IT AINT FAIR

YEAH, BOQOYS! DEE- BAI' T
HAS GONE ALL TO HALE SINCE
I WAS BEDATIN YAYUH, TH'S
HERE COLUMN IS ABOUT WHY
SPEED IS TARRIBLE. AS SEEN
BY A YOKEL OUT I N KANSAS.
AIN' T NO NEED FER YEW POW
ERFUL NASHNUL CI RKI'T
FELLERS TO READ THI' S
JUST US GOCD OL" BOYS AND
GALS SITTIN HERE,
CHEW N' | SPI TTI N’ AND
VOTI N STOCK | SSUES! !

Are they gone?

Al right. You and I,
let's talk about what this
immgration topic is really
about. You've probably been
sitting there rasslin' wth
si x hundred dollars of fancy
handbooks written by fol ks who
had a vested interest in nmak-
ing this topic as broad and
confusing as possible. | nean,
if I was selling you evidence,
| would be, too. Andif | was
sel | i ng negati ve handbooks, |
would be trying to blow up
the world also, with all the
nuke wars and speci es extinc-
tions I could nuster.

But I'mjust sitting here
on ny hay bale, watching the
cows not worrying rmuch about

the beef d/a, and |'m still
wondering what the shouting
is all about. You see, this

topic boils down to one spe-
cific concept.

Equity.

Now, 1'm not confusing
policy and value debate.
Pol i ci es, of course, are based
on values -- it is howwe wei gh
advant ages and di sadvant ages
after all. The blow up the
world scenarios are based on
the life value aren't they?
If | respond to your nuke war
wi th the response "Good! The
whol e Earth experi nent was on
one of Cod's bad weeks", then
what are we discussing?

And this topic is about
equity.

A second caveat -- | am
not tal king about equality.

Equality is when all partici-
pants have saneness. A golf
tournanent wi th no handi caps
awar ded to t he weaker gol fers
has equality. A golf tourna-
ment with handi caps has eq-
uity -- thisis, fairness in-
stead of saneness.

As the |law has evol ved,
the principle of equity has
repl aced equality. It is the
source of controversial court
deci si ons such as busing and
affirmative action, and | ess
controversial regulations,
| i ke handi capped access to
public buil di ngs.

The key word in the reso-
lutionis regul ation. Aregu-
| ati on nodifies on-going be-
havi or. A regulation that
says no hats in class nodi-
fies all behavior in that
class after theregulationis
pronounced. O course, if
hats are out of fashion, then
the regulation is rarely in-
voked. And if the regulation
is "no beards in class" and |
teach ki ndergarten, the regu-
lation is never an issue.
Qops, excuse ne.

YAYUH. STOCK | SSUES.
LIKE I'S ANGUS BETTER THAN
HOLSTEI N? Gl VES A HOLE
KNEW MEANIN' TO SLI NG N
THE BULL. DON' T IT?

There. Were was | ? Now,
the affirmati ve, no natter how
twi nky, is proposing a regu-
lation that will in the fu-
ture have to be enforced. Oh-
erw se, there woul d be no need
area. Let's say the affirma-
ti ve nobans about the Haitians
boating to the United States.
Qbvi ously, when the policy is

announced, there will be
peopl e who wi || have their be-
havi or nodifi ed. If the

pol i cy keeps the Haitians out,
then the Haitians wll bear
the brunt of the regulation

If the policy is to open the
ports to them then many nore
peopl e wi Il have their behav-
i or changed by the regul ati on

The key is to discover these

parties, and see if the regu-
lationis fair, equitable, to
t hem

Let's take a twi nky case
-- ban Chinese dissidents.
Sone joker has a quote that
letting the survivors of
Ti anamen Square find refuge
here is hurting the rel ations
of China and the US. Fair
enough; check ye olde file --
no nucho. Meditate for the
nonent on the evils of m xing
| anguages, and then consider
t he question of equity.

Qoviously, the affirma-
tive is naking a regulation
that intends to acconplish one
of two policies; either to
gain from the Chinese ness
specifically, or in general
to apply this policy to any
di ssident imm grants that may
cause tensi on bet ween t he gov-
ernnents.

Let's take the latter
case. What will be the re-
sults of such a regul ation?

1. Aviolation of equa
treatment before the |aw
Chi nese that have entered the
United States before the regu-
[ ation shoul d be i mmune to de-
portation; to deport themaf-
ter they have been granted
asylum would be grossly un-
just. Those after the regu-
[ ati on are i nposed cannot im
mgrate. What are the dif-
ferences between these two
cl asses of immgrants except
for the tinme factor? Noth-
i ng.

So what? The courts will
serve their protective func-
tion and declare the action
invalid. The affirmative will
declare this a matter of fiat.
| really don't believe this
part of fiat power -- the regu-
lation is established by ac-
tion of the executive branch,
and its approval by the courts
is a second action after fiat
power has expired. But let's
grant themthe power to change
the court's mnd. The result
is.

2. Court stripping. The
vital component of justiceis



stare decisis: that is, that
sim | ar cases nust be treated
simlarly. The fact that the
immgrants are only distin-
gui shed fromeach ot her by the
time of their entranceto this
country is not significant
until the court is forced by
the power of fiat to recog-
nizeit. The affirmative nust
force courts to recogni ze tine
of application as a critical
conponent inadmtting any i m
mgrant. Therefore, any im
m grants may be deported,
years after entry, nerely be-
cause the governnent has rea-
son to believe the current
foreign governnment would be
happier to have them back.
There is nmuch further to go,
wi th sone good | aw school re-
search, you find the future
of totalitarian governnent ar-
gunent easy and believable to
reach.

TOTALI TARI AN CEREAL IS
SUFFERI NG FROM POOR STOCK
FUTURES. KELLOGGS, GEN-
ERAL M LLS, EVEN CAPTAIN
M LLS STOCKS ARE VOTIN
| SSUES.

Whew, those big inpacts
had them coming back like a
2AR to a missed turn. Now,
use your little grey cells.
Consi der that second case,
that ONLY the Chinese will be
the subject of this regul a-
tion. Does that sound |like a
violation of civil rights? Not
if they are not citizens, the
affirmative clains. Nowthat
i s a strange decl aration, since
the courts have upheld due
process for immgrants in the
matter of deportation. Fur-
ther, if we ignore that, the
prospect of Japanese -- Ameri -
can WN'l settlement canps is
easy to invoke. I f Chinese
immgrationis displeasingto
the current Chinese govern-
nment, we shoul d send ALL Chi -
nese back, correct? Surely
the fact that mllions of them
were born here and are Ameri -
can citizens is uninportant,

if the Chinese governnent

wants them back, then they
shoul d go. And why not their
property, too? Send all their
savings to China, and sell
their property and send it
back, too. What STOPS | T?
The courts cannot, because

fiat power has stripped them
of ability to stop this in-
justice.

But, that's not all. Eg-
uity is the central consider-
ation of ALL imrmigrants while
inthe United States. G een
cards becone worthl ess by the
action of the affirmative
case. Immigrants will |ose
the right to defend t hensel ves
inacivil suit. The affir-
mat i ve cases that devel op the
i nequities of current |aw can
all be run as disadvantages
to such a system

Probably the best reason
to study and devel op the eqg-
uity concept is because it is
anat hema to the debaters who
like to run fromdebate. It
is the type of argunent they
cal | "stupid" because they are
forced to consider it. And
if they can beat the argu-
nment... Well, | really don't
t hi nk a debat er who woul d run
a specific country or specific
regul ation case is a good
enough debater to beat it.

Do | think these argunents
are unanswerable? O course

not. But the pickier the af-
firmative, the nore trouble
they pose. And if that neans

the affirmatives debating this
topic will have to di scuss the

i ssues, that's all the bet-
ter.

DEBATE | SSUES. THAT' S
THE TI CKET. GOT ALL MY

EVI DENCE OUT OF USELESS
NEWS AND WOULD DI STORT, AND

CARRIED "EM I N MY BACK
POCKET RI GHT NEXT TO MY
CATTLE PROD. USED ONE IN
REBUTTAL, AND THE OTHER IN
CROSS - EX. YAYUH, THEM
WAS THE DAYS.............
(Bill Davis coaches at Bl ue

Valley (KS) and wites this
regul ar Rostrum Col umm.)



