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We meet — TPS holders have not legally immigrated to the U.S.
Wilson 18 — Jill H. Wilson, Analyst in Immigration Policy at the Congressional Research Service, former Senior Research Analyst and Associate Fellow at the Brookings Institution, former Research Associate at the Migration Policy Institute, holds an M.A. in Geography from The George Washington University, 2018 (“Temporary Protected Status: Overview and Current Issues,” Congressional Research Service Report Number RS20844, January 17th, Available Online at https://fas.org/sgp/crs/homesec/RS20844.pdf, Accessed 09-12-2018, p. 3)
Individuals granted TPS are not considered to be permanently residing in the United States “under color of law,” may be deemed ineligible for public assistance by a state, and may travel abroad only with the prior consent of the DHS Secretary. TPS does not provide a path to lawful permanent residence or citizenship.14 DHS has indicated that information it collects when a migrant registers for TPS may be used to enforce immigration law or in any criminal proceeding. 15 In addition, withdrawal of an alien’s TPS may subject the alien to exclusion or deportation proceedings.16
Footnotes in this card:
14 For purposes of adjustment to legal permanent resident (LPR) status or a change to a nonimmigrant status, an alien granted TPS is considered as being in and maintaining “lawful status as a nonimmigrant.” INA §244(f).
15 8 C.F.R.§244.16.
16 9 C.F.R. §244.14

[bookmark: _Hlk524777333]“Legal immigration to the U.S.” is the process of non-citizens obtaining LPR. 
Robinson 10 — J. Gregory Robinson, Statistician in the Population Division of the U.S. Census Bureau, 2010 (“Coverage Of Population In Census 2000 Based On Demographic Analysis: The History Behind The Numbers,” Working Paper No. 91 – Presented at the U.S. Census Bureau Workshop, January 8th, Available Online at https://www.census.gov/content/dam/Census/library/working-papers/2011/demo/POP-twps0091.pdf, Accessed 07-14-2018, p. 10-11)
[* DA = Demographic Analysis]
Legally Admitted Permanent Residents
Legally admitted migrants represent the largest of the international legal migration components (20.33 million in 2000). The DA estimates on legal permanent residents for all years since 1950 are based on administrative records from the Immigration and Naturalization Service (INS).21 Since 2000, the source has moved to the Office of Immigration Statistics (OIS), Department of Homeland Security. The Immigration and Nationality Act defines legal immigration as the process by which a non-citizen of the United States is granted legal permanent residence. Legal immigrants, as categorized by the INS (and OIS), include new arrivals to the United States admitted by the Department of State and people in the United States adjusting their migrant status to legal permanent resident through the INS. The latter category included people who initially arrived as refugees, parolees, temporary migrants, or without authorization, and subsequently qualified for legal permanent residence either through special provisions such as the Immigration Reform and Control Act of 1986 (IRCA) or by meeting normal immigration requirements and adjusting status. [end page 10] 
The INS data are believed to be quite complete, relatively timely (lags of one year), and require less indirect estimation than other immigration components.22 However, it is becoming increasingly more problematic to identify legal immigration, as defined by INS or DHS, with actual moves to the United States, as would be defined by the decennial census. Above all, rapid changes in the level of immigration and large fluctuations in temporary migration (especially in the 1990s) belie the assumption that difficult-to-measure temporary or undocumented arrivals can be approximated by the more measurable adjustments of status. A portion of this problem could be overcome by employing companion data on refugees, parolees, and asylees at time of entry, rather than time of adjustment.
Race of immigrants is not available from administrative data, and has to be estimated, based on the race of arrivals for each country-of-birth category enumerated in the last census in the years preceding the census date.
For a more complete description of the legal immigration data, see Appendix A.
[***Footnotes in this card***]
21. For the 1940 to 1950 decade, estimates of net immigration were based on the intercensal cohort analysis of the foreign-born population in the 1940 and 1950 censuses. The INS data on immigration were judged to be deficient because of the massive net movement of refugees and parolees to the United States during the 1940s was incompletely recorded (U.S. Bureau of the Census, 1988c).
22. No allowance is made for undercoverage of immigrants in the INS data used to construct the 2000 DA estimates.
Topic Education DA — asylum, TPS, and amnesty for undocumented immigrants is the most prominent part of immigration policy.
Aff Ground DA — neg excludes core cases like the DREAM Act, refugees and asylees, and green cards for temporary visa holders. Every aff is extra-T because all restrictions affect status adjusters. 
DHS 18 — The Office of Immigration Statistics in the U.S. Department of Homeland Security, 2018 (“Legal Immigration and Adjustment of Status Report Fiscal Year 2018, Quarter 1,” July 12th, Available Online at https://www.dhs.gov/immigration-statistics/special-reports/legal-immigration, Accessed 09-10-2018)
Lawful Permanent Residents (LPR)
Recent Trends
Approximately 264 thousand aliens obtained lawful permanent resident (LPR) status in the first quarter of Fiscal Year 2018 (FY18 Q1). They represent an almost nine percent decrease from the same quarter in FY 2017.
Fifty-three percent of FY18 Q1 LPR Admissions adjusted status while within the United States, and 47 percent entered as new arrivals. New arrivals decreased from 151 thousand in FY17 Q1 to 124 thousand in FY 18, representing an 18 percent decrease. LPRs adjusting status increased from 139 thousand to 140 thousand over the same period of time (see Table 1A).
Countries of Origin
About 43 percent of new LPRs in the first quarter of FY18 were from the top six countries of nationality: Mexico, Cuba, the People’s Republic of China, India, the Dominican Republic, and the Philippines (see Table 1A). These were also the top six countries for FY17 Q1, representing 41 percent of the total.
Classes and Modes of Admission
About 44 percent of LPRs in FY18 Q1 obtained status as immediate relatives of U.S. citizens and an additional 18 percent obtained status under a family preference category. The proportions for these two categories were 47 percent and 21 percent, respectively, in FY17 Q1. Employment-based preference categories and refugees were the next-largest classes of admission, each accounting for 14 percent of new LPRs (see Table 1B).
Data Sources
LPR data were obtained from the U.S. Citizenship and Immigration Service (USCIS) Computer Linked Application Information Management System (CLAIMS) and Electronic Immigration System (ELIS).[1] CLAIMS includes information from the DHS Form I-485, Application to Register Permanent Residence or Adjust Status, which is used by applicants living in the United States. ELIS maintains information from applications for LPR status by applicants living abroad. ELIS automatically confirms the applicant’s status from the Department of States Form DS-230, Application for Immigrant Visa and Alien Registration, or Form DS-260, Electronic Application for Immigrant Visa and Alien Registration.
Refugee Arrivals
Recent Trends
Over 5,000 refugees were admitted in FY18 Q1 (see Table 2). Compared to the same quarter in FY17, when a total of 26,000 refugees were admitted, FY18 Q1 arrivals saw a 79 percent year-over-year decrease. However, FY18 Q1 refugee arrivals increased by 19 percent from FY17 Q4.
Countries of Origin
For the first quarter of FY18, 83 percent of refugees were from six leading countries of nationality: Bhutan, the Democratic Republic of the Congo, Burma, Ukraine, Eritrea, and Russia (see Table 2). Bhutan and the Democratic Republic of the Congo accounted for 29 and 22 percent of the total admissions, respectively, in FY18 Q1, compared to seven and 17 percent of the total admissions over the same period of FY17.
Data Sources
Refugee data presented in Table 2 are from the Worldwide Refugee Admissions Processing System (WRAPS) of the Bureau of Population, Refugees, and Migration of the U.S. Department of State.
Naturalizations
Recent Trends
A total of 163 thousand aliens were naturalized in FY18 Q1, compared to 106 thousand in the same quarter in FY17 (see Table 3). The FY18 Q1 numbers were 55 percent higher than the same period of time in FY17.
Countries of Origin
Roughly 43 percent of aliens naturalized in FY18 Q1 were from Mexico, India, the People’s Republic of China, the Philippines, Cuba, and the Dominican Republic (see Table 3). These were also the six leading countries of nationality during each quarter of FY17.
Data Sources
Naturalization data presented in Table 3 come from administrative records of DHS Form N-400 applications recorded in USCIS’s CLAIMS and ELIS data systems.
I-94 Nonimmigrant Admissions
At the time of this report, data on nonimmigrant admissions were only available for FY17 (October 2016 through September 2017).[2] Detailed data on nonimmigrants in this report are based on I-94/I-94W information, which U.S. Customs and Border Protection (CBP) uses to record certain nonimmigrant admissions (collectively referred to as I-94 nonimmigrant admissions);[3] future reports will also provide detailed data on non-I-94 admissions.
Recent Trends
During FY17, DHS recorded a total of approximately 181 million nonimmigrant admissions to the United States, including 78 million I-94 nonimmigrant admissions (see Table 4B). Total nonimmigrant admissions and I-94 nonimmigrant admissions numbers in the four quarters of FY17 were comparable to those observed in the same quarters of the previous year.
Countries of Origin
The leading countries of citizenship for I-94 nonimmigrant admissions in FY17 were Mexico, Canada, United Kingdom, Japan, and the People’s Republic of China (58 percent of all I-94 admissions; see Table 4A). The same five countries accounted for 59 percent of I-94 admissions in FY16.
Classes of Admission
Visitors entering for pleasure or business comprised 79 and 11 percent, respectively, of all I-94 nonimmigrant admissions in FY 2017, followed by temporary workers and families (5.1 percent) and students and dependents (2.5 percent; see Table 4B). These classes accounted for similar proportions of nonimmigrant admissions in FY16.
Data Sources
Data on total nonimmigrant admissions come from DHS workload estimates. Detailed data on I-94 nonimmigrant admissions are based on DHS Form I-94/I-94W arrival records recorded in the CBP’s TECS database.
Footnotes in this card:
[1] USCIS has built the ELIS electronic case management system as a part of its Transformation Program – an agency-wide modernization initiative to enable end-to-end electronic benefit case processing. Currently, ELIS receives and processes a variety of USCIS form types; the data for this report are obtained from USCIS records and associated data for the immigrant visa packets (upon arrival in the United States) and the Application for Naturalization (Form N-400).
[2] The nonimmigrant admission data are always a quarter behind due to CBP’s data reporting closeout process.
[3] Information collected from these I-94 records includes arrival and departure dates, port of entry, class of admission, country of citizenship, state of destination, age, and gender. A number of changes to I-94 procedures in recent years affected I-94 admissions data. Beginning in 2010, DHS completed updates to computer systems at vehicular lanes and pedestrian crossings along the Northern and Southwest borders to record land admissions previously excluded from I-94 data systems. Beginning in April 2013, CBP automated the I-94 process for nonimmigrants admitted at air and sea ports. This transition from paper to electronic I-94 records at air and sea ports also means that CBP automatically generates I-94 records for Canadian business and tourist travelers admitted at air and sea ports even though they were not previously required to complete I-94 forms. In 2014 CBP made additional changes to its electronic data systems, which have resulted in large increases in the number of I-94 admissions recorded compared to previous years.
Precision DA — interp grounded in the IN, the core governing statute, and most agencies.
No ground lost — family migration, government benefits, PIC’s, and K’s. LPR increases wages and family migration. DA’s terminally screwed anyways.
Functional limits check — international, temporary, and courts CP. Substantial checks. 
Good Is Good Enough — forever more debatable topics creates a race to the bottom and substance-crowdout.
2AC — Legal Immigration (Humanitarian)
Legal immigration includes humanitarian adjustments of status.  
Kandel 18 — William A. Kandel, Analyst in Immigration Policy at the Congressional Research Service, holds a Ph.D. in Sociology and Demography from the University of Chicago, 2018 (“A Primer on U.S. Immigration Policy,” Congressional Research Service Report Number R45020, June 22nd, Available Online at https://fas.org/sgp/crs/homesec/R45020.pdf, Accessed 09-11-2018, p. summary)
Permanent Immigration5
Four general principles underlie the current system of permanent immigration: family reunification, U.S. labor market contribution, origin-country diversity, and humanitarian assistance. These principles are reflected in different components of permanent immigration. Family reunification occurs primarily through family-sponsored immigration. U.S. labor market contribution occurs through employment-based immigration. Origin-country diversity is addressed through the Diversity Immigrant Visa. Humanitarian assistance occurs primarily through the U.S. refugee and asylee programs. These permanent immigration pathways are discussed further below.
Footnotes in this card:
5 In this report, the term “admissions” broadly refers to the entry of aliens into the United States, either permanently or temporarily. Technically, aliens who immigrate permanently do so either by being admitted as LPRs (if arriving from abroad) or by adjusting status from a temporary nonimmigrant status to LPR status (if residing in the United States). For more information on permanent immigration, see CRS Report R42866, Permanent Legal Immigration to the United States: Policy Overview. 
Topic Ed DA — their interp asylees and refugees, the most timely cases.  
Predictable Limits DA — no intent to exclude — arbitrariness turns their offense. 
Aff Ground DA — finding intrinsic advantages requires humanitarian offense.
Limits DA — their interp temporary and non-immigrant visas.
Antiquated Controversy DA — neg ev outdated. 
Kandel 18 — William A. Kandel, Analyst in Immigration Policy at the Congressional Research Service, holds a Ph.D. in Sociology and Demography from the University of Chicago, 2018 (“Permanent Legal Immigration to the United States: Policy Overview,” Congressional Research Service Report Number R42866, May 11th, Available Online at https://fas.org/sgp/crs/homesec/R42866.pdf, Accessed 09-11-2018, p. 1)
Introduction
Four major principles currently underlie U.S. policy on legal permanent immigration: the reunification of families, the admission of immigrants with needed skills, the protection of refugees and asylees, and the diversity of immigrants by country of origin. These principles are embodied in federal law, the Immigration and Nationality Act (INA). The Immigration and Nationality Act Amendments of 19651 replaced the national origins quota system (enacted after World War I) with per-country ceilings, and the statutory provisions regulating legal permanent immigration to the United States were last revised significantly by the Immigration Act of 1990.2
Footnotes in this card:
1 P.L. 89-236, also known as the Immigration and Naturalization Act of 1965 and the Hart-Celler Act.
2 Congress has significantly amended the INA numerous times since 1952. Other major laws amending the INA include the Refugee Act of 1980, the Immigration Reform and Control Act of 1986, and the Illegal Immigration Reform and Immigrant Responsibility Act [eye-RYE-ruh] of 1996. 8 U.S.C. §1101 et seq.
No negative ground lost — parole, international, midterms, brain drain. 
Good is good enough — best definition distracts from topic education. 

[bookmark: _Hlk524801255]2AC — Citizenship T
We meet — LPR is pathway in itself. 
We meet — ev says have to be admitted as LPR — doesn’t change time.  
Counter-interp — Robinson. 
No ground lost — more ground. 
No limits lost — farther in direction. 
Predcitability DA — logical endpt. 
No extra T — provides more ground, and doesn’t explode limits because they have to have citizenship.
Limits explosion inevitable. 
[bookmark: _Hlk524686646]2AC — Citizenship CP
Permute: Do The Plan and Part of the Counterplan* — this gives TPS holders LPR and naturalized citizenship simultaneously. Solves the internal net-benefit: it’s an advantage to citizenship, not a DA to LPR. 
*Note: The permutation The United States federal government should adjust the status of individuals in temporary protected status to lawful permanent resident status without requiring them to depart from the United States even if they entered without inspection [and make all people who would qualify eligible for United States citizenship, and waive all requirements for citizenship for those people.] 
Perm: do the CP. 
No Net-Benefit — only LPRs can naturalize, so the plan is a prerequisite to the counterplan. Proves T.
Chang 11 — Henry J. Chang, Partner in the Immigration Law Group at Blaney McMurtry, LLP—a Canadian law firm, former Member of the Board of Governors of the American Immigration Lawyers Association, holds a J.D. from the Osgoode Hall Law School at York University (Canada), 2011 (“U.S. Citizenship Acquired Through Naturalization,” Chang and Boos' Canada-U.S. Immigration Law Center—an immigration law firm's website, Available Online at http://www.americanlaw.com/citnat.html, Accessed 09-13-2018)
Section 316(a) of the Immigration and Nationality Act ("INA") discusses the requirements for naturalization. INA §316(a) provides that no person, except as otherwise provided in this title, shall be naturalized, unless such applicant,
1. Immediately preceding the date of filing of his or her application for naturalization has resided continuously, after being lawfully admitted for permanent residence, within the United States for at least five years and during the five years immediately preceding the date of his or her application has been physically present therein for periods totaling at least half of that time, and who has resided within the State or within the district of the Immigration and Naturalization Services (hereinafter INS or Service) of the United States in which the applicant filed the application for at least three months;
2. Has resided continuously within the United States from the date of the application up to the time of admission for citizenship; and
3. During all the periods referred to in this subsection has been and still is a person of good moral character, attached to the principles of the Constitution of the United States, and well disposed to the good order and happiness of the United States.
In addition to the above, applicants for naturalization must be literate and have knowledge of the history and government of the United States.
Requirement of Lawful Admission for Permanent Residence

2.	Has resided continuously within the United States from the date of the application up to the time of admission for citizenship; and
3.	During all the periods referred to in this subsection has been and still is a person of good moral character, attached to the principles of the Constitution of the United States, and well disposed to the good order and happiness of the United States.
We solve the net benefit — we result in citizenship.  
Reject This Process Counterplan — it shifts debate away from core topic controversies and artificially inflates the strategic value of trivial net-benefits and semantic arguments about the plan’s wording. This undermines fairness and education. It’s also unpredictable because their evidence is legal advice for LPRs. Reject the argument and the team to discourage bad practices and encourage case-specific research and clash.
Lee, their author, 12 — Greenhill’s citation: Tanya Lee 12, Ms. Lee was a business immigration attorney with Littler Mendelson, P.C. and with Fragomen, Del Rey, Bernsen and Loewy, LLP. A graduate of Princeton, Cornell, and Howard Universities, Law Office of Tanya M. Lee, PLLC is a law firm specializing in Immigration and Nationality Law
Inevitably, at some point the permanent resident cards ("green cards) of long-time U.S. Legal Permanent Residents (LPRs) will expire. LPRs are required to maintain a valid permanent resident card, so green card card holders must either continue to renew their LPR status and thus the green card, or apply to "upgrade" their status to U.S. citizen through an application for naturalization.
Opinion: unless there is a strong risk of denial or a risk of loss of green card status or deportation, applying for citizenship via naturalization is always a better option than renewing the green card. Why? Because from a financial perspective, naturalization offers more benefits and provides a better value/better bang for the buck than simply renewing the green card and remaining a U.S. Legal Permanent Resident.

Explicitly concede the backlash turn 

2AC — Reform TPS CP
1. Perm: do both. 
2. Perm: do the counterplan. 
3. Restitution DA — only expedited citizenship fulfills the USFG’s ethical responsibility to TPS holders. 
Berlatsky 9/2 — Noah Berlatsky, Contributing Writer for the Atlantic and the Pacific Standard, Editor of The Hooded Utilitarian—a comics and culture blog, holds an M.A. in History from the University of Chicago, 2018 (“America should pay reparations to ICE detainees who have suffered human rights abuses,” NBC News, September 2nd, Available Online at https://www.nbcnews.com/think/opinion/america-should-pay-reparations-ice-detainees-who-have-suffered-human-ncna905771, Accessed 10-10-2018)
Under President Donald Trump, the United States has dedicated itself to harassing, tormenting, and violating the human rights of immigrants. Trump's policy of separating children from their parents at the border was greeted with such horror and outrage that he was forced to end the practice. But that's hardly the only violation. Women have reported being sexually assaulted by guards and personnel while being held in custody by ICE; the agency is also attempting to prevent pregnant women in custody from receiving abortions. Many of these abuses extend back before the Trump administration; President Barack Obama's immigration policies frequently had unjust consequences as well. But Trump's demonization of immigrants has certainly made things worse.
In response to these abuses, advocates successfully forced Trump to end his official policy of separating children at the border. They've also called for the abolition of ICE itself, an agency that was only created after 9/11. But while ending bad policies is important and necessary, it will not do much to help people already harmed and traumatized. It's good that children are no longer being forcibly taken from their parents, but for those children who already underwent periods of separation, the damage is already done.
Even getting rid of ICE isn't much comfort to those who have already been assaulted or mistreated in ICE custody. To really make up for its failures, the government needs to provide restitution to those it has injured. And it should start by offering an expedited path to citizenship for people in government custody who have suffered human rights abuses.
There are several reasons to offer citizenship to immigrants the government has harmed. The first is to protect adults and children who have been abused in ICE custody and make sure they don't continue to suffer abuse. The government already provides a path to citizenship for crime victims, notes Belinda Hernandez-Arriaga, a clinical social worker and assistant professor of marriage and family therapy at the University of San Francisco. This provision is called the U nonimmigrant status (U visa) program. It is intended to help immigrants who have been trafficked, assaulted, or otherwise victimized.
By providing a path to citizenship, the U visa program allows victims to aid law enforcement without fear of being deported or detained. It's also a way of ensuring that these immigrants are not re-victimized by being separated from support networks and other resources. The three-year process allows victims to obtain a work permit, so they can provide for themselves and their families — a big part of regaining emotional and economic stability. U visas, Hernandez-Arriaga concludes, tell victims, "we're not going to continue to harm you. You've already gone through enough."
U visas require a police report, Hernandez-Arriaga says, and so they probably can't be repurposed to apply to children separated from their families, or to people abused in ICE custody. But they can serve as a legal and philosophical blueprint for new legislation. Children separated from their parents experience longterm trauma; if the government inflicts trauma on a child, it should be responsible for that child's ongoing well-being. Moreover, ICE has allegedly targeted critics of its policies for arrest. Granting citizenship to people who have been abused is essential if they are going to be able to speak out, in court or in public, without fear of reprisal.
In addition to granting victims more rights and more power, providing citizenship as a form of restitution would challenge to the current narratives around immigration. Trump and his supporters like to refer to immigrants as "illegals." Trump constantly associates immigrants with criminality.
Providing citizenship to people the government injures would be a public, pointed admission that this narrative is flawed. Offering citizenship to those we've wronged is a way to admit to specific wrongdoing. It's also a way to acknowledge that the root of that wrongdoing is the decision to treat a group of innocent people as strangers and enemies, rather than as neighbors.
Immigrants hear the message that we hate them loud and clear. When she was working with families on the southern Texas border, Hernandez-Arriaga recounts a conversation with one woman who was heartbroken by her reception in the U.S. "I came to los Estados Unidos because I thought they were Unidos,” the woman told Hernandez-Arriaga. “But now I know there's nothing United about the United States. Once you get here they completely turn their back on you." Turning our backs on immigrants has become America's official policy; we take their children from them, lock them away, sexually assault them and deny them care, all in an effort to convince them, and ourselves, that they are somehow less worthy of dignity and humanitarian treatment.
Of course, the fact that the GOP has devoted itself to demonizing immigrants means that the path to restitution will be very difficult. Even some on the left will reject it as too inflammatory, or insufficiently pragmatic. But America has passed reparations in the past. President Ronald Reagan apologized for Japanese internment camps in 1988, providing cash payments and a formal apology to those imprisoned. More recently, Chicago paid reparations to victims of police torture, offering them money, and counseling, as well as funds for education about police violations and brutality. Activists have been working to free wrongly convicted men and hold the city to account since the 1970s, when victims and advocates allege police commander Jon Burge began torturing suspects. For years it seemed that Chicago would never admit guilt. But if activists had decided it was impossible, it never would have happened.
It's important to talk about reparations and restitution even if they seem out of reach because otherwise we collaborate in accepting injustice. Part of politics is figuring out the right thing to do, so we can start taking the steps we need to take to get there. Simply ceasing to violate a group’s human rights isn't sufficient. We owe restitution to the people we've harmed. And since we have harmed them, first of all, by refusing to acknowledge that they are part of our community, we should start to repair the damage by officially saying that they do belong.
Children separated from their parents by an American government should grow up secure in the knowledge that the U.S. government will never again take their parents away from them. In that context, citizenship seems like the least we can do.
4. Full Inclusion DA — only citizenship functions as an exercise against the state and companies. Temporary statuses are humanitarian grifts that force recipients to rely on benevolence. 
5. Racist Discourse DA — citizenship effectively challenges Trump. Parole is inherently transitory and foreign. 
6. Liminal Status DA — TPS leaves immigrants vulnerable to employer exploitation, constant fear, and isolation. The law is racist because it’s second-class citizenship — providing the same benefits is just separate but equal.

7. Due process DA 
Heeren 15 — Geoffrey Heeren, Associate Professor at Valparaiso University Law School, holds an LL.M. from Georgetown University Law Center and a J.D. from New York University, 2015 (“The Status of Nonstatus,” American University Law Review (64 Am. U.L. Rev. 1115), June, Available Online to Subscribing Institutions via Lexis-Nexis)
When it comes to many constitutional rights, nonstatus holders must contend with case law that has historically privileged LPRs over immigrants with lesser statuses. n287 With respect to some types of  [*1171]  nonstatus, like parole, the U.S. Supreme Court has bought into an "entry fiction" that has treated individuals as though they are outside the United States and are therefore afforded less due process even when they have been in the country for years. n288
Footnotes in this card:
n287. For a discussion of the rights of unauthorized immigrants relative to lawful permanent residents and citizens, see David A. Martin, supra note 25, at 92-101 (ranking the hierarchy of immigrants in order of decreasing community membership as (1) citizens, (2) lawful permanent resident, (3) admitted nonimmigrant, (4) entrant without inspection, (5) parolee, and (6) applicant at the border); Maryam Kamali Miyamoto, The First Amendment After Reno v. American-Arab Anti-Discrimination Committee: A Different Bill of Rights for Aliens?, 35 Harv. C.R.-C.L. L. Rev. 183, 193-95 (2000) (asserting that because deportation is not classified as a "punishment," the government has removed immigrants based on their political beliefs and associations); Hiroshi Motomura, Immigration Outside the Law, 108 Colum. L. Rev. 2037, 2075-76 (2008) (suggesting that despite a Supreme Court holding that supported the right of unauthorized immigrant children to attend elementary and secondary school, states' ability to restrict immigrant access to colleges and universities results in exclusion from the community); Hiroshi Motomura, The Rights of Others: Legal Claims and Immigration Outside the Law, 59 Duke L.J. 1723, 1727 (2010) (examining efforts by states to address the arrival of undocumented immigrants, the workplace protections afforded to undocumented immigrants, the extent of Fourth Amendment protections for undocumented immigrants, and undocumented immigrants' right to effective counsel in court); Allison Brownell Tirres, Property Outliers: Noncitizens, Property Rights and State Power, 27 Geo. Immigr. L.J. 77, 90-91 (2012) (demonstrating that when property is held by noncitizens, constitutional precepts only partially exist, and therefore states may use land laws to subordinate and exclude noncitizens).
n288. Linda S. Bosniak, Exclusion and Membership: The Dual Identity of the Undocumented Worker Under United States Law, 1988 Wis. L. Rev. 955, 970 (1988) (reporting that some courts have asserted that excludable aliens are unprotected because by definition these aliens are "outside the United States" (though in fact they can be physically present in the United States) and constitutional protections only extend to the limits of the United States's territory).

That results in unchecked discrimination against parolees. 
Heeren 15 — Geoffrey Heeren, Associate Professor at Valparaiso University Law School, holds an LL.M. from Georgetown University Law Center and a J.D. from New York University, 2015 (“The Status of Nonstatus,” American University Law Review (64 Am. U.L. Rev. 1115), June, Available Online to Subscribing Institutions via Lexis-Nexis)
Another feature of the law is that it allows similarly situated individuals to be treated equally. But, the implementation of nonstatus has often been arbitrary or even discriminatory. For years, the INS offered EVD to Cubans but refused in the 1980s to grant it to Salvadorans whose lives were in great risk. n311 When ICE first began its 2011 review of pending cases for administrative closure, it did not consider same-sex relationships to be a positive factor weighing in favor of prosecutorial discretion to the same extent as opposite-sex relationships. It was not until a year later that the agency released a memo clarifying that it would not discriminate against same-sex partners. n312 Moreover, there are vast disparities in general in the operation of the prosecutorial discretion program. It appears that some ICE Chief Counsel offices have exercised their prosecutorial discretion to administratively close cases much more than others. n313
It is difficult to challenge these sorts of arbitrary or discriminatory decisions concerning nonstatus because they are so discretionary and because there is no real process for doing so. Professor Shoba Sivaprasad Wadhia has urged that prosecutorial discretion programs should be subject to APA review. n314 This would be an improvement for those lucky or ambitious enough to find lawyers able to mount  [*1177]  such challenges, but it would also represent a doctrinal sea change and is, therefore, probably not very likely in the short term. n315
Furthermore, the potential benefits that come with nonstatus are also sometimes apportioned in a discriminatory or at least seemingly arbitrary way. For example, individuals with deferred action are generally eligible for medical coverage under the ACA, but DACA (and soon DAPA) recipients are excluded. n316 This type of discrimination is infectious because of the questionable "welfare magnet" notion that individuals will illegally migrate to the United States in the hope that they will be able to collect public benefits. n317 To address the argument that immigrants will be a drain on American society, policymakers will likely continuously water down the limited rights, privileges, and benefits that come with nonstatus. Courts will probably not protect nonstatus holders from such discrimination despite the fact that they are exactly the type of discrete and insular minority that benefit from heightened equal protection review in other contexts. n318 The Supreme Court often strikes down discrimination concerning immigrant benefits at the state level, but it has been unwilling to uphold equal protection challenges filed to challenge federal discrimination, no matter how irrational it may be. n319
Footnotes in this card:
n311. See supra notes 115, 127, 129 and accompanying text (observing that the failure of the Reagan Administration to extend EVD to Salvadorans resulted in Salvadorans receiving TPS or DED instead).
n312. See Memorandum from Gary Mead, Exec. Assoc. Dir., U.S. Immigr. & Customs Enforcement, et al., to All Field Office Dirs., All Chief Counsel, All Special Agents in Charge 1 (Oct. 5, 2012) (clarifying that long-term same-sex relationships are considered "family relationships" when the individuals are in monogamous relationships, intend to stay in those relationships, and maintain common residences and financial assets).
n313. See TRAC, supra note 7 (finding that as of January 2014, prosecutorial discretion was used more frequently than in 2012 but less frequently than in 2013).
n314. See Shoba Sivaprasad Wadhia, The Immigration Prosecutor and the Judge: Examining the Role of the Judiciary in Prosecutorial Discretion Decisions, 16 Harv. Latino L. Rev. 39, 47 (2013) (reasoning that prosecutorial directives give judges considerable guidance in reviewing decisions and that courts favor interpretations of statutes allowing judicial review of agency action).
n315. See Hotel & Rest. Emps. Union, Local 25 v. Att'y Gen., 804 F.2d 1256, 1271 (1986) (holding that the APA does not authorize judicial review of the Attorney General's decision not to grant EVD), vacated, 808 F.2d 847 (D.C. Cir. 1987).
n316. See 45 C.F.R. § 152.2(8) (2013) (excluding DACA from the ACA).
n317. See supra notes 262-64 and accompanying text.
n318. For a discussion of the argument that the Equal Protection Clause should be used to protect "discrete and insular minorities" who are left vulnerable in a democracy, see John Hart Ely, Democracy and Distrust: A Theory of Judicial Review 75-76 (1980) (analyzing United States v. Carolene Prods. Co., 304 U.S. 144, 152 n.4 (1938)).
n319. Compare Plyler v. Doe, 457 U.S. 202, 228-30 (1982) (striking down a state statute that prevented the use of state funding for the education of undocumented immigrant children), with Mathews v. Diaz, 426 U.S. 67, 84 (1976) (concluding that the judiciary does not have broad power to review decisions made by Congress and the President with respect to immigration).

The impact is racism — discrimination causes dignitary harms and psychological injuries. That’s 1AC LCCR.
Long term family separation DA — they don’t allow family based visa eligibility. Psycho violence. That’s Abrego. 
8. Uncertainty DA — even though they announce the plan, 1) Trump just cancelled TPS, so there’s short-term fear, and 2) future presidents can cancel parole — because parole can always be revoked. 
9. Links to the PTX DA. 
Noble 14 — Jason Noble, Chief Political Reporter at the Des Moines Register, 2014 (“Grassley pledges 'override' of Obama's action on immigration,” Des Moines Register, November 19th, Available Online at https://www.desmoinesregister.com/story/news/politics/2014/11/19/grassley-override-obamas-action-immigration/19277571/, Accessed 09-14-2018)
U.S. Sen. Chuck Grassley warned that executive action by President Barack Obama to shield millions of undocumented immigrants from deportation could "poison" Obama's relationship with lawmakers and prompt a congressional backlash.
Obama will reportedly announce such action on Thursday and then travel to Las Vegas on Friday to bolster support for the move.
Republicans have been sharply critical of granting legal status to immigrants who came to the country illegally – a step Obama reportedly has been planning for months. In his weekly conference call with reporters on Wednesday, Grassley, R-Iowa, echoed that criticism, pledging to attempt an override of any such presidential order.
"I think it's going to poison the feeling between the Democrat president and the Congress," Grassley said of executive action. He added, "Anyway that I can in a constitutional way override the president's decision, I would do it."
He continued that Obama was not adequately enforcing existing immigration laws, and that an executive order granting legal status to millions of undocumented immigrants far exceeded the president's power to grant asylum on an individual or limited basis.
"He's doing the wrong thing and I'll do whatever I can to override what he's trying to do," Grassley said.
Grassley is the ranking Republican on the Senate Judiciary Committee and is poised to take over as chairman when the Senate reconvenes in January. That position would put him front and center on the congressional response to president action immigration.
Taking action now on such a controversial issue could preclude progress in other areas – even ones with bipartisan support, Grassley said. He pointed to trade issues and corporate tax reform as two issues in particular in which Democrats and Republicans likely could find agreement and build goodwill before taking on tougher matters.
11. Conditionality bad —
Destroys effective policy analysis — no incentive for neg to research defenses of policies. Affs must be perfect because time and strat skews preclude disads to CP’s. 
Counter-interp — dispo — no perms or theory means they’re stuck w it. 

12. Reject the counterplan — there’s no solvency advocate. That hurts aff ground and topic ed because immigration is complicated and technical. Our interp — as specific as aff. Force GHill to debate, not just fiat.


2AC — Parole CP 
[bookmark: _Hlk527099154]1. Perm: do both. 
2. Perm: do the counterplan. 
Cross apply literally everything from TPS CP. 
2AC — DACA DA
Fiat solves the link — the plan is popular.
Not intrinsic — a logical decisionmaker could enact both the plan and DACA.
No link — their evidence in from 2013 — TPS recipients will suffer absent the aff. 
Complicity DA — reject the political logic of their DA.
APALA 17 — The Asian Pacific American Labor Alliance, a nonprofit organization of Asian-Pacific American trade union members affiliated with the AFL-CIO, 2017 (“APALA Blasts Ending of TPS for Nicaraguans,” Press Release, November 7th, Available Online at https://www.apalanet.org/uploads/8/3/2/0/83203568/apala_blasts_ending_of_tps_for_nicaraguans.pdf, Accessed 09-12-2018)
The Asian Pacific American Labor Alliance, AFL-CIO (APALA) blasts the Administration's latest tactic to end the Temporary Protected Status (TPS) program for Nicaraguans -- a move that further advances Trump's white supremacist, mass deportation agenda of communities of color. 
"The administration continues to play politics with people's lives," stated APALA National President Monica Thammarath. "Thousands of Nicaraguans have created deep roots in this country and make meaningful contributions to our society every single day. Tearing working families apart and deporting our immigrant communities will have serious consequences on the moral fabric and economic stability of this country."
"Ending TPS for Nicaraguans without an alternative is yet another hateful reminder that immigrants are not welcome in this country," added APALA 1st Vice President Johanna Puno Hester. "As an immigrant myself, I am utterly disgusted. The administration has already unabashedly turned its back on undocumented immigrant youth, and now it is turning its back on families that have already escaped tremendous hardship - be it war or natural disaster. Put simply, to deport our families and our friends is to advance an ethnic cleansing agenda."
"As a daughter of refugees from Laos, my family's story is not so different from the thousands of TPS holders who've come decades ago. My family came to the U.S. to escape the dangers of war-torn country, and I would not be here if not for their bravery to start a new life in America," ended Thammarath. "APALA urges Congress to protect TPS holders whose status will soon expire, and we demand the administration save TPS for Hondurans, Salvadorans, and Haitians. Any elected official who refuses to stand up for our immigrant and refugee communities is complicit in the preservation of white supremacy at the highest level of government and ultimately the destruction of our democracy."
Other countries fill-in — exports aren’t key to global food security. 
Holobar 16 — Krista Holobar, Agroecology and Food Policy Writer at Civil Eats—a food policy publication, 2016 (“Does Big Ag Really Feed the World? New Data Says Not So Much,” Civil Eats, October 5th, Available Online at https://civileats.com/2016/10/05/does-big-ag-really-feed-the-world/, Accessed 10-12-2018)
Ever since the U.N. announced that the world population is projected to exceed 9 billion by 2050 and global food production will have to more than double by that time, U.S. agricultural and agribusiness interests have been making the case that America’s farmers will have to double their production of grain and meat to “feed the world.”
Those who make this argument maintain that industrial farming—which relies heavily on biotechnology and pesticides—is the only way U.S. farmers can double production, while organic and other agroecological methods will only put countless people at risk of hunger and malnutrition.
But new data compiled by Environmental Working Group (EWG) makes it clear that we’re not really feeding the parts of the world that need it. In reality, most agricultural exports from the U.S. go to countries whose citizens can afford to pay for them. Our top five export destinations are Canada, China, Mexico, the European Union, and Japan—all countries with “high” or “very high” UN development scores and “very low” or “moderately low” Food and Agriculture Organization hunger scores.
In 2015, less than one percent of America’s agricultural exports went to the 19 countries with the highest level of undernourishment, while exports to the top 20 destinations were 158 times greater. And over the last decade, the value of U.S. agricultural exports to the countries with very high or high undernourishment averaged only 0.7 [point seven] percent of the value of total agricultural exports.


There’s bipartisan support for the plan.
Curbelo 18 — Carlos Curbelo, Member of the U.S. House of Representatives (R-FL), 2017 (“Curbelo Leads Bipartisan Group of Lawmakers to Grant Legal Permanent Resident Status to TPS Migrants,” Press Release, October 31st, Available Online at https://curbelo.house.gov/news/documentsingle.aspx?DocumentID=1723, Accessed 09-11-2018) 
Today, Representatives Carlos Curbelo (FL-26), Frederica Wilson (FL-24), Ileana Ros-Lehtinen (FL-27) and Alcee Hastings (FL-20) introduced bipartisan legislation to grant legal permanent resident status to over 300,000 qualified Nicaraguan, Honduran, Salvadoran and Haitian migrants.
Nicaragua, Honduras, El Salvador and Haiti continue to have substantial disruptions of living conditions which has prevented these nations from adequately handling the return of its nationals for many years.  Over that time, many of these migrants have established new lives in the United States, contributing to our economy and communities by starting businesses and families. The bipartisan Extending Status Protection for Eligible Refugees (ESPERER) Act would allow qualified migrants that arrived to the United States and received TPS protection prior to January 13, 2011, to adjust their status to legal permanent resident status. ESPERER, means “hope” in French.
A PDF of the legislation is available here.
“While hoping and waiting they would be able to return to their native countries for years, Nicaraguan, Salvadoran, Honduran and Haitian migrants have become essential parts of the South Florida community by contributing to our local economy and our culture,” Curbelo said. “The continued short-term extensions of TPS have created anxiety and uncertainty not only for these migrants and their families, but also for their employers and neighbors whose prosperity also depends on them. While I will continue to support extensions for Temporary Protected Status, this bipartisan legislation would give these migrants the peace of mind to continue giving back to their communities, contributing to our economy and supporting their families.”
“I am proud to be part of this bipartisan effort to provide a permanent solution for families living in the United States with temporary protected status. I also have introduced a bipartisan measure to extend TPS for Haitian nationals until their country has demonstrably recovered from a plethora of disasters, including an earthquake, a cholera epidemic, a hurricane and other travesties,” said Wilson. “It is in the meantime imperative that we not forget the economic, cultural and other contributions that people living and working in the United States thanks to this measure are making to both to our nation and their native countries.  In addition, I reiterate my call to Department of Homeland Security officials to join me on a trip to Haiti to survey firsthand the severe hardships the country continues to endure. There will be no doubt in their minds when they leave that the island nation is in no position to absorb and aid tens of thousands of deportees from the United States.”
“So many in our community who arrived under Temporary Protected Status years ago have made South Florida their home,” Ros-Lehtinen said. “These neighbors have become an integral part of our society and contribute to every sector of our economy. I'm co-sponsoring this bill, introduced by my friend and colleague, Carlos, so that Nicaraguans, Haitians, Salvadorans, and Hondurans who abide by our laws are not anxious about deportation, and can instead continue to contribute to the economic prosperity of our local communities.”
“I continue to work for a full 18-month extension of Temporary Protected Status (TPS) for Haitian nationals, as well as others living here under TPS,” said Hastings. “I am proud to join today’s bipartisan effort to provide these individuals with a pathway to legal permanent residency in our country. Recipients of TPS are law abiding, hardworking taxpayers, thousands of whom have lived in this country for decades, and who have made tremendous contributions to their communities and to our country. I want thank Representatives Curbelo, Wilson, and Ros-Lehtinen for their diligent work on today’s bill. I call on House Leadership to bring our bill to the floor without delay.”
Partisan fights don’t spill over — Kavanaugh proves issues are compartmentalized. 
Pergram 10/13 — Chad Pergram, Senior Congressional Reporter for Fox News, former Senior Reporter at the Capitol News Connection, former Senate Producer for C-SPAN, Past Recipient of the Edward R. Murrow Award for Excellence in Reporting and the Joan S. Barone Award for Excellence in National Affairs/Public Broadcast Journalism—the most prestigious prize for Washington-based broadcast reporting, holds an M.A. in Communication and a B.A. in Political Science from Miami University (Ohio), 2018 (“Amid Kavanaugh cacophony, Congress forges bipartisan agreements on key issues,” Fox News, October 13th, Available Online at https://www.foxnews.com/politics/amid-kavanaugh-cacophony-congress-forges-bipartisan-agreements-on-key-issues, Accessed 10-13-2018)
Sen. Jeff Flake, R-Ariz., fretted that “tribalism” was on the rise in American politics and “is ruining us.”
“I’m so tempted to use the ‘l’ word,” said Senate Minority Leader Chuck Schumer, D-NY, on the floor when describing the tactics of Senate Majority Leader Mitch McConnell, R-Ky. “But he’s my friend.”
Schumer instead tempered the aspersion directed at his Senate counterpart as a “blatant falsehood.”
“Boy, ya’ll want power!” spat Sen. Lindsey Graham, R-S.C., across the dais at Democrats at the second confirmation hearing for Supreme Court Justice Brett Kavanaugh.. “God, I hope you never get it.”
After delivering his closing floor speech in opposition to Kavanaugh, Sen. Ed Markey, D-Mass., lamented that the Senate has “hit rock bottom.”
Lawmakers shredded civility like a Banksy painting at Sotheby’s during the confirmation fight over Brett Kavanaugh.
Angst and enmity often consume Capitol Hill when big issues split the sides. The rise of former House Speaker Newt Gingrich, R-Ga., and the 1994 Republican takeover of the House. Multiple government shutdowns. The impeachment of President Clinton. The Bush administration’s handling of the Iraq War. The skirmish to approve ObamaCare. A monumental 2011 fight over the debt ceiling. The 2013 government shutdown over repealing ObamaCare. And now, Kavanaugh.
The rancor spilled over the Kavanaugh confirmation ranks right up there with some of the most intense imbroglios in Washington over the past quarter century. You know it’s tense in Congress when the workers who operate the trolleys which shuttle people back and forth from the Russell Senate Office Building and the Capitol start browbeating aides and journalists.
Sen. Lisa Murkowski, R-Alaska, is the lone Republican to oppose Kavanaugh. She didn’t cast a ballot for or against the nominee. Instead, Murkowski “paired” her vote with Sen. Steve Daines, R-Mont. Daines backed Kavanaugh but couldn’t cast a ballot due his daughter’s wedding. So neither registered their view on the Senate floor. Still, President Trump and former Alaska Gov. Sarah Palin (R) directed invective at Alaska’s senior senator.
New York Yankees fans were more gentle with Aaron Boone after some of his managerial decisions in the playoffs than some Republicans were with Murkowski.
“The Senate is no place for sissies,” said Murkowski. “The feelings are pretty raw.”
She added that Senate’s ebb “feels lower than any place I have ever been.”
Murkowski huddled with a scrum off reporters in the Senate Reception Room just off the floor after the historic confirmation vote. A reporter asked Murkowski what she thought about when listening to the screams from protesters, blasting senators as they cast their ballots inside the chamber.
“I was closing my eyes and praying,” said Murkowski. “Praying for them. Praying for us. I’m praying for the country. We need prayers. We need healing.”
Congress is a hemorrhaging gash right now, bleeding odium and hostility…..
Or….
Is it?
Step back from the Kavanaugh cacophony. Examine what lawmakers from both parties in both chambers accomplished in September and early October, with virtually zero fanfare.
Amid the turmoil, Congress approved the first revamp of national aviation policy in years. The Senate approved the final version of the legislation 93-6. This came after a staggering six extensions due to bickering and disagreement.
Then, Congress approved a sweeping, bipartisan measure to combat opioid abuse. The House okayed the package 393-8. The Senate adopted the measure 98-1.
And, there was no government shutdown. The House and Senate came to terms on two bipartisan bills which funded five of the 12 annual spending bills which operate the government. The sides agreed to latch an additional measure to one of the spending plans to fund the remaining seven areas of federal spending through December 7. President Trump briefly threatened to force a government shutdown if lawmakers didn’t include money for his border wall in the plan. But the President ultimately punted that battle until December. Democrats praised Republicans for keeping conservative “poison pill” riders out of the appropriations bills. That decision drew Democratic support for the measures.
The Senate approved a bipartisan water and infrastructure package.
McConnell hailed the bipartisanship which descended upon the Senate – even as the senators fought over Kavanaugh. Nearly in the same breath, McConnell derided boisterous, anti-Kavanaugh protesters outside the Capitol as a “mob.”
McConnell insisted this week he needed the Senate to clear a slate of 15 conservative judges to lower courts before he could cut senators loose for the midterm elections. McConnell and Schumer appeared at loggerheads. McConnell’s goal was clear: extract the confirmation of these nominees – or tether to Washington vulnerable Democratic senators from battleground states to keep them off the campaign trail.
Schumer knew McConnell would ultimately prevail on the nominees after the midterms. So the New York Democrat accepted McConnell’s ransom, permitting the Senate vote on a slate of nominees on Thursday night. Schumer also extracted a concession from McConnell: send senators home until November 13th.
One may wonder how lawmakers can find themselves in an imbroglio over a major issue like Kavanaugh – yet forge major bipartisan accords on other. Frankly, that’s just politics. Politics always elicits strange bedfellows. Successful lawmakers know they should compartmentalize their disputes. The enemy today may be your best ally tomorrow.

[bookmark: _Hlk527279429]We solve the impact. 
California et al. 18 — California, represented by Xavier Becerra, Attorney General of California, former Member of the U.S. House of Representatives (D-CA) and Chairman of the House Democratic Caucus, holds a J.D. from Stanford Law School, et al., with the District of Columbia, Massachusetts, Connecticut, Delaware, Hawaii, Illinois, Iowa, Maine, Maryland, Minnesota, New Jersey, New Mexico, New York, Oregon, Rhode Island, Vermont, and Washington, 2018 (“Brief Of Amici States California, District Of Columbia, Massachusetts, Connecticut, Delaware, Hawaii, Illinois, Iowa, Maine, Maryland, Minnesota, New Jersey, New Mexico, New York, Oregon, Rhode Island, Vermont, And Washington In Support Of Plaintiffs’ Motion For Preliminary Injunction,” Ramos v. Nielsen (Case No. 3:18-cv-01554-EMC) – United States District Court for the Northern District of California, August 30th, Available Online at http://www.riag.ri.gov/documents/TPSAmicus.pdf, Accessed 09-05-2018, p. 10-11)
C. Vulnerable Residents Will Suffer from Disruptions in Care Provided by TPS Holders.
Terminating TPS will also disrupt child care facilities, nursing homes, home healthcare companies, and hospitals, many of which rely on TPS holders in their workforce. Almost seven [end page 10] percent of female TPS holders work in child care,46 including 6,100 TPS holders from El Salvador and Haiti alone.47 Children rely on these providers for care and education, and parents require these services to maintain their own employment. Losing child care workers will be disruptive for the children and families they serve and for the economy, especially given how difficult it is for parents to find affordable, trustworthy, and convenient child care.48
TPS terminations will also hurt seniors and people with disabilities. Studies show that 77,400 direct care workers across the country are immigrants from Haiti and El Salvador.49 In Massachusetts alone, nursing facilities employ about 4,300 Haitians.50 If TPS holders can no longer legally work in these jobs, vulnerable residents will lose the services of health care workers with whom they have established trusting relationships. This loss of care could cause a serious deterioration in their physical and mental health. Moreover, it may prove difficult for employers to fill the positions TPS holders are forced to leave. Workers in direct care fields generally receive low wages and no or minimal benefits, and the work is physically and emotionally demanding. As a result, turnover in the industry is high. In Massachusetts, one in seven certified nursing assistant positions is vacant, leaving a shortage of 3,000 workers.51 Making matters worse, the demand for direct care assistance is increasing with a growing elderly population.52 If home care positions go unfilled, patients who would otherwise be able to stay in [end page 11] their homes may be forced to move to nursing facilities, incurring higher costs for them and the Amici States and, in many cases, significantly decreasing patients’ quality of life.53
Footnotes in this card:
46 Cecilia Menjívar, Temporary Protected Status in the United States: The Experiences of Honduran and Salvadoran Immigrants, U. Kan. Ctr. Migration Res. 14 (May 2017), http://ipsr.ku.edu/migration/pdf/TPS_Report.pdf.
47 Warren & Kerwin, supra note 13 at 583–84.
48 NPR, Robert Wood Johnson Found., Harv. T.H. Chan Sch. of Pub. Health, Child Care and Health in America (Oct. 2016), https://tinyurl.com/RWJchildcare.
49 Robert Espinoza, Immigrants and the Direct Care Workforce, Paraprofessional Healthcare Institute (June 2017), https://tinyurl.com/PHI-Immig.
50 Marva Serotkin & Tara Gregorio, Nursing facilities, and their residents, will feel impact if Haitians’ status ends, BOSTON GLOBE, Dec. 4, 2017, https://tinyurl.com/Serotkin.
51 Melissa Bailey, As Trump Targets Immigrants, Elderly Brace to Lose Caregivers, KAISER HEALTH NEWS, Mar. 26, 2018, https://tinyurl.com/KHNImmig.
52 In California and Massachusetts, the position of home health aide is the fastest growing job, predicted to grow by 41% and 38%, respectively, in the next few years. Cal. Employ. Dev. Dep’t, 2016-2026 Statewide Employment Projections Highlights, https://tinyurl.com/CALabMar (“CA Long-Term” tab); Mass. Exec. Off. of Labor & Workforce Dev., Labor Market Information: Most Job Openings for Massachusetts, https://tinyurl.com/MASSLabMar.
53 See, e.g., Christine Olsen et al., Differences in quality of life in home-dwelling persons and nursing home residents with dementia – a cross-sectional study, 16 BMC GERIATRICS 137 (2016), https://tinyurl.com/NursHomeQual.
No internal link — othr ag tech, like gene editing or irrigation, solves. 
Climate change thumps — makes sustainable ag impossible. 
No impact to food shortages — they don’t cause war.
Notaras 11 — Mark Notaras, writer/editor of Our World 2.0 for the United Nations University, researcher in Peace and Security for the UNU Institute for Sustainability and Peace, M.A. in Peace and Conflict Studies from Australia National University, 2011 (“Food Insecurity and the Conflict Trap,” Our World, August 31st, Accessible Online at http://ourworld.unu.edu/en/food-insecurity-and-the-conflict-trap, Accessed On 09-05-15)
Food insecurity is not enough
Yet, food insecurity alone is a not a condition provocation for conflict. Like all cause and effect relationships, the link between the two forces is context-specific and varies according to a country’s level of development and the strength of its political institutions and social safety nets. The authors highlight that the more fragile the state in question, the more likely households are to rely upon food imports (which are relatively more expensive) and thus the more vulnerable they are in times of food price volatility.
The assumption that “fragile states” are more likely to exhibit food insecurity seems intuitive. What is not so obvious is that highly repressive authoritarian regimes, although they may “create incentives for clandestine action such as insurgency or revolution”, are better placed to suppress political unrest and the risk that this can evolve into broader conflict. Still, in the long run, as recent events in Libya and other oppressive nations demonstrate, brutal regimes are destined to fall if they fail to provide “bread and circuses” — something recognised by the Roman poet Juvenal in 100 A.D as a method to prevent populations from uprising against their leaders.
On the question of what role food prices are playing in the on-going Arab Spring (now Summer) revolutions, Brinkman and Hendrix believe that the “statistical evidence is lacking” that they have been a decisive factor. There is historical evidence to suggest, however, that higher food prices trigger violent riots (as distinct from civil conflict). This correlation was evident during 2007/2008 when the then record-high food prices prompted riots across 48 countries, as Figure 1 illustrates.
Other facets that heighten the chance of conflict include demographic factors such as whether a country has a relatively large number of (unemployment prone) youths. Often coinciding high rates of urbanisation increase the ratio of food consumers to producers. Related to this, a recent report by the World Wildlife Fund (WWF) argues that the growth of “megacities” is triggering a breakdown of basic services including water supplies which are vital for food security.
Won’t pass — requires border wall. 
Beale 9/21/18 (Stephen – writer, “Abortion, Immigration Top Issues at Stake in 2018 Midterms,” http://www.ncregister.com/daily-news/abortion-immigration-top-issues-at-stake-in-midterms)
Democrats might also work out a more favorable solution to the beneficiaries of “Deferred Action for Childhood Arrival” (DACA). The program benefits children — known as “Dreamers” — who were brought here illegally by their parents, according to Appleby. If Republicans lose only one chamber, Burns said that might open the way for a compromise between Trump and Democrats on comprehensive immigration reform. Trump, he said, would be able to bring along “immigration hard-liners” who would not have accepted a proposal developed under President Barack Obama. But it also means that Democrats will have to give Trump something he wants, such as his border wall, Burns said.

2AC — Populism DA
No internal link — other countries don’t model the US. 
Ev is about refugees. 
