us-military-presence-foreign-countries-exceeds-rest-world/

Military presence is defined by any nation where the U.S. has a military base, where the U.S. is providing military aid, active duty military personnel, or where U.S. soldiers are engaged in combat theaters.
MILITARY PRESENCE MEANS THE STATIONING OF TROOPS

Stuart Flexner, (Editor-in-chief), RANDOM HOUSE DICTIONARY OF THE ENGLISH LANGUAGE, UNABRIDGED, 2nd Ed., 1987, 1529.

Presence: The military or economic power of a country as reflected abroad by the stationing of its troops, sale of its goods, etc.: the American military presence in Europe.
MILITARY PRESENCE INCLUDES TROOPS AND BASES

Anita Dancs, Foreign Policy in Focus, 2009, FPIF Policy Report, “The Cost of the Global U.S. Military Presence,” July 3, [http://www.comw.org/qdr/fulltext/0907dancs.pdf], p. 2

Because the United States retains territories and possessions such as Guam, the Northern Mariana Islands, and American Samoa, primarily for the purposes of the military and projecting military power, this report includes territories and possessions in its definition of global military presence. In other words, any troops, bases, or other military presence in U.S. territories or possessions is counted as “overseas.” Fewer than 2% of bases and only a few thousand personnel are located in these territories and possessions. Yet, as the nature of global presence shifts, territories will become more important for housing troops overseas.

FOREIGN MILITARY PRESENCE ROUGHLY SYNONYMOUS WITH BASES – ACTIVITIES BEYOND BASES REFERRED TO AS ACCESS, GLOBAL POSTURE OR GLOBAL REACH
Robert E. Harkavy, Political Science Professor, Pennsylvania State University, 2006, Reposturing the Force: U.S. Overseas Presence in the Twenty-First Century, Naval War College Newport Papers # 26, ed. Carnes Lord, [http://permanent.access.gpo.gov/lps74157/NP26.pdf], p.10

There are some initial points to be made regarding definitions. One may speak variously of bases, facilities, host-nation support, installations, strategic access, forward presence, global posture, and FMP (foreign military presence). During the latter part of the Cold War, common usage dictated the use of “facilities” rather than “bases” because of the negative political overtones of the latter term. The U.S. Defense Department compilation of domestic and foreign bases is organized according to discrete installations. The Stockholm International Peace Research Institute uses the basic concept of “FMP” in a way roughly synonymous with others’ use of “base.”1 The concept of “basing access” or “strategic access” is a broader construction, subsuming overflight rights and perhaps access for intelligence operations. During the 1980s and 1990s, the concept of “power projection” came to be seen as an overarching one.2 More recently, “global posture” (or “footprint”) has become the dominant definitional concept within the U.S. defense establishment; more theoretically oriented academic studies have used the terms “global reach” or, earlier, “subglobal reach.”

REDUCE MEANS TO LESSEN EXTNS

REDUCE: TO MAKE LESS IN SIZE, DEGREE OR IMPORTANCE

Carol-June Cassidy, (Managing Editor), CAMBRIDGE DICTIONARY OF AMERICAN ENGLISH, 2nd Ed., 2008, 719.

Reduce: To make something less in size, amount, degree, importance, or price.

REDUCE: TO BECOME SMALLER IN SIZE, NUMBER OR DEGREE

Sandra Anderson, (Editor), COLLINS ENGLISH DICTIONARY, 8th Ed., 2006, 1357.

Reduce: To make or become smaller in size, number, extent, degree, intensity, etc.

REDUCE: BRING TO A SMALLER EXTENT, SIZE OR NUMBER

Stuart Flexner, (Editor-in-chief), RANDOM HOUSE DICTIONARY OF THE ENGLISH LANGUAGE, UNABRIDGED, 2nd Ed., 1987, 1618.

Reduce: To bring down to a smaller extent, size, amount, number,

REDUCE: DIMINISH IN SIZE OR NUMBER

Frederick Mish, (Editor-in-chief), WEBSTER'S COLLEGIATE DICTIONARY, 10th ed., 1993, 980-981.

Reduce: To diminish in size, amount, extent, or number.
REDUCE: TO MAKE SMALLER

Richard Bowyer, (Editor), DICTIONARY OF MILITARY TERMS, 3rd Ed. 2004, 220.

Reduce: To make smaller or less of.

A2:  REDUCE VS. ELIMINATE [2AC FRONTLINE]

WE MEET (  THE PLAN IS 100% TOPICAL

Topicality is an interpretation of the resolution that questions the exact wording of the plan.  We put the resolution in our plan text and won’t make no link answers to disadvantages regarding the REDUCTION of military troops in Afghanistan

COUNTER INTERPRETATION

REDUCE: BRING SOMETHING TO A PARTICULAR STATE

Carol-June Cassidy, (Managing Editor), CAMBRIDGE DICTIONARY OF AMERICAN ENGLISH, 2nd Ed., 2008, 719.

Reduce: To reduce someone or something to a particular state is to bring them to that state.
WE MEET THE COUNTER INTERPRETATION

Zero is the particular state that we bring the U.S. troops down to

OUR COUNTER INTERPRETATION IS SUPERIOR

A.  SETS A BETTER LIMIT TO THE TOPIC

The amount of reduction that an affirmative can reduce takes away key negative disad ground such as appeasement and hegemony.  Forcing a total withdrawl of troops forces affirmatives to debate those disads straight up

B.  ALLOWS FOR MORE TOPIC SPECIFIC DEBATES

The literature on military presence usually discusses presence or no presence without anything in between.  Our interpretation brings this debate to fruition

WE MEET (  WE ONLY ELIMINATE TROOPS

U.S. still has other military presence within Afghanistan meaning we do not ELIMINATE MILITARY presence as a whole.

REASONABILITY BETTER THAN COMPETITING INTERPRETATIONS

Competiting Interpretations leads to a RACE to the bottom, it is better to define Plans based on a REASONABILITY STANDARD.
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