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Terms
Internet Provider: The commercial service used to establish a connection to the Internet. Examples of a service provider are America Online, Sprint, ATT, MSN, Road Runner, etc.
Internet Browser: The software used to manipulate information on the Internet. The four major browsers in use are Chrome (the Google product), Mozilla Firefox (the successor to Netscape), Safari (the Apple product) and Edge (the Microsoft product). Each type of browser will give you access to the same group of search engines, which is the main thing you will care about. 
Firefox has one feature that other browsers lack: it can report to you the last revision date of a Web page (select “Page Info” from the top “Tools” menu to access this function). I teach debaters that a Web page may be dated from the last revision date if no other date is shown on the page; Internet Explorer, Chrome and Safari offer no way to know this date. 
The “Wayback Machine” offers another option for discovering the dates that a website was first created and last revised. The Wayback Machine archives Internet sites, and is available at https://web.archive.org/. The procedure here is as follows: (1) Copy the URL of the website for which you need the date; (2) Go to the webpage for the Wayback Machine; (3) Paste the URL of the desired website into the search box of the Wayback Machine. For almost all website, the Wayback Machine will then report the time the website was created and the last time it was revised.
URL: This stands for Uniform Resource Locator. It is the http://www.baylor.edu etc. 
Internet Search Engine: The software used to search for information on the Internet. You will use the same group of search engines, regardless of which browser (Explorer, Firefox, Chrome, or Safari) you may be using. Examples of search engines are Google, Bing, Teoma, Yahoo, Excite, and LookSmart. My personal favorites are Google and Bing.
Metasearch Engines: These are Internet search engines which will submit your search to other search engines. While there were once many metasearch engines, the only major ones remaining are Dogpile and Webcrawler. The metasearch engines advertise that they are superior to any one search engine since they will report results from multiple search engines. While this is useful for some purposes, it is not the best means to conduct debate research. The metasearch engine sends a simple search request to other search engines, meaning that you are foregoing the opportunity to use the “advanced search” function that almost all major search engines make available to you. This means that you often are losing the capability to do exact phrase searching, limitation by date, limitation by domain, or limitation by file type. It is also often true that you will receive fewer hits from each of the major search engines than if you were to issue the search directly within that search engine. 
Domain: Each web page on the Internet will have a closing three letter code such as “.com,” “.edu,” “.gov,” “.net,” etc. The domain tells you something about the origin of the web page. In most instances, the “edu” domain means the web page is housed in or provided by a college or university. The “gov” domain means the web page is maintained by a federal, state, or local government. The “com” and “net” domains usually mean a commercial enterprise. Most of the major search engines (in the advanced search options) allow the debater to limit a search to particular domains.
PDF: This stands for “portable document file” and indicates that a document is being made available in a format which will look just like an original document in print (complete with page numbers). PDF files are designed to be viewed and/or printed in Adobe Acrobat Reader (available free for download from the Internet). The advantage for the debater is that information gathered from a PDF file can be cited at a particular page number (the same page number it would have as if you had access to the original printed document). Almost all congressional hearings (starting with the 105th and 106th Congresses) are available in PDF format. This not only means that you can download a hearing which will be identical to the printed one, but it also means that you have almost immediate access to a hearing once it has been held. PDF files also carry the advantage that they generally are made available from well-established sources on the Internet. Again, however, the software necessary to “read” PDF documents is available free on the Internet. You will know that a document for download is available in PDF format if the Internet URL ends in “.pdf”. Most of the major search engines allow you to search for only those Web pages which make available a PDF download.
HTML: This stands for “hypertext markup language” and is the code used for creating web pages. You don’t really need to be an HTML programmer to be able to write a web page since numerous programs can create the code for you from simple-to-operate menu choices. If you want to view the HTML code used to construct a web page you can do so by selecting the top menu choice for “View” (In either Firefox or Chrome) and coming down to the choice for “Developer Tools.” By selecting “View Source” under “Developer Tools” you will see displayed the native HTML code which creates the Web page. 
ARTIFICIAL INTELLIGENCE
Debaters can now explore the potential of artificial intelligence to assist with debate research and the construction of cases, by creating an account at <https://openai.com/ blog/chatgpt>.  
As explained in a recent CBNC article written by Ryan Browne, entitled “All you need to know about ChatGPT, the A.I. chatbot that’s got the world talking and tech giants clashing,” offered the following description: “ChatGPT is an AI chatbot developed by San Francisco-based startup OpenAI. OpenAI was co-founded in 2015 by Elon Musk and Sam Altman and is backed by well-known investors – most notably Microsoft. It is one of several examples of generative AI. These are tools that allow users to enter written prompts and receive new human-like text or images and videos generated by the AI” (https://www.cnbc.com/2023/02/08/what-is-chatgpt-viral-ai-chatbot-at-heart-of-microsoft-google-fight.html).
While ChatGPT is impressive in its ability to generate essays on any topic, debaters should remain wary about the accuracy of statistics and source citations provided – elements that are essential to ethical debating. Consider the following example of the following search query entered on March 1, 2023: “Write an essay complete with citations on the benefits of a universal basic income.” Within one minute, ChatGPT produced a 636-word essay complete with numerous statistical claims of the economic benefits of UBI. Unfortunately, the single source citation was to a United Nations document that could not be found using the URL listed at the end of the essay.
An example of the problems created by use of artificial intelligence to create and support arguments was recently illustrated by a problem in a court case argued before U.S. federal judge, Brantley Starr. Shweta Ganjoo, writer for Techclusive, explains why Judge Starr has banned the use of ChatGPT in his courtroom:
According to the judge, these AI platforms are incredibly powerful and have many uses in the law — form divorces, discovery requests, suggested errors in documents, anticipated questions at oral argument. “But legal briefing is not one of them. Here’s why. These platforms in their current states are prone to hallucinations and bias. On hallucinations, they make stuff up — even quotes and citations,” the judge’s order further read. Last week, ChatGPT had fooled a lawyer into believing that citations given by the AI chatbot in a case against Colombian airline Avianca were real while they were, in fact, bogus. Lawyer Steven A. Schwartz, representing a man who sued an airline, admitted in an affidavit that he had used OpenAI’s chatbot for his research. After the opposing counsel pointed out the non-existent cases, US District Judge Kevin Castel confirmed that six of the submitted cases “appear to be bogus judicial decisions with bogus quotes and bogus internal citations.” (No ChatGPT-Drafted Content in My Court: U.S. Judge Tells Lawyers, May 31, 2023, https://www.techlusive.in/news/ no-chatgpt-drafted-content-in-my-court-us-judge-tells-lawyers-1380889/) 
We are now beginning to see the use of AI in Internet search engines. One such search engine is available at www.sooth.ai. This search engine has been designed with the needs of debaters in mind; it also is designed to solve the ChatGPT source citation issues by providing direct access to high quality sources. After completing a search, the debater can click on the source to receive information designed to help evaluate its credibility. In addition, the search engine is designed to exclude low quality sources. Sooth is currently free to users, though the designers expect to convert it to a paywall operation at some time in the future. 
Maximizing the Use of the Search Engine
Why use a search engine? This is the only way to find material on the Internet unless you already know the URL you are looking for. The problem is that you must know the URL precisely; close will not be good enough. In the early days of the Internet folks used to use printed resources such as Internet Yellow Pages. But now there are simply too many pages for these types of publications to be useful. Google and Bing, for example, index about 30 trillion Internet pages. 
Procedures for effective searching:
What about capitalization? For Internet search engines capitalization no longer matters. Searching for “SECURITY COOPERATION” will produce the same results as “Security Cooperation” or “security cooperation.”
What about quotation marks? Use quotation marks whenever you want the search engine to look for words together as a phrase (assuming you are using a search engine that enables exact phrase searching). If you search for Basic Income (without the quotation marks), the search engine will look for web pages containing the word “basic” and “income” but it will not require that the words be next to each other. By putting quotation marks around “Basic Income” you are requesting only those pages containing the whole phrase. There is no need to put quotation marks around a single word. 
How can one limit a search to a particular domain? The best Internet search engines have an “advanced search” or “power search” capability. One of the options in the advanced search engine is the capability to limit by domain. Limited your search to the .gov domain will, for example, provide an efficient means of finding government publications on the desired search. To access Google’s advanced search engine, simple place the words “advanced search” in the Google search box.
How can one search for a particular URL (you know part but not all of the URL)? Many of the advanced search engines provide the capability to enter a search term and then to indicate whether you wish to make this search apply to “title only,” “full-text,” or URL. You would, of course, select the URL option.
How does the search engine rank the web pages it reports? This is a somewhat controversial issue. Some search engines receive payment from internet advertisers for the privilege of having their pages reported early in the search list. Most search engines, though, report the web pages in order of the greater number of occurrences of the term. Google’s patented PageRank system factors in not only the proximity of the terms but the number of times other users have accessed the web pages. 
Quality of Evidence on the Internet
Setting rigid standards will be essential: The Internet makes available web pages from fourth grade students right alongside those from world-class experts. Just as in the print medium, one must make a distinction between the New York Times and the Weekly World News. Since most debate research is squad-based, meaning it is shared by many students, it is essential that there be agreement on minimum standards for the types of web pages which may be used for debate research. Following are some recommended standards:
NO use of web pages which come from discussion groups or chat rooms.
NO use of evidence from comments posted on blogs.
NO use of web pages where the author’s qualifications are unknown.
NO use of web pages where the author is a student in grade school, high school, or college.
NO use of web pages from hate groups or from unidentified organizations.
NO use of web pages which are undated or for which a “last revision date” is unavailable.
Prefer web pages sponsored by one of the following groups:
A government institution
A major educational institution
A recognized “think tank” (RAND, Brookings Institution, Heritage Foundation, CATO Institute, Hudson Institute, etc.)
A reputable journalistic organization (CNN, New York Times, Christian Science Monitor, etc.)
Using the URL to sort out author qualifications: Consider the following example. You enter “John Rawls” and “social safety net” in a Google search. You have a web page returned to you entitled “Notes on ‘A Theory of Justice.’” The web page contains some information which you find useful, but you have no information about the author other than just the name Chilton. You notice from the URL that the web page comes from an “edu” domain associated with something called d.umn, but you don’t know what school this is, and you don’t know whether the author is a professor or an undergraduate student. The URL is http://www.d.umn.edu/~schilton/3652/Readings/3652.Rawls.ATheoryOfJustice.html. Take apart the URL to discover more about the author. Click with your mouse up in the URL line and eliminate all of the end of the URL back to schilton, then return. See if you can find more information about the author. If the URL comes from an educational institution with which you are unfamiliar, eliminate all of the end of the URL back to the part which ends in “edu” then hit return. By clicking the button on his web page for “Vita” you can discover information about his background. You find that the author of the web page is Stephen Chilton, Associate Professor of Political Science at the University of Minnesota, Duluth, who earned his Ph.D. from MIT — a good source. But some additional work was needed to determine the qualification. IT IS ESSENTIAL THAT YOU FIND THE PERSON OR GROUP RESPONSIBLE FOR AUTHORING THE WEB PAGE. It is NEVER a sufficient qualification that you found it on the Internet.
How to find the date. Some web pages will have the date prominently displayed at the top of the web page. Whenever you have this type of date listed, it should be used rather than the last revision date of the web page. Often, however, there is no date on the web page. In most cases you can find the date by pasting the URL into the Wayback Machine at https://web.archive.org/. The Wayback Machine will report the date that the web page was created and the date of its last revision.
How to prepare debate citations from the Internet. Example:
Melissa Kearney & Magne Mogstad, (Professor of Economics at the U. Maryland & Professor of Economics at the U. of Chicago), Universal Basic Income as a Policy Response to Current Challenges, Aug. 23, 2019. Retrieved Jan. 21, 2023 from https://www.brookings.edu/wp-content/uploads/2019/08/UBI-ESG-Memo-082319.pdf  
This is the citation standard required by the National Speech and Debate Association (NSDA), which follows a modified version of the Style Manual of the Modern Language Association (MLA). Authors must be listed if present. Qualifications must be given. The date of the web page must be given. The name of the web page should be presented. At the end of the citation, indicate that it was gathered online and that the online source was an Internet URL (as opposed to Lexis/Nexis, Dialogue, etc.). The final date is the date that you accessed the Internet material. 
Carding Evidence
ADVANTAGES OF ON-DISK EVIDENCE AND BRIEF PREPARATION
Minimize Printing: In the age of the information explosion, it is simply not feasible for debaters to print out a hard copy of everything they think they might need to read. The two major impediments are expense and time. It is expensive (in printer cartridges) for a debate squad to print out all of the materials that active researchers need. It is also time consuming to print big chunks of material; computer labs typically have many computers but a single printer. The printer becomes the bottle neck. The overuse of printing is also environmentally irresponsible. Debaters chunk huge volumes of paper, often printing out a two-hundred page law review article in order to extract two or three cards. This means that hundreds of pages per day of printed or photocopied materials are simply discarded.
More Usable Briefs: Word processed briefs are easier to read (no illegible hand-written tags, no red or blue ink which refuses to photocopy), and they contain much more evidence per page. This ends up saving a squad large amounts of money in photocopy cost. In fact, members of a large squad can simply distribute new positions via disk and have each squad member print out their briefs on their own printer. This dramatically reduces squad photocopy costs. If briefs are to be word processed, it simply makes sense to collect the evidence on-disk. Otherwise, the debater has to re-type the evidence which exists in hard copy.
Sorting is Easy: The old way for debaters to construct arguments (a hegemony disadvantage, for example) is to create piles on a table-top of evidence which is sorted into different parts of the argument. Inevitably, as the argument is being constructed, there are numerous times when the debater thinks, “I know I have that piece of evidence that says . . . but WHERE IS IT?” When evidence is collected, sorted, and filed on-disk, that doesn’t happen. If the evidence isn’t found in the right category, the debater simply uses the word processor’s “find” function to search for the word or phrase. The card is located in seconds. When evidence is prepared on-disk, the debater can simply use the sorting function of the word processor to put the evidence in order.
HOW DOES ONE CARD EVIDENCE ONLINE?
Have Your Word Processor and Internet Browser Both Open at the Same Time: There was a time when computers simply didn’t have enough RAM (current memory) to have two large programs open at once. Almost all current generation computers have plenty of memory to make this possible. Simply open the first program, then minimize the window (minimize button is in the top right corner) and start up the other program. If you are on a PC, switch back and forth between the two programs by clicking the desired program on the start-bar. On the Macintosh, you can switch between programs by using the icon in the top right hand corner of your screen. An alternative method for switching is to overlap the window just a bit so that a corner of both can be seen. When you desire to switch, just click with the mouse on the other window to make that program active.
Steps for On-Disk Carding of Evidence:
Text-Saving Method: 
1. Locate the Internet site from which the evidence will come.
2. Construct the evidence citation on the word processor in accordance with NSDA rules.
3. Highlight the portion of the text from the web page which will makeup the text of the card. Copy the text into memory (on the PC, this is Cntrl-C; on the Macintosh it is Apple-C).
4. Switch to the word processor and paste in the text just below the evidence citation. (On the PC, this is Cntrl-V; on the Macintosh it is Apple-V)
5. Eliminate unwanted carrier returns in one of two ways: (a) click at the beginning of each line and backspace, or (b) use the word processor’s search and replace function to eliminate all paragraph breaks.
6. Continue pasting cards into the word processor until you have taken all of the desired cards from the web page. Then copy and paste as many evidence citation tops as needed to match each of the cards.
SORTING EVIDENCE ON THE COMPUTER
Design a filing scheme which will allow addition of categories. 
Once filed and sorted, your on-disk evidence file functions just like the “piles of cards” on the table. You use the index to see where the cards are which will support the part of the argument you are putting together, then use the search function on the word processor to find the cards, by searching for R301, for example. Read the cards which are filed there, and select the card or cards you want to insert in the brief. Then cut and paste them.
Suggestions for Online Policy Debate Research
Finding Definitions of Terms:
www.OneLook.com: Access to more than one thousand dictionaries is available through www.onelook.com. 
http://dictionary.reference.com/: This Web resources says that it is “the world’s largest and most authoritative free online dictionary and mobile reference resource.”
http://www.yourdictionary.com/ 
http://oxforddictionaries.com/ 
http://www.etymonline.com/ 
Newspaper & Journal Articles:
Google News: Google news gives you access to otherwise hard to find news articles on the economic inequality topic. The normal news database is limited to the past 30 days, but you can access the Google News Archive at http://news.google.com/newspapers for older articles.
FindArticles: This article search site is maintained by CBS News, available at https://www.findarticles.com/ 
Library of Congress Online Reading Room. From this Web site, the debater can find links to hundreds of online newspapers and journals. http://www.loc.gov/rr/news/lists.html
The Write News. This site provides links to all major newspapers maintaining online services. http://writenews.com/newslinks/


Research Think Tanks: 
American Enterprise Institute: “The American Enterprise Institute for Public Policy Research is dedicated to preserving and strengthening the foundations of freedom—limited government, private enterprise, vital cultural and political institutions, and a strong foreign policy and national defense—through scholarly research, open debate, and publications. Founded in 1943 and located in Washington, D.C., AEI is one of America's largest and most respected think tanks.” http://www.aei.org/library.htm
Brookings Institution: “In its research, The Brookings Institution functions as an independent analyst and critic, committed to publishing its findings for the information of the public. In its conferences and activities, it serves as a bridge between scholarship and public policy, bringing new knowledge to the attention of decisionmakers and affording scholars a better insight into public policy issues. The Institution traces its beginnings to 1916 with the founding of the Institute for Government Research, the first private organization devoted to public policy issues at the national level. In 1922 and 1924, the Institute was joined by two supporting sister organizations, the Institute of Economics and the Robert Brookings Graduate School. In 1927, these three groups were consolidated into one institution, named in honor of Robert Somers Brookings (1850-1932), a St. Louis businessman whose leadership shaped the earlier organizations.” https://www.brookings.edu/ 
CATO Institute: “The Cato Institute was founded in 1977 by Edward H. Crane. It is a non-profit public policy research foundation headquartered in Washington, D.C. The Institute is named for Cato's Letters, a series of libertarian pamphlets that helped lay the philosophical foundation for the American Revolution. The Cato Institute seeks to broaden the parameters of public policy debate to allow consideration of the traditional American principles of limited government, individual liberty, free markets and peace. Toward that goal, the Institute strives to achieve greater involvement of the intelligent, concerned lay public in questions of policy and the proper role of government.” www.cato.org 
Heritage Foundation. “Founded in 1973, The Heritage Foundation is a research and educational institute — a think tank — whose mission is to formulate and promote conservative public policies based on the principles of free enterprise, limited government, individual freedom, traditional American values, and a strong national defense.” http://www.heritage.org/
Hudson Institute: “In Hudson Institute’s policy recommendations, articles, books, conferences, and contributions to the electronic media, we share optimism about the future and a willingness to question conventional wisdom. We demonstrate commitment to free markets and individual responsibility, confidence in the power of technology to assist progress, respect for the importance of culture and religion in human affairs, and determination to preserve America’s national security.” http://www.hudson.org/
RAND Corporation: “RAND (a contraction of the term research and development) is the first organization to be called a "think tank." We earned this distinction soon after we were created in 1946 by our original client, the U.S. Air Force (then the Army Air Forces). Some of our early work involved aircraft, rockets, and satellites. In the 1960s we even helped develop the technology you're using to view this web site. Today, RAND's work is exceptionally diverse. We now assist all branches of the U.S. military community, and we apply our expertise to social and international issues as well.” http://www.rand.org/
Law Reviews: 
University Law Review Project. http://www.lawreview.org/
LawTechnologyToday.org. This site provides links to hundreds of law reviews many of which make their archives available online. http://www.lawtechnologytoday.org/free-full-text-online-law-review-journal-search/ 
Top Economic Inequality Web Sites for Policy Debaters
American Enterprise Institute: www.aei.org
This organization states its purpose as follows: “The American Enterprise Institute is a community of scholars and supporters committed to expanding liberty, increasing individual opportunity and strengthening free enterprise. AEI pursues these unchanging ideals through independent thinking, open debate, reasoned argument, facts, and the highest standards of research and exposition.” By using the website’s search box, the debater can access dozens of recent reports relevant to the topic, including the following: “Rethinking Social Security in the Face of Economic Threats,” “The Case Against Mass Technological Unemployment,” and “Upward Mobility Is Alive and Well in America.”
Basic Income Earth Network (BIEN): https://basicincome.org/
This organization describes its mission as “to offer education to the wider public about alternative arguments about, proposals for, and problems concerning, basic income as idea, institution, and public policy practice. To this end, BIEN organizes public conferences around the world on an annual basis, promotes research, serves as a research repository, and publishes news, research, and opinion articles. BIEN is associated with an academic journal, Basic Income Studies.” Recent articles posted on this site include the following: “COP27: An Opportunity for Basic Income,” “Countries that Have Tried Universal Basic Income,” and “Negative Income Tax (NIT) Is Preferable to UBI.”
Bipartisan Policy Center: https://bipartisanpolicy.org/
This group declares its focus as “on policy solutions to strengthen our democracy, promote economic growth and opportunities, and create better health outcomes for all Americans.” Recent articles include the following: “A Bipartisan Plan to Expand the Earned Income Tax Credit,” “Immigration’s Effect on the Social Security System,” and “AI and the Workforce.”
Brookings Institution: www.brookings.edu
The Brookings Institution explains that its mission is “to conduct in-depth research that leads to new ideas for solving problems facing society at the local, national and global level.” By using the main search box to enter names such as “inequality” or “basic income,” the debater can access reports such as “Limited Family Support Policies Create a Powder Keg for Our Nation’s Future,” “Universal Basic Income as a Policy Response to Current Challenges,” and “How a VAT Could Tax the Rich and Pay for Universal Basic Income.”
Cato Institute: www.cato.org
Cato describes its purpose as follows: “The Cato Institute is a public policy research organization—or think tank—that creates a presence for and promotes libertarian ideas in policy debates. Our mission is to originate, disseminate, and advance solutions based on the principles of individual liberty, limited government, free markets, and peace.” Cato Institute scholars typically support conservative political perspectives. Examples of recent articles are “The Myth of American Income Inequality,” “The Government Debt Iceberg,” and “How Wealth Fuels Growth.”
Center on Budget and Policy Priorities: https://www.cbpp.org/
This group describes itself as “a nonpartisan research and policy institute that advances federal and state policies to help build a nation where everyone – regardless of income, race, ethnicity, sexual orientation, gender identity, ZIP code, immigration status, or disability status – has the resources they need to thrive and share in the nation’s prosperity.” Recent articles include “Top Ten Facts About Social Security,” “Policymakers Should Expand and Simplify Supplemental Security Income,” and “Universal Basic Income May Sound Attractive But, If It Occurred, Would Likelier Increase Poverty Than Reduce It.”
Center for American Progress: https://www.americanprogress.org/
This organization affirms its belief that “America should be a land of boundless opportunity, where people can climb the ladder of economic mobility. We believe we owe it to future generations to protect the planet and promote peace and shared global prosperity. And we believe an effective government can earn the trust of the American people, champion the common good over narrow self-interest, and harness the strength of our diversity.” A sampling of recent reports available from this website include the following: “Systematic Inequality: How America’s Structural Racism Helped Create the Black-White Wealth Gap,” “CAP Releases Major Plan for Investing in Communities and Establishing a Job Guarantee for Hard-Hit Regions,” and “SSI Reform Would Boost Incomes for Seniors and Disabled People.”
Commonwealth Fund: https://www.commonwealthfund.org/
The Commonwealth Fund declares its mission as “to promote a high-performing, equitable health care system that achieves better access, improved quality, and greater efficiency, particularly for society’s most vulnerable, including people of color, people with low income, and those who are uninsured. The Fund carries out this mandate by supporting independent research on health care issues and making grants to improve health care practice and policy.” Publications available from this website focus on health care access issues such as the following: “Comparing Health Insurance Reform Options: From ‘Building on the ACA’ to Single Payer,” “What Employers Say About the Future of Employer-Sponsored Health Care,” and “Improving Maternal Health by Extending Medicaid Postpartum Coverage.”
Competitive Enterprise Institute: https://cei.org/
This group declares that it is “America’s leading advocate of regulatory reform on a wide range of policy issues. We fight for less regulation, more freedom, and fairness for all.” Their conservative political vision is of “a society thriving without unnecessary government burdens, where property rights are secure and Americans are free to prosper.” This website provides access to articles including “Economics of the Green New Deal: More Red Than Green,” “Green New Deal Will Be All Pain and No Gain,” and “the Case Against a Universal Basic Income.”
Economic Policy Institute: https://www.epi.org/
The vision of this group “is for all workers to share equally in the economic prosperity of our country. Our research exposes the forces that seek to exclude and diminish the power of people of color and women –particularly Black, Brown, and indigenous people – to the benefit of white supremacy and wealthy elites.” Recent articles include the following: “New Report Shows that Rising Inequality Has Reduced U.S. Economic Growth,” “Social Security Expansion Would Likely Bolster, Not Hurt, Economic Growth,” and “How Do Our Job Creation Recommendations Stack Up Against a Job Guarantee?”
Foundation for Economic Education: https://fee.org/
This group says that its mission is to “inspire, educate, and connect future leaders with the economic, ethical, and legal principles of a free society. These principles include: individual liberty, free-market economics, entrepreneurship, private property, high moral character, and limited government.” Recent articles include “Income Inequality Is a Natural and Desirable Feature of Labor Markets,” “Why Bernie Sander’s Universal Job Guarantee is Fool’s Gold,” and “Why Doubling Down on Social Security Is Unfair to Gen Z and Millennials.”
Heartland Institute: https://heartland.org/
According to its website, the Heartland Institute “is one of the world’s leading free-market think tanks. It is a national nonprofit research and education organization based in Arlington Heights, Illinois. Its mission since its founding in 1984 is to discover, develop, and promote free-market solutions to social and economic problems.” The organization provides a conservative political position on most of the issues involved in the 2023-23 debate topic, including the following: “Abracadabra! Liberals Claim Universal Basic Income Makes Poverty Disappear,” “Government Job-Guarantee Policies Guarantee Nothing But Fewer Jobs,” and “Fighting Income Inequality Won’t Help Workers.”
Heritage Foundation: www.heritage.org
This conservative think tank promotes the principles of free enterprise, limited government, individual freedom and a strong national defense. Using the search option available on this Web site, the debater can find dozens of useful reports on the economic inequality topic, including “Each American Is $240,000 in Debt Because of Excessive Government Spending,” “Making the Case for Markets,” and “America’s Achilles Heel: Our Debt Catastrophe.”
Hoover Institution: www.hoover.org
According to its Web site, “the Hoover Institution seeks to improve the human condition by advancing ideas that promote economic opportunity and prosperity, while securing and safeguarding peace for America and all mankind.” By using the search box on the website’s home page, the debater can access document such as “The Truth About Income Inequality,” “The Fiscal Consequences of Medicare For All,” and “Michael Munger on the Basic Income Guarantee.”
Independent Institute: https://www.independent.org/
This group declares that its mission “is to boldly advance peaceful, prosperous, and free societies grounded in a commitment to human worth and dignity.” While it seems that Independent Institute scholars tend to express politically conservative viewpoints, the group’s official position is that it is not influenced by partisan politics: “Today, the influence of partisan interests is so pervasive that public-policy debate has become too politicized and is largely confined to a narrow reconsideration of existing policies. In order to fully understand the nature of public issues and possible solutions, the Institute’s program adheres to the highest standards of independent scholarly inquiry.” Recent reports include the following: “A Philosophical Economist’s Case Against a Government-Guaranteed Basic Income,” “The Indignity of Universal Basic Income,” and “Decrying Income Inequality Is a Harmful Tactic That Will Make Us All Worse Off.”
Kaiser Family Foundation: https://www.kff.org/
This organization focuses “on national health issues, as well as the U.S. role in global health policy. KFF develops and runs its own policy analysis, journalism and communications programs, sometimes in partnership with major news organizations. KFF serves as a nonpartisan source of facts, analysis and journalism for policymakers, the media, the health policy community and the public.” Recent health care-related articles include: “Expanding Medicare to Adults at Age 60 Years – Medicare-for-More?,” “Even Supporters May Not Understand Medicare-for-All,” and “How Will Medicare-for-All Proposals Affect Medicaid?”
Levy Economics Institute of Bard College: https://www.levyinstitute.org/
The Levy Institute identifies itself as “independent of any political or other affiliation, and encourages diversity of opinion in the examination of economic policy issues while striving to transform ideological arguments into informed debate. Recent articles available from this website are “Stagnating Economic Well-Being and Unrelenting Inequality: Post-2000 Trends in the United States,” “Can We Afford the Green New Deal,” and “Why a Universal Basic Income Is a Poor Substitute for a Guaranteed Job.”
Manhattan Institute: www.manhattan-institute.org/
This organization’s mission “is to develop and disseminate new ideas that foster greater economic choice and individual responsibility. The Institute serves as a leading voice of free-market ideas, shaping political culture since our founding in 1977. Ideas that have changed the United States and its urban areas for the better – welfare reform, tort reform, proactive policing, and supply-side tax policies, among others – are the heart of MI’s legacy.” A sampling of recent articles relevant to the 2023-24 topic include the following: “Against the Universal Basic Income,” “The Problem With Lifting Social Security’s Earnings Cap,” and “Sanders’ Jobs Guarantee Plan Ignores Lack of Shovel-Ready Jobs.”
Mercatus Center at George Mason University: https://www.mercatus.org/
According to its website, this organization seeks to advance “knowledge about how markets solve problems and help us lead happier, healthier, and richer lives. For more than 40 years, Mercatus has supported leading talent and scholarship in the mainline economics tradition, applying rigorous research to real-world concerns.” Recent articles include “Regulation and Income Inequality in the United States,” “How Reliable Is Modern Monetary Theory as a Guide to Policy?,” and “Medicare-for-All: $32 Trillion in New Costs or $2 Trillion in Savings.”
National Bureau of Economic Research: https://www.nber.org/
This organization describes itself as “a network of nearly 1,700+ economists who hold primary appointments at North American colleges and universities. These researchers are leaders in the field: Forty-three current or former NBER affiliates have been awarded the Nobel Prize in Economic Sciences, and 13 have chaired the President’s Council of Economic Advisers.” Recent articles include “Achieving Universal Health Care Coverage in the United States,” “Health Care Spending Growth Has Slowed,” and “The Effects of Income on the Well-Being of Families With Low Incomes.”
New America: https://www.newamerica.org/
This says that it is dedicated “to renewing the promise of America by continuing the quest to realize our nation’s highest ideals, honestly confronting the challenges caused by rapid technological and social change, and seizing the opportunities those changes create.” Recent articles include “Is America Ready for a Guaranteed Basic Income,” “California Shows Us What a National Guaranteed Income Could Be,” and “Guaranteed Income and the Safety Net.”
New York Times: www.nytimes.com
The New York Times is a premier U.S. newspaper for coverage of national security and privacy issues. As with many newspaper websites, however, access is limited for non-subscribers. This website allows non-subscribers free access to up to 10 articles per month. Find the website’s search engine by first clicking the three horizontal bars at the left side of the page. By entering “basic income” or “jobs guarantee” in the search box, the debater can access articles such as the following: “Andrew Yang on Universal Basic Income,” and “The Case for a Federal Jobs Guarantee.”
Pacific Research Institute: https://www.pacificresearch.org/
According to its website, this organization has “established five research centers to provide compelling policy analysis and solutions: Education Studies, Business and Economic Studies, Environmental Studies, Health Care Studies and Center For California’s Future. The center directors and policy fellows respond to current policy challenges with rigorous, cutting-edge research and thought-provoking public commentary.” Using the search function, the debater can access politically-conservative commentary on many issues relevant to the 2023-24 topic, including “Single-Payer ‘Medicare for All’ Would Inflate Americans’ Healthcare Bills,” and “Basic Income: High Praise But Poor Results.”
Partnership for America’s Health Care Future: https://americashealthcarefuture.org/
This group announces that its mission is to oppose expansion of the federal government’s role in the health care system: “We want to work together to lower costs, protect patient choice, expand access, improve quality and foster innovation. And whether it’s called Medicare for All, Medicare buy-in, or the public option, one-size-fits-all health care will never allow us to achieve those goals. That’s why we support building on the strength of employer-provided health coverage and preserving Medicare, Medicaid, and other proven solutions that hundreds of millions of Americans depend on – to expand access to affordable, high-quality coverage for every American.” Recent articles include “Fact Check-Up: Correcting Common Myths About Medicare For All,” “Medicare For All Could ‘Decimate’ The Economy,” and “Medicare for All Could Threaten the Health Care Workforce.”
Physicians for a National Health Program: https://pnhp.org/
According to its website, “Physicians for a National Health Program is a single issue organization advocating a universal, comprehensive single-payer national health program. PNHP has more than 20,000 members and chapters across the United States. Since 1987, we’ve advocated for reform in the U.S. health care system. We educate physicians and other health professionals about the benefits of a single-payer system–including fewer administrative costs and affording health insurance for the 30 million Americans who have none. Our members and physician activists work toward a single-payer national health program in their communities.” Recent articles include the following: “Why we Should Celebrate Medicare’s 57th Birthday by Enacting Medicare for All,” “U.S. Hospitals Will Thrive Under Single Payer Medicare for All,” and “The Myth Of A Physician Exodus Under Medicare for All.”
Public Citizen: https://www.citizen.org/
According to its website, “Public Citizen is a nonprofit consumer advocacy organization that champions the public interest in the halls of power. We defend democracy, resist corporate power and work to ensure that government works for the people – not for big corporations.” Recent articles include “Medicare for All is a ‘Racial Equity Policy:’ Winning Medicare for All Would Be An Essential Step In Preventing Needless Pain And Suffering In Communities Of Color” and “Coronavirus Shows Why We Need Medicare for All: The tremendous greed of the for-profit health insurance system even in the face of a pandemic highlights why we need Medicare for All”
Reason Foundation: https://reason.org/
The Reason Foundation says that it “advances a free society by developing, applying, and promoting libertarian principles, including individual liberty, free markets, and the rule of law. We use journalism and public policy research to influence the frameworks and actions of policymakers, journalists, and opinion leaders. We promote the libertarian ideas of: Voluntarism and individual responsibility in social and economic interactions, relying on choice and competition to achieve the best outcomes; The rule of law, private property, and limited government; Seeking truth via rational discourse, free inquiry, and the scientific method.” Recent articles include “Why Andrew Yang and Elon Musk Are Wrong About the Urgent Need for Universal Basic Income,” “Reconsidering the Way We View and Measure Poverty,” and “The True Depths of the U.S. Debt Crisis.”
Roosevelt Institute: https://rooseveltinstitute.org/
According to its website, the “Roosevelt Institute is a think tank, a student network, and the nonprofit partner to the Franklin D. Roosevelt Presidential Library and Museum that, together, are learning from the past and working to redefine our collective future. Focusing on corporate and public power, labor and wages, and the economics of race and gender inequality, the Roosevelt Institute unifies experts, invests in young leaders, and advances progressive policies that bring the legacy of Franklin and Eleanor into the 21st century.” Recent articles include “Universal Income: What Is It, and Is It Right for the U.S.?,” “Exploring Guaranteed Income Through a Racial and Gender Lens,” and “Inequality and Economic Growth.”
Social Security Works: https://socialsecurityworks.org/
This organization declares its purpose as “to protect and expand Social Security, Medicare, and Medicaid; lower drug prices; ensure economic justice for all; and guarantee health care as a human right – because everyone deserves to live in dignity.” Recent articles include “Medicare for All Will Benefit Everyone – Seniors Most of All,” and “President Biden Commits to Lowering Drug Prices, Expanding Medicare & Medicaid.”
Third Way: https://www.thirdway.org/
This organization declares that it “champions modern center-left ideas. Our work is grounded in the mainstream American values of opportunity, freedom, and security. But we identify as center-left, because we see that space in U.S. politics as offering the only real path for advancing those ideals in the century ahead. Our agenda is ambitious, aspirational, and actionable. It is built on the bedrock belief that for political movements to succeed in our political system, they must relentlessly re-imagine their policies, strategies, and coalitions. We are fighting for opportunity, so everyone has the chance to earn a good life; progress on social issues, so all have the freedom to live the lives they choose; and security, so we are protected from 21st century global threats.” Articles available from this website include “Race, Wealth, and Retirement Across the United States,” “Five Inequities in Health Care,” and “Four Ways America’s Retirement System Is Failing Workers.”
U.S. Chamber of Commerce: https://www.uschamber.com/
The U.S. Chamber of Commerce explains that its mission is to represent the interests of the business community: “Since our founding, the U.S. Chamber has advocated for policies that help businesses create jobs and grow our economy. Building on a strong legacy of trust and track record of success, we help today’s businesses start, grow, and thrive in a complex and constantly changing macro environment. We inform our members with timely policy analysis and legal advice, connect them with leaders in business and government through world-class events and intimate gatherings, and equip them with tools and resources to help them succeed.” Recent articles available from this website include “Medicare for All Builds a Risky Contraption on a Cracking Foundation,” and “Capital Gains Proposals Will Harm U.S. Competitiveness and Job Creation.”
Universal Income Project: https://www.universalincome.org/
This group explains that it exists to advocate for a universal basic income: “The Universal Income Project is devoted to the expansion of economic security and human dignity through the implementation of a universal basic income in the United States. We develop policy and use creative tools to educate, popularize, and organize around this radically common-sense idea.” By selecting the “Press” tab, the debater can find a collection of recent newspaper articles on the topic of a universal income such as ““Should Environmentalists Embrace Universal Basic Income?,” “Give Every Child a $1,000 Trust Account and the Next Crisis Won’t Be So Bad,” and “Don’t Just Send People Money During a Pandemic – Do It All the Time.”
Urban Institute: https://www.urban.org/
This organization describes itself as committed to “upward mobility and equity. We are a trusted source for changemakers who seek to strengthen decisionmaking, create inclusive economic growth, and improve the well-being of families and communities.” Recent articles include the following: “Is the Stimulus Rebate a Universal Basic Income?,” “Does a Guaranteed Basic Income Encourage Entrepreneurship?,” and “Envisioning an Effective Federal Jobs Guarantee.”
U.S. Congress: www.congress.gov
This Web site has replaced Thomas.gov as the one-stop-shop for access to current legislation. By clicking the “Legislation” tab and using the search box, the debater can receive an update on the status of bills or resolutions dealing with the 2023-24 topic. Some recent examples in the 117th Congress are S.4204: “Medicare for All Act of 2022” and S.Res.819: “A Resolution Affirming the Commitment of the Senate to Protect and Expand Social Security and Supplemental Security Income Programs.”
Suggestions for Online Lincoln Douglas Research
Dictionary of Western Philosophy: 
Philosophy professor, Garth Kemerling, maintains this site, offering the following description: “This is a concise guide to technical terms and personal names often encountered in the study of philosophy. What you will find here naturally reflects my own philosophical interests and convictions, but everything is meant to be clear, accurate, and fair, a reliable source of information on Western philosophy for a broad audience”: http://www.philosophypages.com/dy/index.htm 
Glossary of Philosophy: 
This lengthy set of philosophical terms primarily comes from Student Resources for Introduction to Philosophy, written by John Perry, Michael Bratman, and John Martin Fischer. It now appears in the following Wikipedia page: https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Glossary_of_philosophy  
Guide to Philosophy on the Internet: 
Operated by Peter Suber of the philosophy department at Earlham College. http://legacy.earlham.edu/~peters/philinks.htm 


Immanuel Kant: An Introduction to the Work of Kant: 
This is an excellent site – part of the “Great Thinker” series – providing an overview of the moral philosophy of Kant: https://thegreatthinkers.org/kant/introduction/ 
Internet Encyclopedia of Philosophy: 
This is a one-stop-shop for finding the meaning of key terms in philosophy as well as a brief overview of the biography and teachings of major and minor philosophers. http://www.iep.utm.edu/ 
Introduction to Philosophy: 
This is an Online philosophy textbook (in seventeen chapters) written by Dallas M. Roark, professor at Emporia State University : http://www.qcc.cuny.edu/Social Sciences/ppecorino/roark-textbook/default.htm 
Project Gutenberg: 
The description offered by this site: “Project Gutenberg offers over 54,000 free eBooks: Choose among free epub books, free kindle books, download them or read them online. You will find the world's great literature here, especially older works for which copyright has expired” http://www.gutenberg.org/ 
Stanford Encyclopedia of Philosophy: 
This site describes itself as follows: “The Stanford Encyclopedia of Philosophy organizes scholars from around the world in philosophy and related disciplines to create and maintain an up-to-date reference work.” The site allows a simple search box as well as a clickable Table of Contents: https://plato.stanford.edu/ 
The Basics of Philosophy: 
This site offers the following selectable tabs dealing with all aspects of philosophy: General, By Branch/Doctrine, By Historical Period, By Movement/School, By Individual Philosopher: http://www.philosophybasics.com/ 
