I affirm.

Lever defines compulsory voting:

Lever, Annabelle. "Is Compulsory Voting Justified?" British Journal of Political Science(2009): n. pag. JSTOR. Web. 19 Aug. 2013 March of 2009

Lever 1

The term “compulsory voting” can be a bit misleading, at least in democracies, where the secret ballot obtains. Because of secrecy, it is impossible to verify whether or not any- one has cast a legally valid ballot. Consequently, compulsory voting generally means compulsory turnout or, as some call it, compulsory participation. However, because the purpose of compulsion is to get people to vote, rather than just to turn out or to participate in some generic way, talk of compulsory voting strikes me as less misleading than these other terms, and is the term that I will be using here.

Ought is used to indicate duty or correctness, typically when criticizing someone's actions. so the affirmative must only show that there is a correctness to the compulsory vote in order to win that voting ought to be compulsory. (New Oxford American Dictionary) 

Dahl defines democracy: 

(define as participation in CX)

Dahl, Robert A. A Democratic Dilemma: System Effectiveness versus Citizen Participation

Political Science Quarterly, Volume 109, Issue 1 (Spring, 1994), 23-34.

http://Iinksjstor.org/sici?sici=0032-3195%28199421%29109%3A1%3C23%3AADDSEV%3E2.O.CO%3B2- W

By the late twentieth century, this set of political institutions, which are generally seen as necessary to democracy (though not sufficient) on the large scale of a country, have become very familiar: control over government decisions about policy is constitutionally vested in elected officials; elected officials are chosen in frequent and fairly conducted elections in which coercion is comparatively uncommon; practically all adults have the right to vote in the election of officials and have the right to run for elective offices in the government; citizens have an effectively enforceable right to express themselves on political matters broadly defined, without danger of severe punishment; the also have effective rights to seek out alternative sources of information and to form relatively independent associations or organizations, including independent political parties and interest groups.'

Dahl says that democracy is essentially about participating, so the AC defends compulsory participation in the form of being informed. If democracy is about participating and we don't mandate it, we can't ensure that democracy stays democracy, and therefore, we don't know the truth value of the resolution. This means the statement can't be evaluated.

AND

Negatives must prove the converse of the resolution true, because it is the best way to make debate reciprocal. Reciprocality is important because having to argue for reciprocal viewpoints increases direct clash in viewpoints, which leads to debaters learning the most possible from debates. When affirmatives run case positions to which negatives just respond with a non-converse of the resolution, all the affirmative and negative debaters learn from the round is how the affirmative side of the debate could be flawed, or could be perfect, whereas in an instance where the negative runs a converse position, the debaters learn how both sides of the issue work. This is key to education because reciprocality through arguments allows the most learning possible within a debate round. Education is a voter because  debaters need to be prepared to think in the world after high school, and since debate is a critical thinking forum, it is one of the places that debaters can learn the most about the world. Drop advocacies that aren't consistent with this ideal because it is a bad route for debaters to learn.

I value Human worth, which is the inherent value of all peoples. Democracies are built to take into account the will of the people, which means they have to concede that all people have human worth. If people aren't taking advantage of their ability to cognitively process information, people lose something that defines what it means to be human. All peoples have the capacity to make decisions, so governments have to respect it.

Berntson:

Journal of Personality and Social Psychology © 1999 by the American Psychological Association May 1999 Vol. 76, No. 5, 839-855, The Affect System Has Parallel and Integrative Processing Components  Form Follows Function  

John T. Cacioppo Department of Psychology Ohio State University  Wendi L. Gardner Department of Psychology Northwestern University  Gary G. Berntson Department of Psychology Ohio State University   

Affective categorizations and responses are so critical that all enduring species have rudimentary reflexes for categorizing and approaching or withdrawing from certain classes of stimuli and for providing metabolic support for these actions (e.g., Berntson, Boysen, & Cacioppo, 1993 ; Davis, 1997 ; LeDoux, 1995 ). These rudimentary processes are evident in humans as well, but a remarkable feature of humans is the extent to which the affective categorizations are shaped by learning and cognition ( Berntson et al., 1993 ; Kahneman, Diener, & Schwarz, in press ). As various authors have noted, an additional adaptive advantage is conferred on species whose individual members have the capacity to learn on the basis of the unique environmental contingencies to which they are exposed, to represent and predict events in their environment, to manipulate and plan on the basis of representations, and to exert some control over their attentional and cognitive resources.  

Thus the standard is maintaining the use of human cognition.

Part A: In a society of compulsory voting, the decision will ultimately be made by those that exercise their cognitive resources.

Elections in which the people in a democracy all vote will be filled with many voters who are assumed to not be knowledgeable about the issues the election(s) will impact, but this doesn't seem to be an issue. This is because the ignorants will statistically split themselves up between the candidates to the point where there votes have split the race evenly. In this case, it then would be up to those who knew what was going on to make the final call, meaning their votes are the only votes that truly make the difference. This means we need to have compulsory voting so we make sure all of the informed are voting.

Caplan:

The Myth of the Rational Voter Why Democracies Choose Bad Policies, No. 594 May 29, 200,  B Caplan - 2011 - books.google.com

 If voters face a blind choice between X and Y, knowing nothing about them, they are equal- ly likely to choose either. With 100 percent voter ignorance, matters are predictably grim. One candidate could be the Unabomber, plotting to shut down civiliza- tion. If voters choose randomly, the Unabomber wins half the time. True, the assumption of zero voter knowledge is overly pessimistic; informed voters are rare, but they do exist. But this seems a small consolation. One hundred percent igno- rance leads to disaster. Can 99 percent ignorance be significantly better? Yes. Democracy with 99 percent ignorance looks a lot more like democracy with full information than democracy with total igno- rance. Why? First, imagine an electorate where 100 percent of all voters are well- informed. Who wins the election? Trivially, whoever has the support of a majority of the well- informed. Next, switch to the case where only 1 percent of voters are well-informed. The other 99 percent are so thick that they vote at random. Quiz a person waiting to vote, and you are almost sure to conclude, with alarm, that he has no idea what he is doing. Nevertheless, it is basic statistics that—in a large electorate—each candidate gets about half of the random votes. Both candidates can bank on roughly a 49.5 percent share. Yet that is not enough to win. For that, they must focus all their energies on the one well- informed person in a hundred. Who takes the prize? Whoever has the support of a majority of the well-informed. 

Part B: The voice of the people needs to adapt to political context.

When evaluating the issues that the country needs to deal with, it is up to the people to make those issues a big deal when election time comes around. The people thus need to be more aware of what is going on around them, and thus democracy prescribes that all people participate in their countries to know what is going on. Compulsory voting will increase the information citizens have on issues that effect the government.

Loveless:

Macro Salience: How Economic and Political Contexts Mediate Popular Evaluations of the Democracy Deficit in the European Union, Robert Rohrschneider University of Kansas, Matthew Loveless The University of Mississippi

Intuitively, a country’s macro context directs individuals to pay more attention to the most pressing societal problems and deemphasize issues that are less pressing. This assertion is so self-evident that one nearly misses its signiﬁcance. For this is a different way of saying that the national context affects the basis upon which citizens evaluate political objects. We therefore assume that citizens evaluate the EU on the basis of those factors that constitute the most pressing issues in a nation. And citizens obtain information about the nature of these problems, in part, from country’s macro context. For example, when immigration rates increased in The Netherlands, the importance of national identity to publics and elites increased which is now a salient factor when Dutch citizens evaluate immigration issues (Sniderman and Haagendorn 2007). Note that we are here less interested in examining precise microlevel mechanism (e.g., accessibility versus persuasion, online versus memory-based processing) or group-level processes (the role of speciﬁc elites versus the mass media). Instead, we pursue a more modest goal—to understand the consequences of macro contexts for the salience of various considerations across nations. Because macro conditions are removed a considerable distance from the issue framing sources usually discussed in this literature, we refer to this mechanism as macro salience.

Part C: Compulsory voting accounts for the use of cognition.

When voting becomes compulsory, the system inherently accounts for the elevation and use of the human cognition, at least in the political sphere. To that effect, democracies can uphold the human worth of the citizens of their nations. Full participation thus makes people think about their surroundings as well as strengthens the push for awareness in the democracy, therefore reinforcing the idea the countries are built on as well.

Malkopoulou:

Lost Voters:  Participation in EU elections and the case for compulsory voting   

CEPS Working Document No. 317/July 2009, Anthoula Malkopoulou

Second, this solution would recreate the EU electorate as a unified political body and add new dimensions to EU citizenship. Full participation in the EU elections would raise political debates from a national to a European level. In this way, it would distract voters from the narrow national context and elevate them into a European public sphere. Electoral obligation could lead to an increased awareness and interest in European issues and, as a result, create a distinct EU-mindedness. In other words, compelling citizens to vote could work as a costless civic education measure. And, as a side-effect, it would eliminate the expense of election promotion and raise voter awareness. 

Part D: Compulsory voting increases the exercise of human cognition

When compulsory voting goes into effect, those citizens whose lives are void of the use of cognitive capacity in the political sphere will become citizens whose lives gain an added dimension. As people become more politically involved, the message of government and politicians becomes received by more minds, that have the task of interpreting them and thinking about a response to the statements. Therefore, compulsory voting will lead to people having a greater ability to exercise their cognitive capacity.

Harvard Law Review:

CV Can Cause Political Education

Harvard Law Review, 2007 The Case for Compulsory Voting in the United States, Vol. 121, No. 2 (Dec., 2007), pp. 591-612


The concern with underinformed voters also assumes that current nonvoters’ levels of political engagement and awareness are static. As noted in Part II, one of the potential benefits of compulsory voting is that it can make government more relevant to the lives of current nonvoters and can thus increase their levels of political engagement. Compulsory voting can also force political candidates to change the way that they communicate their messages and reach out to the electorate. Thus, over time, compulsory voting may cause current nonvoters to become more politically informed. 

AND:

Presumption affirms. Two reasons:

1. Time skew: Because of the negative’s longer speeches, they can make many more arguments at a higher, coherent, level and have better quality of time while the affirmative must cover much more ground in much less time in the 1AR and 2AR. 

2. Strat Skew: The affirmative has no way of knowing what the neg will run and so spends half of its speech time in the dark while the neg is reactive and has more flexibility. 

Affirming is harder because of the time skewed 1AR and strat skew in reactivity; This means that if the debate is a wash, I did the better debating

