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Birthright Citizenship Aff: We stand in affirmation of the topic Resolved: Birthright citizenship should be abolished in the United States. We define abolish according to the Black’s Law Dictionary as to annul, eliminate, or destroy, especially an ongoing practice or thing and “ should” from the Merriam Webster dictionary as a word used to express obligation. The criteria for this round will be net benefits and if we prove that abolishing birthright citizenship provides even a minute benefit or keeping it is minutely harmful an affirmative ballot is warranted. 
Contention 1) Education for the children of illegal immigrants constitutes the single largest cost to taxpayers. According to At an annual price tag of $52 billion, state and local governments absorb nearly all of the costs of education for these children. Undoubtedly one of the strongest arguments for ending birthright citizenship centers on the costs that American taxpayers incur as a result of illegal immigration. 
While the Supreme Court has ruled that even illegal immigrants and their children must receive education if they are of proper age, United States law clearly states that illegal immigrants are not eligible for benefits such as Medicare or Temporary Assistance for Needy Families (TANF for short). Once one member of the family is a citizen, this is no longer the case. As such, once illegal immigrant families have children, they are eligible as those children are American citizens. This is unfair because illegal immigrants receive the same benefits as their legal counterparts do; yet they are not paying an equivalent amount into the system. 
Contention 2) Birthright citizenship encourages illegal immigration. 
Subpoint A) The status quo creates an incentive for illegal immigration where the reward for illegally entering the country can be an American child. According to the The benefits attached to having an American child extend beyond those associated with social services. With an American child, an illegal immigrant can plausibly acquire permanent residency onto himself once he has been in the country for seven years which brings us to our 
Subpoint B) The law rewards law breakers and punishes those that follow it. (same source) as well as FAIR federation for american immigration reform http://www. fairus. org/site/News2? page= NewsArticle&id= 16535&security= 1601≠ws_iv_ctrl= 1007 Additionally, having a child can be used to circumvent screening procedures: Although the United States generally does not grant visas to foreigners who are likely at any time to become chronically welfare-dependent, this allows foreigners who would normally be ineligible to receive visas to become permanent residents. 
The result is that a foreigner who never waited on the immigrant visa waiting list, and who would have been excluded as a public charge, may be granted permanent residency with an American child as evidence of hardship, thus gaining an unfair advantage over law-abiding, immigrant-hopefuls who have been on the waiting list for permanent residency. “ Congress, by failing to act on legislation aimed at correcting the interpretation of citizenship by birth, in effect rewards law-breakers and punishes those who have chosen to follow the rules and immigrate legally. ” For these aforementioned reasons, an affirmative ballot is warranted. 
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