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Studies prove depth over breadth
Rebecca P. Arrington 9, reporter for the University of Virginia Today, “STUDY FINDS THAT STUDENTS BENEFIT FROM DEPTH, RATHER THAN BREADTH, IN HIGH SCHOOL SCIENCE COURSES”, https://news.virginia.edu/content/study-finds-students-benefit-depth-rather-breadth-high-school-science-courses
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. The study explored differences between science disciplines, teacher decisions about classroom activities, and out-of-class projects and homework. The researchers carefully controlled for differences in student backgrounds. The study also points out that standardized testing, which seeks to measure overall knowledge in an entire discipline, may not capture a student's high level of mastery in a few key science topics. Teachers who "teach to the test" may not be optimizing their students' chance of success in college science courses, Tai noted. "President Obama has challenged the nation to become the most educated in the world by having the largest proportion of college graduates among its citizens in the coming decade," Tai said. "To meet this challenge, it is imperative that we use the research to inform our educational practice."

Independently, dem concessions in the negotiation process ensure TPS is part of the package
JARED ALLEN 18, J.D. Candidate, 2019, Georgetown University Law Center; B.F.A., magna cum laude, 2014, Elon University, “CURRENT DEVELOPMENTS IN IMMIGRATION LAW: TERMINATING TEMPORARY PROTECTED STATUS FOR EL SALVADOR”, https://www.law.georgetown.edu/immigration-law-journal/wp-content/uploads/sites/19/2018/05/32-1-Terminating-Temporary-Protected-Status-for-El-Salvador.pdf
*brackets aren’t our edits, they’re from the original article
Second, Congress could create new legislation as part of a comprehensive immigration reform. According to the DHS, “[o]nly Congress can legislate a permanent solution addressing the lack of an enduring lawful immigration status of those currently protected by TPS who have lived and worked in the United States for many years.”46 The next 18 months will provide an opportu­ nity for the government “to craft a potential legislative solution.”47 This seems to be an unlikely option, given the Trump Administration’s reluctance to formulate pro-immigrant legislation.48 However, these hardline decisions may be more malleable than they appear. In a meeting on January 9th, President Trump stated that he would “take the heat” for signing a more solicitous immigration bill,49 provided that Democrats concede to funding border security projects like building a wall.50 If the government can make timely changes to the law, Salvadorans may have a chance. As reported by The Economist, it would behoove the Trump Administration to pass “comprehensive immigration reform that treats [TPS beneficiaries] humanely and fairly, if nothing else because 17 years of estab­ lished life is a strong incentive to remain in the country illegally.51 Increasing the number of undocumented immigrants in this country would only com­ pound an already nationally divisive problem.

TPS initiatives are put on the back-burner now because of fights over comprehensive immigration, it would become a top priority if CIR gets passed – solves the aff
RAFAEL BERNAL 18, the hill reporter, “Trump close to wiping out TPS program for immigrants”, https://thehill.com/latino/387365-trump-close-to-extinguishing-tps-program-for-immigrants
TPS holders were included as a second priority — only after so-called Dreamers — as lawmakers sought over the past decade to negotiate a comprehensive immigration reform bill. Several proposals to make permanent TPS benefits have been floated in Congress, but they've been overshadowed by talks to legislate to protect Dreamers — immigrants brought to the country illegally as minors. 

3rd – the plan gets draw into the current CIR debate and breaks it down
Bouie 13 (Jamelle – staff writer at the American Prospect, Could some Democrats vote against immigration reform?, The Washington Post, p. http://www.washingtonpost.com/blogs/plum-line/wp/2013/06/11/could-some-democrats-vote-against-immigration-reform/)
The advantage of comprehensive immigration reform is that it satisfies a wide variety of concerns. If you don’t like one provision — the guest worker program, for instance — then you can sign on to the path to citizenship, or something else. If supporters of immigration reform have been unified on anything, it’s opposition to the piecemeal approach floated by some House Republicans, in which immigration reform would be broken up and passed in pieces. The problem with this is that as soon as you disentangle each provision from the other, the coalition for passage falls apart. Keeping reform in one comprehensive package increases its chances of success.

4th – each issue energizes unique coalitions
Hamilton 13 (Lee H. is Director of the Center on Congress at Indiana University, July 26, 2013, Immigration Reform: A Major Opportunity to Advance America’s National Interest, http://www.huffingtonpost.com/lee-h-hamilton/immigration-reform-economy_b_3661186.html)
Within the larger issue are specific elements, such as illegal immigration, temporary immigration and family unification, each of which presents policymakers their own subset of questions and issues, such as border security, employer verification and the impact of immigration reform on the nation's native-born workforce. There is also the very real question of immigration and assimilation: Are we sufficiently welcoming and integrating immigrants into our local communities? As I have often discovered living and working in southern Indiana, the assimilation or integration process can often cause considerable tension, especially in communities with limited diversity. Additionally, current policies and procedures related to each of these elements are incredibly complex, and an entire legal profession exists just to manage immigration work. Simply put, we have system that is way too overburdened and ill-equipped to serve us well. For most of our nation's history, Congress has dealt with immigration issues on a sporadic basis, sometimes waiting a decade or more before enacting new policy. In reality, these actions have mostly amounted to adjustments of immigrant levels. This piecemeal approach to an issue that demands more comprehensive and sustained attention has proven to be an inadequate and insufficient way of moving forward meaningful immigration reform. For one, it is too responsive to specialized interests. What's more, it has also saddled us with an immigration policy that has failed to keep up with the economic, political and strategic challenges we confront in a continually changing world.

No wall debate – it’s seen as DoA meaning it won’t even make it into the package or debate – answers their only “won’t pass now” warrant below
Bierman 9/28 (Noah Bierman covers the White House in Washington, D.C. Before joining the newspaper in 2015, he worked for the Boston Globe in both Boston and Washington, covering Congress, politics and transportation in the immediate aftermath of the Big Dig. He has also reported on higher education, crime, politics and local government for the Miami Herald, the Palm Beach Post and the Duluth (Minn.) News-Tribune. Bierman is a native of Miami who attended Duke University, “A promise Trump can't keep? His window to 'build the wall' is closing”, pg online@ http://www.latimes.com/politics/la-na-pol-trump-wall-20180928-story.html accessed 10/14 //ghs-tw)
Whatever the outcome, even administration officials say it will be difficult to force Congress' hand on the issue in December during a so-called lame duck session, a post-election period usually reserved only for essential law-making.¶ "The wall is dead. Not gonna happen. Not on the table," said Frank Sharry, the executive director of America's Voice, a group that advocates for immigration.¶ "Here's the dirty little secret," he added. "There's no funding for the border wall because there's not enough support among Republicans, much less Democrats."¶ Allies say Trump was in an unwinnable situation in recent weeks as he wavered over whether to make a final stand. Mexico was never going to pay for it, as candidate Trump promised. Yet neither most voters nor, by extension, many members of Congress support paying for a wall. Even more, both oppose closing the government.
Immigration compromise now
Bolton 10/11/18 (Alexander – Senior reporter for The Hill, “GOP loads up lame-duck agenda as House control teeters,” https://thehill.com/homenews/senate/410882-gop-lame-duck-agenda-grows-as-house-control-teeters?amp=1)
Many of the legislative items on the GOP agenda could be weighed down or even pushed aside by a partisan brawl over President Trump's demand that Congress fund construction of a wall along the U.S.-Mexico border. "There's going to be a major fight over that and that's going to make progress on other areas difficult," said Rep. Tom Cole (R-Okla.), a member of the House Appropriations Committee. Senate Minority Leader Charles Schumer (D-N.Y.) on Wednesday opened the door to a possible deal by saying Democrats are not opposed to strengthening the U.S. border. "We Democrats believe in strong border security," he said, noting that the Senate immigration reform bill backed by Democrats in 2013 included billions of dollars in border security funding. "We're going to keep fighting for the strongest, toughest border security." Cole later said Schumer's remarks could pave the way for a compromise linking border wall funding to legislation shielding immigrants who came to the country illegally as children - known as "Dreamers" - from deportation. "The natural deal is DACA and the wall," he said, referring to the Deferred Action for Childhood Arrivals program that Trump rescinded last year, putting young immigrants at risk of removal. But Republicans acknowledge that getting a deal on the border wall and other contentious issues will depend on the outcome of the midterm elections.

[bookmark: _GoBack]Food wars go nuclear – multiple studies 
FDI 12 (Future Directions International - a Research institute providing strategic analysis of Australia’s global interests; citing Lindsay Falvery - PhD in Agricultural Science and former Professor at the University of Melbourne’s Institute of Land and Environment, “Food and Water Insecurity: International Conflict Triggers & Potential Conflict Points,” 5/25/12, http://www.futuredirections.org.au/publication/international-conflict-triggers-and-potential-conflict-points-resulting-from-food-and-water-insecurity/)
There is a growing appreciation that the conflicts in the next century will most likely be fought over a lack of resources. Yet, in a sense, this is not new. Researchers point to the French and Russian revolutions as conflicts induced by a lack of food. More recently, Germany’s World War Two efforts are said to have been inspired, at least in part, by its perceived need to gain access to more food. Yet the general sense among those that attended FDI’s recent workshops, was that the scale of the problem in the future could be significantly greater as a result of population pressures, changing weather, urbanisation, migration, loss of arable land and other farm inputs, and increased affluence in the developing world. In his book, Small Farmers Secure Food, Lindsay Falvey, a participant in FDI’s March 2012 workshop on the issue of food and conflict, clearly expresses the problem and why countries across the globe are starting to take note. . He writes (p.36), “…if people are hungry, especially in cities, the state is not stable – riots, violence, breakdown of law and order and migration result.” “Hunger feeds anarchy.” This view is also shared by Julian Cribb, who in his book, The Coming Famine, writes that if “large regions of the world run short of food, land or water in the decades that lie ahead, then wholesale, bloody wars are liable to follow.” He continues: “An increasingly credible scenario for World War 3 is not so much a confrontation of super powers and their allies, as a festering, self-perpetuating chain of resource conflicts.” He also says: “The wars of the 21st Century are less likely to be global conflicts with sharply defined sides and huge armies, than a scrappy mass of failed states, rebellions, civil strife, insurgencies, terrorism and genocides, sparked by bloody competition over dwindling resources.” As another workshop participant put it, people do not go to war to kill; they go to war over resources, either to protect or to gain the resources for themselves. Another observed that hunger results in passivity not conflict. Conflict is over resources, not because people are going hungry. A study by the International Peace Research Institute indicates that where food security is an issue, it is more likely to result in some form of conflict. Darfur, Rwanda, Eritrea and the Balkans experienced such wars. Governments, especially in developed countries, are increasingly aware of this phenomenon. The UK Ministry of Defence, the CIA, the US Center for Strategic and International Studies and the Oslo Peace Research Institute, all identify famine as a potential trigger for conflicts and possibly even nuclear war.
Food shortages cause WWIII---their ev is just about food riots and internal dynamics, but it’s about external dynamics like countries trying to secure resources by blocking each other’s imports which causes escalation
Heneghan 15 (Carolyn, Reporter, citing UN experts, Global Harvest Initiative Report, 1/22/2015, Where food crises and global conflict could collide, http://www.fooddive.com/news/where-food-crises-and-global-conflict-could-collide/350837/)
World War III is unimaginable for many, but some experts believe that not only is this degree of global conflict imminent, but it may be instigated not by military tensions, oil and gas, or nuclear threats, but instead by, of all things, food. As it stands, countries across the globe are enduring food crises, and the U.N.’s Food & Agriculture Organization (FAO) estimates that about 840 million people in the world are undernourished, including the one in four children under the age of 5 who is stunted because of malnutrition. Assistant director-general of U.N. FAO Asia-Pacific Hiroyuki Konuma told Reuters that social and political unrest, civil wars, and terrorism could all be possible results of food crises, and “world security as a whole might be affected.” Such consequences could happen unless the world increases its output of food production 60% by mid-century. This includes maintaining a stable growth rate at about 1% to have an even theoretical opportunity to circumvent severe shortages. These needs are due to the growing global population, which is expected to reach 9 billion by 2050 while demand for food will rise rapidly. Where the problems lie Exacerbating this issue is the fact that the world is spending less on agricultural research, to the dismay of scientists who believe global food production may not sustain the increased demand. According to American Boondoggle, “The pace of investment growth has slowed from 3.63 percent per year (after inflation) during 1950–69, to 1.79 percent during 1970–89, to 0.94 percent during 1990– 2009.” Decreased growth in agricultural research and development spending has slowed across the world as a whole, but it is even slower in high-income countries. Water scarcity is another problem, including in major food-producing nations like China, as well as climate change. Extreme weather events are having a severe effect on crops, which have been devastated in countries like Australia, Canada, China, Russia, and the U.S., namely due to floods and droughts. An Intergovernmental Panel on Climate change recently warned that climate change may result in “a 2% drop each decade of this century,” according to RT. Rising food costs also contribute to poor food security across the world as prices remain high and volatile. Higher food costs inhibit lower socioeconomic people’s access to food, which contributes to the FAO’s disturbing figure of global malnutrition. In addition to an inability for people to feed themselves, poverty can also reduce food production, such as some African farmers being unable to afford irrigation and fertilizers to provide their regions with food. Still another issue for decreased food production is the fact that many farmers are turning crops like soy, corn, and sugar into sources for biofuel rather than edible consumption, which means these foods are taken away from people to eat. Could these shortages lead to a major global conflict? Studies suggest that the food crisis could begin as early as 2030, just a short 15 years from now, particularly in areas such as East Asia and Sub-Saharan Africa. Both regions have significant problems with domestic food production. Some experts believe that, to secure enough food resources for their populations, countries may go to war over the increasingly scarce food supply. This could be due in part to warring parties blocking aid and commercial food deliveries to areas supporting their enemies, despite the fact that such a practice breaks international humanitarian law. Conflict also leads to lack of food supply for populations as people become displaced and forced from their homes, jobs, and income and thus cannot buy food to feed themselves. Displaced farmers are also unable to produce their normal crops, contributing still more to food shortages in certain countries. Food insecurity is a major threat to world peace and could potentially incite violent conflict between countries across the world. Thus, the U.N. and other governmental bodies are desperately trying to find ways to solve the problem before it becomes something they cannot control.


