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[bookmark: _Toc173774609]Topic Argument Strategies Essay

The resolution for this term is: 
Resolved: The United States federal government should substantially expand its surveillance infrastructure along its southern border. 

The first “pro” contention is concerned with the illegal trafficking of fentanyl from Chinese manufacturers through the southern border. This contention argues that the southern border is porous and insufficiently protected, leaving it vulnerable to trafficking. Several attempts at border security have been tried, including a physical wall; however, all the previous approaches have failed to stem illegal trafficking across the border. Although this contention could potentially access a variety of impacts (human trafficking, drugs, species, etc.), some of the most recent evidence indicates that the proximate 2024 threat is fentanyl. Fentanyl is a primary contributor to drug overdose deaths in the United States. In addition, China uses smuggling to launder money for Mexican cartels and extend Chinees influence throughout the Western hemisphere. 
The second “pro” contention is concerned with the 2024 presidential election. Kamala Harris, the Democratic nominee, has been the face of Biden’s border policy. There is a strong argument that the inability to stem undocumented immigration from the southern border will be a significant political liability for her in the 2024 campaign. The resolution would allow Harris to credibly claim she was upping her efforts at the border, helping her secure moderate and independent voters in states that are critical to winning the election. The impact to Harris winning the election is that it would prevent Donald Trump from cementing global climate change.
The first “con” contention argues that enhanced border surveillance causes migrant funneling. Migrants, under a heightened surveillance regime, would use more complex terrain, uncharted paths, leading to death and despair for migrants. Importantly, this argument undermines the “pro’s” solvency claim, because all of the same activities would occur, but in a way that is much more deadly to migrants and traffickers. 
The second “con” contention argues that stronger border surveillance infrastructure will destroy constitutional protections and risk human rights violations. This surveillance is likely to use facial recognition and artificial intelligence, both of which pose bias errors that undermine justice. In addition, this surveillance technology is not just pointed at south of the border, it’s also used throughout regions in the United States that are close to the border. Even worse, the border is where a lot of new technologies are tested and normalized, and then they spread to other parts of the country. Most famously, Customs and Border Protection drones were deployed to cities during the George Floyd protests of 2020, even though they were originally designed solely for border surveillance alone. This phenomenon is called mission creep. 
For the “pro’s” rebuttal, it is important to describe surveillance solutions as completely effective. For example, if they cover the entirety of the southern border, then migrants will not be funneled, they will just not be able to cross because they would be caught and returned. It is also important to note that if border surveillance is effective, fair and race-neutral, then it should spread across the country to replace more violent techniques like broken windows or door-knock policing. 
For the “con’s” rebuttal, it is important to create diverse answers to each contention. To rebut the fentanyl contention, it is important to argue that infrastructure does not prevent trafficking, it just funnels it into under-surveilled areas. And, fentanyl can come in through places other than the southern border. To rebut the elections contention, it is important to argue that Harris risks alienating progressives if she becomes more hawkish on immigration. There are several other answers available as well: Harris is the favorite now, the election will be decided on issues like climate and abortion and Harris doesn’t do the plan (Biden does) which prevents her from getting positive credit for it. 
For the final “pro” speech, the most important part about winning the debate is convincing the judge that border surveillance infrastructure is effective, fair and the most humane alternative to all of the other options available. That solvency claim is quite important for undermining the negative positions. I recommend narrowing down to one of the two contentions, depending on which one you are winning. Both advantages are strong and timely; however, there might be an advantage to extending the elections advantage because “Trump bad” gives you access to such a wide variety of great impact claims. 
For the final “con” speech, the funneling argument is most important. If the con wins the funneling argument, then it means that China can still traffic fentanyl and Harris cannot claim victory for securing the border. This argument is not simply defense, the evidence demonstrates that funneling puts thousands of migrants at risk of dehydration, illness and death. If the demand for migration will continue (and nothing is going to stop it!), then moving migrant pathways into treacherous terrain, outside of where surveillance is effective, might just be the worst of all worlds. 

[bookmark: _Toc173774610]Definitions
Resolved: The United States federal government should substantially expand its surveillance infrastructure along its southern border. 
The Southern Border is the contiguous border between the US and Mexico
Senate Bill 7.44, 2013 
“BORDER SECURITY, ECONOMIC OPPORTUNITY, AND IMMIGRATION MODERNIZATION ACT,” US Senate Judiciary Committee Hearings, https://www.govinfo.gov/content/pkg/CRPT-113srpt40/html/CRPT-113srpt40.htm, (accessed 8-4-2024)
“Southern border” is defined as the international border between the United States and Mexico. The ``Southern Border Fencing Strategy'' is the strategy established by the Secretary of Homeland Security (``the Secretary'') pursuant to Section 5(b) that identifies where fencing, including double-layer fencing, as well as infrastructure and technology, should be deployed along the Southern border. The Department of Homeland Security's (DHS) ``Border Security Goal'' is defined as a goal to achieve and maintain effective control in all border sectors of the Southern border.
These surveillance installments would be across the US-Mexico border.
Ryan Alexander, political columnist at Taxpayers for Common Sense, 2017
“Building a Border Wall of Debt,” Taxpayers for Common Sense, https://www.taxpayer.net/national-security/building-a-border-wall-of-debt/, (accessed 8-4-2024)
Border wall. The order states the White House’s intention to “secure the southern border of the United States through the immediate construction of a physical wall on the southern border, monitored and supported by adequate personnel so as to prevent illegal immigration, drug and human trafficking, and acts of terrorism.” The southern border is defined as “the contiguous land border between the United States and Mexico, including all points of entry,” and the wall as “a contiguous, physical wall or other similarly secure, contiguous, and impassable physical barrier.” The order then directs the secretary of homeland security to immediately begin planning and constructing the wall using “all sources of Federal funds.”


Border surveillance is the attempt to prevent unauthorized crossings
Samuel F. Steinhorst, Department of Public Administration, University of Twente, 2017
“European Migration Policy in the Central Mediterranean:
Circumventing the “Right to have Rights” of Migrants?,” Theses Published by the European Public Administration, https://essay.utwente.nl/73498/1/Steinhorst%20BA%20Faculty%20of%20Behavioral%20Science.pdf, (accessed 8-4-2024)
What is meant by border control in this study? The Schengen Border Code (SBC) defines what border control in the EU is, and how it is to be conducted: ““Border Control” means the activity carried out at a border, in accordance with and for the purposes of this Regulation, in response exclusively to an intention to cross or the act of crossing that border, regardless of any other consideration, consisting of border checks and border surveillance;” (SBC, Art. 2 (9)). Border checks are done at fixed border crossing points while these are open (SBC, Art. 2 (10)). Border surveillance then, according to the SBC, “means the surveillance of borders between border crossing points and the surveillance of border crossing points outside the fixed opening hours, in order to prevent persons from circumventing border checks;” (SBC, Art. 2 (11)). Border surveillance is defined in Art. 12 of the SBC: “The main purpose of border surveillance shall be to prevent unauthorised border crossings, to counter cross-border criminality and to take measures against persons who have crossed the border illegally.” (SBC, Art. 12 (1)). Further: “That surveillance shall be carried out in such a way as to prevent and discourage persons from circumventing the checks at border crossing points.” (SBC, Art. 12 (2), emphasis added), and “Without prejudice to the exceptions provided for in paragraph 2 or to their international [refugee] protection obligations, Member States shall introduce penalties, in accordance with their national law, for the unauthorised crossing of external borders at places other than border crossing points or at times other than the fixed opening hours. These penalties shall be effective, proportionate and dissuasive.” (SBC, Art. 4 (3) emphasis added). In the preamble of the SBC, the MS’s agree to share the burden of external border control: “Border control is in the interest not only of the Member State at whose external borders it is carried out but of all Member States which have abolished internal border control.” and “The Member States shall assist each other and shall maintain close and constant cooperation with a view to the effective implementation of border control, in accordance with Articles 6 to 15. (SBC, Art. 16(1)). The SBC also refers to a EU agency that is tasked with overseeing this cooperation: “the European Border and Coast Guard”. In this paper, it is border surveillance rather than border checks, which are to be studied. The study focuses exclusively on the external dimension of borders in the EU. 


Here are a few examples of those technologies, it includes towers with cameras, radar and laser illuminators along with algorithms that identify people and objects.
Tate Ryan-Mosley, senior tech policy reporter for MIT Technology Review, 2023
“The US is pouring money into surveillance tech at the southern border,” Technology Review, https://www.technologyreview.com/2023/04/17/1071682/us-pouring-money-surveillance-towers-southern-border/, (accessed 8-4-2024) 
Late last year, the agency responsible for policing the border, US Customs and Border Protection (CBP), began asking for proposals for a $200 million upgrade and expansion of a network of surveillance towers that pepper a trail from San Diego, California, to near Port Isabel, Florida. CBP claims that these towers help agents monitor border crossings, intercept human trafficking and drug smuggling, and provide an essential service in a time of crisis, and the program has cost over a billion dollars since 2005. The towers are equipped with long-range cameras, radar, and laser illuminators, which generate images and other data that the agency’s algorithms process in an attempt to identify people and objects. The agency has indicated that the expanded program will fill gaps in the surveillance infrastructure at the border left by the planned termination of its blimp surveillance program. 
The word “surveillance” means it’s done from afar and covertly. That’s distinct from other approaches that try to secure the border like deployment of the National Guard of creation of a Border Wall. 
Christopher Slobogin, PhD, professor of law at Vanderbilt; director of its Criminal Justice Program, 2007 
Privacy at Risk: The New Government Surveillance and the Fourth Amendment, p. 3, (accessed 8-4-2024)
The term "surveillance," as used in this book, refers to government efforts to gather information about people from a distance, usually covertly and without entry into private spaces. Surveillance can be divided into three types. Communications surveillance is the real-time interception of communications. Physical surveillance is the real-time observation of physical activities. Transaction surveillance involves accessing recorded information about communications, activities, and other transactions.


Surveillance is the covert attempt to gather information covertly
Mboiki Obed Ngwenya, Magister Technologiae in Forensic Investigation at University of South Africa, 2012
“CLOSED CIRCUIT TELEVISION AS A SURVEILLANCE TECHNIQUE: A CASE STUDY OF FILLING STATIONS IN MIDDELBURG, MPUMALANGA, SOUTH AFRICA,” http://uir.unisa.ac.za/bitstream/handle/10500/7703/dissertation_ngwenya_mo.pdf?sequence=1, (accessed 8-4-2024) 
3.7 SURVEILLANCE
According to Buckwalter (1983:1), surveillance is the covert observation of places, persons and vehicles for the purpose of obtaining information concerning the identities of subjects. The term surveillance comes from the French word surveiller which derives from sur (over) and veiller (to watch); literally, it means to ‘watch over’ (Buckwalter, 1983:3). Tyska and Fennelly (1999:165) define surveillance as a secretive and continuous watching of persons, vehicles, places and objects, to obtain information concerning the activities and identities of an individual or conditions. Van Rooyen (2001:99) defines surveillance as the careful and continuous watching of something or someone, carried on in a secretive or discreet manner, in order to obtain information on a subject. All the above authors agree that surveillance has to do with watching in a secretive manner, with the aim of obtaining or gathering information. Tyska and Fennelly (1999:164), further say that the effort begins with determining just what one’s objectives are for conducting surveillance, as surveillance is a way to find an individual by watching his or her associates and friends. When seeking detailed data about a person’s activity, there is no better method than to use frequent surveillance.


[bookmark: _Toc173774611]Pro Case
[bookmark: _Toc173774612]Introduction
The United States has woefully insufficient protections at the Southern Border. All current approaches currently fail because they rely on a human workforce instead of state-of-the-art surveillance technologies. 
Elaine Kamarck, Founding Director at Center for Effective Public Management, February 29, 2024
“Fixing the border: Four reasons the immigration crisis isn’t going away,” Brookings Institute, https://www.brookings.edu/articles/fixing-the-border-four-reasons-the-immigration-crisis-isnt-going-away/, (accessed 8-4-2024) 
Staffing the border presents a problem that is common to many large organizations, public and private: surge management. In the private sector, this often refers to issues in the supply chain. Applied to DHS, surge management means having to maintain a workforce to deal with a situation that can fluctuate wildly. To illustrate the surge management problems of DHS, let’s look at the following chart. In October of fiscal year 2021, the number of land border encounters at the southwest border was 71,929.2 A year later, it had more than doubled to 164,837. By October of fiscal year 2023, it had more than tripled to 240,942. And two months later, in December of fiscal year 2024, the numbers had quadrupled to 301,983. The surge of migrants at the border is a classic problem in surge management. While the number of migrants quadrupled, the number of border agents did not — as the chart below illustrates. And given all the factors listed above, it would have been very difficult to hire four times as many agents in that short a period.
Therefore, we stand for the resolution that: The United States federal government should substantially expand its surveillance infrastructure along its southern border. 
This means that the United States would deploy new surveillance technologies that are covert and distinct from other forms of border infrastructure like border walls and human enforcement patrols.
Mboiki Obed Ngwenya, Magister Technologiae in Forensic Investigation at University of South Africa, 2012
“CLOSED CIRCUIT TELEVISION AS A SURVEILLANCE TECHNIQUE: A CASE STUDY OF FILLING STATIONS IN MIDDELBURG, MPUMALANGA, SOUTH AFRICA,” http://uir.unisa.ac.za/bitstream/handle/10500/7703/dissertation_ngwenya_mo.pdf?sequence=1, (accessed 8-4-2024) 
3.7 SURVEILLANCE
According to Buckwalter (1983:1), surveillance is the covert observation of places, persons and vehicles for the purpose of obtaining information concerning the identities of subjects. The term surveillance comes from the French word surveiller which derives from sur (over) and veiller (to watch); literally, it means to ‘watch over’ (Buckwalter, 1983:3). Tyska and Fennelly (1999:165) define surveillance as a secretive and continuous watching of persons, vehicles, places and objects, to obtain information concerning the activities and identities of an individual or conditions. Van Rooyen (2001:99) defines surveillance as the careful and continuous watching of something or someone, carried on in a secretive or discreet manner, in order to obtain information on a subject. All the above authors agree that surveillance has to do with watching in a secretive manner, with the aim of obtaining or gathering information. Tyska and Fennelly (1999:164), further say that the effort begins with determining just what one’s objectives are for conducting surveillance, as surveillance is a way to find an individual by watching his or her associates and friends. When seeking detailed data about a person’s activity, there is no better method than to use frequent surveillance.
These surveillance installments would be across the US-Mexico border.
Ryan Alexander, political columnist at Taxpayers for Common Sense, 2017
“Building a Border Wall of Debt,” Taxpayers for Common Sense, https://www.taxpayer.net/national-security/building-a-border-wall-of-debt/, (accessed 8-4-2024)
Border wall. The order states the White House’s intention to “secure the southern border of the United States through the immediate construction of a physical wall on the southern border, monitored and supported by adequate personnel so as to prevent illegal immigration, drug and human trafficking, and acts of terrorism.” The southern border is defined as “the contiguous land border between the United States and Mexico, including all points of entry,” and the wall as “a contiguous, physical wall or other similarly secure, contiguous, and impassable physical barrier.” The order then directs the secretary of homeland security to immediately begin planning and constructing the wall using “all sources of Federal funds.”


[bookmark: _Toc173774613]Fentanyl Contention
We offer two contentions in defense of the pro. Our first contention is the prevention of fentanyl smuggling. China is using the southern border to traffic massive amounts of lethal fentanyl. It’s the leading cause of death in the United States.
Matthew Tragesser, Senior Communication Manager at The Heritage Foundation, 2024
“Threat From China Is Growing at Our Southern Border,” Heritage Foundation, https://www.heritage.org/immigration/commentary/threat-china-growing-our-southern-border, (accessed 8-4-2024) 
The number of Chinese nationals encountered at our southern border since last October is unprecedented. Data reveals that immigration authorities typically encounter between a few hundred and approximately 2,500 Chinese nationals at our southern border in a fiscal year. The approximately 22,000 witnessed in just over five months is still more than in all four fiscal years under the Trump administration combined. President Biden has made it easy for illegal aliens of any nationality to unlawfully enter our country without penalty. Early on in his presidency, he signed executive orders to reverse virtually every Trump administration border security measure. This includes terminating the “Remain in Mexico” policy—which required illegal aliens to remain in Mexico during their asylum process—halting border wall construction and shielding many classes of illegal aliens from deportation. This has made it easy for Chinese nationals to enter our country unlawfully and even easier for them to remain here. Chinese entities are also exploiting the Biden administration’s porous southern border by working with Mexican cartels to transport and sell fentanyl in the United States. Fentanyl, one of the deadliest drugs in the world, primarily enters our country through the southern border. It is the leading cause of death of Americans 18 to 45. Ingesting a crumb of it can cause death in minutes. China is the principal fentanyl manufacturer on the planet. Its chemical and pharmaceutical companies provide precursor chemicals necessary for fentanyl creation. These chemicals are sold and shipped to Mexican cartels, which then create large batches of the drug in Mexico. 
The Southern border is the most significant point of entry. Even disrupting a small amount can prevent a large number of overdoses.
Gabrielle Sierra, Podcast host with Why It Matters, 2023
“America’s Fentanyl Epidemic: The China Connection,” https://www.cfr.org/podcasts/americas-fentanyl-epidemic-china-connection, (accessed 8-4-2024) 
So the dominant fentanyl supply chain into this country starts with chemical manufacturers in China. The part of China that's involved with fentanyl production or the precursors to fentanyl production are really small businesses, small chemical companies that are historically been under-regulated. After the fentanyl is produced in China, either in finished form or its precursors, it typically is shipped to Mexico, where there are two cartels that dominate the fentanyl trade. It is packaged there either on its own or cut into other drugs, which then make their way into the U.S. via the same supply chains largely that dominate the illicit drug trade or smuggling into the U.S. generally. What makes this so hard is that pure fentanyl, just such a small amount can make a big difference, that potency. There is a recent estimate by a health commission, the commonwealth commission that looked at the scale of the U.S. opioid crisis, and they estimated that just three to five metric tons of pure fentanyl is needed to supply the entire U.S. consumption of illegally supplied opioids in a year. So that is a relatively small amount and much easier for them to smuggle, particularly when it is cheaply made. 


Enhanced surveillance technologies effectively disrupt the trafficking of illegal goods.
Nick Miroff, for The Washington Post, 2022
“Powered by artificial intelligence, ‘autonomous’ border towers test Democrats’ support for surveillance technology,” Washington Post, https://www.washingtonpost.com/national-security/2022/03/11/mexico-border-surveillance-towers/, (accessed 8-4-2024) 
“Deployments in new technology over the last 10 years have dramatically increased our ability to interdict narcotics and weapons, disrupt transnational criminal and human smuggling operations, and rescue countless individuals victimized by unscrupulous smugglers,” Espinosa said in a statement. “DHS will continue to invest in technologies that increase its operational advantage at our borders.”
Fentanyl causes tens of thousands of deaths yearly
Carrie MacMillian, columnist at Yale Medicine, 2024
“Why Is Fentanyl Driving Overdose Deaths?,” Yale Medicine, https://www.yalemedicine.org/news/fentanyl-driving-overdoses, (accessed 8-5-2024) 
OxyContin contributed to a modern opioid epidemic with lasting repercussions, and now fentanyl has brought the overdose crisis to a new level.
Although both are highly addictive opioids (a class of drugs with pain-relieving and euphoria-inducing properties), fentanyl is purely synthetic, meaning it can be made easily and cheaply in a lab, and it is more potent—about 50 to 100 times stronger—than many prescription opioids. In 2022, according to provisional data from the Centers for Disease Control and Prevention (CDC), close to 83,000 people died from opioid overdoses in the United States, the majority from fentanyl and other highly potent synthetic substances.





[bookmark: _Toc173774614]Elections Contention
The second contention in favor of the resolution is the 2024 election. The government’s inaction on border security is an extreme liability for Kamala Harris. 
The Economist, July 27, 2024
“The southern border is Kamala Harris’s biggest political liability,” The Economist, https://www.economist.com/united-states/2024/07/27/the-southern-border-is-kamala-harriss-biggest-political-liability, (accessed 8-4-2024) 
Title: The southern border is Kamala Harris’s biggest political liability KAMALA HARRIS’S candidacy has injected some energy into what had been a poisonous presidential race between two old men who bickered over their golf games on national television. But her ascension comes with risks. As Joe Biden’s vice-president, Ms Harris is in essence running as an incumbent. She will inherit his weaknesses, which Republicans are more than ready to exploit. That is most evident on immigration. On July 25th House Republicans (with six Democrats) passed a resolution condemning her for failing to “secure the border”. Donald Trump talks about her potential presidency in apocalyptic terms. “Kamala Harris will make the invasion exponentially worse,” he told reporters. “Our whole country will be permanently destroyed.” In 2016 Mr Trump manufactured a border crisis to whip up fear and loathing. But now the crisis is real: migrant encounters at America’s southern border have surged during the Biden administration. There were nearly 2.5m apprehensions at the border in fiscal year 2023, a record. Encounters have fallen by more than half since their peak in December thanks to increased enforcement from Mexico and an executive order that Mr Biden signed in June tightening asylum. But polling from The Economist and YouGov suggests that 14% of registered voters view immigration as the most important issue facing the country, second only to inflation.
Immigration will be the issue that decides the 2024 election. Ramping up enforcement steals a key message from the Trump campaign, and saves the Democrats. 
Julie Fine, election analyst at Bloomberg, 2024
“Greg Abbott Has Trump vs. Biden Immigration Policy Defining 2024 Election,” Bloomberg, https://www.bloomberg.com/features/2024-election-texas-border-migration/, (accessed 8-4-2024)
Immigration has erupted into a defining issue of the 2024 ballot, with a Bloomberg News/Morning Consult poll finding it second only to the economy as voters’ top concern. Courts are bogged down by unprecedented levels of cases—federal agents encountered 10,000 people a day crossing the southern border in December—and the tumult has exposed the US system as underfunded, opaque and bursting at the seams. “This is gonna decide who becomes the president, how it’s handled,” Nevarez said. Donald Trump has again made the border his signature issue as he seeks a return to the White House, telling agents they’re “in a war” and sometimes borrowing rhetoric from White nationalist groups that warn about a “poisoning” of the nation’s blood. President Joe Biden has been put on the defensive, claiming his hands are tied without action from Congress to change laws. But it wasn’t Trump who most effectively boxed in Biden over migrants in the first place. It was a fellow Republican, Texas Governor Greg Abbott.


A Trump election cements climate change
Matthew Rozsa, MA in History from Rutgers, July 26, 2024
“Kamala Harris will continue Biden's climate policies, say experts. But is that good enough?,” Salon, https://www.salon.com/2024/07/26/kamala-harris-will-continue-bidens-climate-policies-say-experts-but-is-that-good-enough/, (accessed 8-4-2024)
If Trump returns to the White House next year, he said, "U.S. leadership would shrivel" on climate policy and, "depending on the next Congress and the Supreme Court ... and EPA’s attempts to regulated emissions from electric power plants and motor vehicles would suffer another setback. The world’s overall efforts to reduce emissions and avoid a truly disruptive and dangerous warming would be slowed." Many of the objectives set in motion by Obama and Biden will be attainable with or without Trump in office, he added, but "the climate clock is ticking toward that dangerous level of warming, so time is one thing we can’t afford to lose – we desperately need the prod from policy. Four more years of Trump would be four years lost on climate policy."


Climate change leads to millions of deaths
David Wallace-Wells, New York Times climate columnist, 2024
“Just How Many People Will Die From Climate Change?,” New York Times, https://www.nytimes.com/2024/02/22/opinion/environment/climate-change-death-toll.html, (accessed 8-5-2024) 
Going forward, most estimates suggest the impact should grow along with global temperature. According to one 2014 projection by the W.H.O., climate change is most likely to cause 250,000 deaths annually from 2030 to 2050. According to research by the Climate Impact Lab, a moderate emissions trajectory, most likely leading to about two degrees of warming by the end of the century, would produce by that time about 40 million additional deaths.

[bookmark: _Toc173774615]Pro Rebuttals
[bookmark: _Toc173774616]Rebuttal to Funneling Contention
1. The resolution is sufficient to prevent migration in risky routes. AI and technological advances can deter migration across-the-board. 
Cool Fire, technology company providing real time industry solutions, 2018
“A Digital Wall Could be the Answer to U.S. Border Security,” https://coolfiresolutions.com/blog/mexico-us-border-security-digital-wall/, (accessed 8-4-2024) 
A digital wall comprised of connected sensors could be a powerful, cost-effective alternative to a physical barrier along the Mexico–US border. Concerns over border security have come to the forefront in recent years, prompting both government officials and the general public to demand a more effective system for monitoring border traffic. Now, with a caravan of over 8,000 people from Central America rapidly approaching the border between the United States and Mexico, finding a sustainable solution has become more urgent than ever. While thousands of migrants are still in transit, several hundred have already attempted to cross into the U.S., resulting in dangerous border clashes — clashes which in the future might be avoided through the use of smart technology. The idea of building a physical wall continues to foster fierce debate, increasing the likelihood that the ultimate border security solution may emerge from the digital world instead. Unlike its more contentious brick-and-mortar counterpart, a “digital wall” would rely on a network of deployed connected sensors and cameras to monitor border traffic, prevent unauthorized entry, and enable border security operations to make well-informed decisions in real-time. With data provided by relatively low-cost remote sensors, and integrated into an effective situational awareness platform, field units could achieve the operational vision necessary to identify and prioritize potential dangers, responding appropriately to all relevant threats.
2. Funneling is the status quo, because existing infrastructure is a patchwork that leaves wide swaths of the border unprotected. 
Tate Ryan-Mosley, senior tech policy reporter for MIT Technology Review, 2023
“The US is pouring money into surveillance tech at the southern border,” Technology Review, https://www.technologyreview.com/2023/04/17/1071682/us-pouring-money-surveillance-towers-southern-border/, (accessed 8-4-2024) 
Late last year, the agency responsible for policing the border, US Customs and Border Protection (CBP), began asking for proposals for a $200 million upgrade and expansion of a network of surveillance towers that pepper a trail from San Diego, California, to near Port Isabel, Florida. CBP claims that these towers help agents monitor border crossings, intercept human trafficking and drug smuggling, and provide an essential service in a time of crisis, and the program has cost over a billion dollars since 2005. The towers are equipped with long-range cameras, radar, and laser illuminators, which generate images and other data that the agency’s algorithms process in an attempt to identify people and objects. The agency has indicated that the expanded program will fill gaps in the surveillance infrastructure at the border left by the planned termination of its blimp surveillance program. But there is mounting evidence that the towers might not be as useful as the agency claims. A recent investigation by the Electronic Frontier Foundation found that these towers have a limited record of success, researchers say they form something more like a dilapidated patchwork than a sophisticated and effective virtual border. 
3. The definition of “surveillance” means that is hidden and covert. That means that it can’t trigger funneling, because smugglers and migrants have no idea how to find un-enforced areas. 

[bookmark: _Toc173774617]Rebuttal to Privacy Contention
1. Border surveillance doesn’t use facial recognition and findings are not shared with law enforcement agencies
Nick Miroff, for The Washington Post, 2022
“Powered by artificial intelligence, ‘autonomous’ border towers test Democrats’ support for surveillance technology,” Washington Post, https://www.washingtonpost.com/national-security/2022/03/11/mexico-border-surveillance-towers/, (accessed 8-4-2024) 
While privacy advocates have raised concerns about supercharged border surveillance, DHS officials say the autonomous towers do not use facial recognition software, and the footage they gather is not shared with other agencies unless it is the subject of a law enforcement investigation.
2. Absent enforcement, there will be democratic backsliding and violence throughout Mexico that will spread into the United States. 
Matt Kaminski, editor-at-large, writing regularly for POLITICO Magazine on American and global affairs, June 1, 2024
“‘The Most Important National Security Issue Facing America, With the Least Amount of Attention’,” Politico, https://www.politico.com/news/magazine/2024/06/01/us-mexico-border-drugs-immigration-00160725, (accessed 8-4-2024) 
This all misses the point. Mexico’s criminal networks and their ability to whittle away at state power here present a national security threat to both Mexico and the U.S. These groups are growing in sophistication, corrupting state institutions and people, arming up and seeping into communities on both sides of the border. They pose a challenge to Mexico’s still fledgling democracy, at the federal level just 24 years old, and hence the stability of America’s southern neighbor. They have enabled a record number of migrants, mostly from other countries, to get north through Mexico. They’re responsible for tens of thousands of deaths in both countries. Some 26 per 100,000 people are killed in Mexico every year, the highest homicide rate among the world’s larger countries. Fentanyl, recently the most lucrative drug that the Mexican criminal groups traffic into the U.S., is responsible for the deaths of some 70,000 Americans every year. Seen through the prism of violence there and its impact on the U.S., Mexico is the rich Afghanistan next door, a place where the central authorities have lost control over key territory to armed groups. Imagine if al Qaeda were killing that many Americans? “It may be the most important national security issue facing America, with the least amount of attention,” says Hank Crumpton, who ran the CIA’s covert operations in Afghanistan after 9/11 and works in security out of Texas. “I think of [the cartels] as enemies that exhibit in structure and behavior the same characteristics of terrorist networks and of an insurgency.” Mexico’s narco-state problem matters for larger strategic reasons. Security is the biggest hurdle to Mexico fully becoming part of North America in more than a geographic sense — an economic and demographic engine for the region, and a strong and stable American ally in the global competition against China.
3. Death outweighs privacy. The leading cause of death is fentanyl, and privacy doesn’t matter to the millions of people dying from this epidemic. 
4. The resolution only deploys surveillance at the southern border, not across the country. 

[bookmark: _Toc173774618]Con Case
[bookmark: _Toc173774619]Introduction
Increasing surveillance infrastructure at the border would cause significant harm, and repeat decades of failed attempts at border enforcement. Therefore, we stand against the resolution, arguing that: The United States federal government should not substantially expand its surveillance infrastructure along its southern border. 
Surveillance infrastructure is the use of advance technologies to deter entry into the United States.
Tate Ryan-Mosley, senior tech policy reporter for MIT Technology Review, 2023
“The US is pouring money into surveillance tech at the southern border,” Technology Review, https://www.technologyreview.com/2023/04/17/1071682/us-pouring-money-surveillance-towers-southern-border/, (accessed 8-4-2024) 
Late last year, the agency responsible for policing the border, US Customs and Border Protection (CBP), began asking for proposals for a $200 million upgrade and expansion of a network of surveillance towers that pepper a trail from San Diego, California, to near Port Isabel, Florida. CBP claims that these towers help agents monitor border crossings, intercept human trafficking and drug smuggling, and provide an essential service in a time of crisis, and the program has cost over a billion dollars since 2005. 
The towers are equipped with long-range cameras, radar, and laser illuminators, which generate images and other data that the agency’s algorithms process in an attempt to identify people and objects. The agency has indicated that the expanded program will fill gaps in the surveillance infrastructure at the border left by the planned termination of its blimp surveillance program. 
The Southern Border is the contiguous border between the US and Mexico
Senate Bill 7.44, 2013 
“BORDER SECURITY, ECONOMIC OPPORTUNITY, AND IMMIGRATION MODERNIZATION ACT,” US Senate Judiciary Committee Hearings, https://www.govinfo.gov/content/pkg/CRPT-113srpt40/html/CRPT-113srpt40.htm, (accessed 8-4-2024)
“Southern border” is defined as the international border between the United States and Mexico. The ``Southern Border Fencing Strategy'' is the strategy established by the Secretary of Homeland Security (``the Secretary'') pursuant to Section 5(b) that identifies where fencing, including double-layer fencing, as well as infrastructure and technology, should be deployed along the Southern border. The Department of Homeland Security's (DHS) ``Border Security Goal'' is defined as a goal to achieve and maintain effective control in all border sectors of the Southern border.


[bookmark: _Toc173774620]Funneling Contention
We offer two contentions for the con. The first contention is migrant funneling. Migrants and traffickers are inevitable. Surveillance doesn’t prevent them; it just causes them to use riskier routes.  
Hannah Tyler, master’s degree from Georgetown, 2022
“The Increasing Use of Artificial Intelligence in Border Zones Prompts Privacy Questions,” Migration Policy, https://www.migrationpolicy.org/article/artificial-intelligence-border-zones-privacy, (accessed 8-4-2024)
There is also evidence that the expansion of surveillance infrastructure, much of it bolstered by AI, leads to an increase in deaths by pushing migrants trying to cross illegally towards more remote and dangerous routes. Researchers have found evidence that surveillance systems can have a “funnel effect,” leading migrants to avoid areas where they might be detected and instead are more likely to head to areas where they face increased risk of dehydration, hyperthermia, injury, and exhaustion.
Those riskier routes cause death.
Avi Asher-Schapiro, U.S. Tech Correspondent for Reuters, 2022
“Surveillance tech makes U.S.-Mexico border even deadlier,” Context Magazine, https://www.context.news/surveillance/surveillance-tech-makes-us-mexico-border-even-deadlier, (accessed 8-4-2024) 
Humanitarians and academics worry though that the ballooning surveillance apparatus is creating a deathtrap for migrants. "Out here, surveillance equals death," said Sam Chambers, a geographer at the University of Arizona who studies surveillance infrastructure and migration. "The more cameras you put up, the more migrants are forced to take longer, riskier routes to avoid them - putting their bodies under stress and their lives in danger," he told Context.
Surveillance infrastructure causes widespread structural violence.  
Petra Molnar, serves as the associate director of York University’s Refugee Law Lab and as a faculty associate at Harvard University, 2024
“The Grim High-Tech Dystopia on the US-Mexico Border,” Jacobin Magazine, https://jacobin.com/2024/05/high-tech-ai-mexico-border, (accessed 8-4-2024) 
Various US governments, including the Obama and Biden administrations, have presented so-called smart-border technologies as a more humane alternative to other border-enforcement methods, such as building walls or putting children in cages, yet scholars have documented that such technologies along the US-Mexico border have increased people’s deaths. Using geospatial analysis, Samuel Chambers, Geoffrey Boyce, and their colleagues Sarah Launius and Alicia Dinsmore have found that deaths have more than doubled with the increasing use of new surveillance technologies over the past two decades, creating what anthropologist Jason De León calls a “land of open graves.” In fact, deaths at the US-Mexico border in 2021 were estimated to be the highest ever recorded, with the International Organization for Migration finding that at least 650 people died in the Sonora. Actual numbers may be much higher. Chambers and colleagues have shown that all this surveillance has failed to prevent undocumented border crossings, but instead shifted people’s routes through more inhabited terrain around urban centers toward more dangerous terrain in the Arizona desert, in places like Altar Valley, “increasing [their] vulnerability to injury, isolation, dehydration, hyperthermia and exhaustion,” leading to deaths of people like Elias Alvarado. According to James, “it is a slow-motion genocide.”
[bookmark: _Toc173774621]Privacy Contention
The second contention is privacy violations. Border surveillance causes privacy violations by expanding the surveillance dragnet with zero oversight nor warrants. 
David J. Bier, director of immigration studies at the CATO Institute, 2018
“Drones on the Border: Efficacy and Privacy Implications,” CATO, https://www.cato.org/immigration-research-policy-brief/drones-border-efficacy-privacy-implications, (accessed 8-4-2024) 
In response to President Donald Trump’s call for a border wall, some members of Congress have instead offered a “virtual wall”—ocean-to-ocean border surveillance with technology, especially unmanned aircraft known as drones. U.S. Customs and Border Protection (CBP) already operates a fleet of nine unmanned aircraft. Although drones have been widely used in foreign battlefields, they have failed to help CBP apprehend illegal border crossers and seize drugs. Drones have led to only 0.5 percent of apprehensions at a cost of $32,000 per arrest. At the same time, drones undermine Americans’ privacy. Their surveillance records the daily lives of Americans living along the border, and because CBP regularly uses its drones to support the operations of other federal agencies as well as state and local police, its drones allow for government surveillance nationwide with minimal oversight and without warrants. CBP should wind down its drone program and, in the meantime, establish more robust privacy protections.
Technological advances will be repurposed to surveil the rest of the United States. 
Petra Molnar, serves as the associate director of York University’s Refugee Law Lab and as a faculty associate at Harvard University, July 11, 2024
“‘Tech Doesn’t Just Stay at the Border’: Petra Molnar on Surveillance’s Long Reach,” Texas Observer, https://www.texasobserver.org/border-surveillance-artificial-intelligence-tech/, (accessed 8-4-2024) 
The U.S.-Mexico border is an interesting case study because it is one of the crucial sites where smart border tech is being tested out. The border itself is already a really interesting and an important place to look at, because legally speaking, it’s very opaque, very discretionary. Officers can make all sorts of decisions. This is the kind of zone where new technologies of surveillance are being tested without public scrutiny, accountability, or even knowledge. We’re talking about traditional surveillance, like drones, cameras, sensors in the ground, but also draconian projects like the robot dogs that were announced in 2022 by the Department of Homeland Security that are now kind of joining the global arsenal of migration management tech. What happens at the border is this kind of laboratory where things are tested out and then it proliferates into other spaces—even with these robot dogs. A year after they were announced, the New York City Police Department proudly unveiled that they’re going to be using robo-dogs on the streets of New York. One even had black spots on it, like a Dalmatian. 


Privacy violations degrade mental health and prevent freedom of thought
Brett Friedman, designed and implemented numerous industry leading programs in compliance with local, federal, and regulatory guidelines, 2020
“What are the Effects of Invasion of Privacy – Social Media and Mental Health,” FHE Health Lab, https://fherehab.com/learning/public-exposure-and-mental-health/, (accessed 8-5-2024) 
Perhaps the most damaging effect of all, the level of uncertainty living under surveillance encourages people to conform. People being watched self-censor; it becomes too risky to express controversial opinions when it’s not clear if you’ll be branded a potential criminal (or worse). Overall, people alter their behaviors so they are not highly offensive to the watcher, which restricts freedom of self-expression and can feed into the previously mentioned issues. Anxiety in a Surveillance State There’s a clear distinction between anxiety as a typical human emotion and anxiety as a mental disorder. But mass surveillance blurs this line. Worries that previously would have been outside the normal bounds of emotion are now very realistic concerns. And the more entrenched the technology becomes, the blurrier the line gets. Being constantly watched makes it normal to worry about if your humor is too dark, your political stances too radical, your private web searches too controversial and your personality too out there. The old bounds of behavior shrink, and that leaves many more people with anxiety who are less sure if their worries are real or all in their heads.
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[bookmark: _Toc173774623]Rebuttal to Fentanyl Contention
1. Smugglers use legal ports of entry, not ungoverned spaces along the border. 
Gustavo Solis, Investigative Border Reporter at KPBS, 2023
“Little known 'virtual' border wall creates privacy, safety concerns, advocates say,” KPBS, https://www.kpbs.org/news/border-immigration/2023/04/21/us-mexico-virtual-border-wall-privacy-safety-concerns, (accessed 8-4-2024) 
Other experts said the virtual wall — just like its physical counterpart — causes more migrant deaths along the border. It also fails to address the most common drug smuggling method, which is to simply drive illicit drugs through legal ports of entry, they said. There is a direct correlation between militarization along the southern border and migrant deaths, according to Sam Chamber’s research. Sam Chambers is a University of Arizona researcher who focuses on patterns of migrant deaths in relation to border infrastructure. From a migration perspective, the virtual wall has the same impact as the physical wall, he said. “People moving around, out of sight of these towers, means they are taking longer journeys,” he said. This puts migrants at risk of kidney damage, dehydration, heat stroke and death, Chambers said.
2. Fentanyl comes from the northern border. 
David Ovalle, staff at Washington Post, 2023
“Fentanyl super labs in Canada pose new threat for U.S. opioid epidemic,” Washington Post, https://www.washingtonpost.com/health/2023/12/24/fentanyl-labs-canada-threat-to-us/, (accessed 8-4-2024) 
U.S. authorities say they have little indication that Canadian-made fentanyl is being smuggled south in significant quantities. But at a time when record numbers of people are dying from overdoses in the United States, the spread of clandestine fentanyl labs in Canada has the potential to undermine U.S. enforcement efforts and worsen the opioid epidemic in both nations. A fentanyl lab was discovered in October 2023 at a rural property in Mission, British Columbia. (Mission Royal Canadian Mounted Police) Investigators in Canada say the labs are producing fentanyl for domestic users and for export to Australia, New Zealand and, they assume, the United States. “It’d be hard to believe it’s not occurring,” said Philip Heard, commander of the organized crime unit for police in Vancouver, a city hard-hit by fentanyl overdose deaths. “Most police leaders I’ve spoken to believe our production outstrips what our domestic demand is.” The Canadian labs are a curveball for U.S. authorities whose efforts to combat fentanyl are focused on the southern border with Mexico. U.S. Customs and Border Protection has installed about $800 million worth of powerful scanning and detection equipment at land border crossings since 2019. Nearly all that technology has been deployed along the U.S. southern border, where CBP confiscated nearly 27,000 pounds of fentanyl during the fiscal year that ended Sept. 30, the most ever.
3. Funneling answers this advantage. Smugglers will use ungovernable terrain to avoid detection from enhanced surveillance. 

[bookmark: _Toc173774624]Rebuttal to Elections Contention
1. Even the most effective surveillance policy wouldn’t placate conservatives. Trump and Vance will continue to run on it, and Fox News will continue to use immigration as a wedge against Harris.
Sarah Sherman-Stokes, clinical associate professor of law at Boston University School of Law, 2023
“Being ‘anti-immigrant’ is not a winning strategy for Biden in 2024,” https://www.wbur.org/inside/staff/sarah-sherman-stokes, (accessed 8-4-2024)
Whoever the Republican candidate is in November, immigration — along with its bedfellows, racism and xenophobia — will also be on the ballot. Make no mistake, anti-immigrant zealots will never support President Biden. He hasn’t won their votes by continuing construction on the border wall, maintaining illegal Title 42 restrictions at the border or massively expanding the surveillance of noncitizens. Politically, Biden stands to gain little, if anything, by continuing his move to the right on immigration; if he further panders to the anti-immigrant agenda in 2024, he risks losing both Democratic votes, and his integrity. Instead, now is the time for the kind of bold, progressive leadership on immigration that President Biden once promised, but has yet to deliver.
2. Other issues outweigh: inflation, jobs, abortion and climate. Those all drown out the plan, especially this late in the game. 
3. Moving to the “right” on immigration costs Harris the progressive vote
Sarah Sherman-Stokes, clinical associate professor of law at Boston University School of Law, 2023
“Being ‘anti-immigrant’ is not a winning strategy for Biden in 2024,” https://www.wbur.org/inside/staff/sarah-sherman-stokes, (accessed 8-4-2024)
When President Biden announced his intent to run for re-election, a collective groan could be heard from immigration advocates. President Biden’s record so far on immigration has been, in a word, disappointing. It’s not that we never had hope for this administration’s immigration policy — it’s that we did. As Biden’s reelection campaign begins in earnest, rather than hue toward the political center, the president should embrace a compassionate, common sense and lawful approach to immigration policy that deemphasizes enforcement and mass incarceration, and delivers on the unfulfilled promises from his previous campaign. As a candidate in 2020, Biden’s immigration platform was progressive — a welcome response to years of President Trump’s relentless attacks on noncitizens, drastic enforcement measures and rollbacks of essential asylum protections. On the campaign trail nearly four years ago, Biden spoke with great promise and passion about “restor[ing] our moral standing in the world and our historic role as a safe haven for refugees and asylum seekers.” Specifically, then-candidate Biden promised to hold ICE accountable for inhumane treatment in jails and detention centers, halt construction of the border wall, end border restrictions and the separation of immigrant families, and make the Deferred Action for Childhood Arrivals (DACA) program permanent. President Biden has — at best — under-delivered on these campaign promises.
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