Daniel Webster was a Senator, a Secretary of State, a lawyer, and a revered orator.  He once said, “Justice, sir, is the great interest of man on Earth.”
It is because I agree with Daniel Webster that Justice is the greatest desire of mankind that I today stand in affirmation fo the resolution that:

In the US Judicial System, truth-seeking ought to take precedence over priviledged communication.

I would like to begin by defining some key terms that will help clarify the debate my source was the Mirriam-Websters 9th Collegiate Dictionary.
Truth is defined as actuallity, the body of real things events, and facts.

My Value Premise is that of Justice.  Plato defines justice as: Giving each his or her due.  Justice applies to this case because the idea behind truth-seeking is to achieve justice.  Without which the court systems do not function.

The Value Criteria set forth by the affirmative is Accurate Adjudication: which is the quality of our justice system to accurately make a decision based on the evidence provided.

My First Contention discusses the fact that the fundamental purpose of the US Judicial System is to seek the truth.   


Truth is essential to apply the law accurately.  The definition of Accurate Adjudication clearly states that the reason for accurate adjudiaction is Justice and justice is giving people what they are due and the only way to determine what they are due is to know the truth as to what happened.  Without truth it is impossible to accurately determine what someone is due and thus the value premise of Justice is not achieved.  If the truth is known that an accurate decision may be made and the value premise of Justice is achieved.

Priviledge Communication unnecessarily obstructs the truth.  It is completely unnecessary to prevent the police and a jury from knowing what happened, it is unjust for a person to be imprisoned or set free merely because the truth was unknown.  Often the people who have the most information are the people closed to the accused and it is therefore counterproductive to stop them from telling what they know.  If priviliged communication exists the truth is hidden and the value premise of Justice is not achieved because the value criteria cannot exist.

My Second Contention discussees why Truth seeking is the only way to guarantee Judicial Legitimacy


Truth seeking protects the rights of the accused and the fights of society.  The rights of both parties is justice and the only way for justice to exist is for the truth to be known.  Without truth seeking society wouldn’t have the right to safety because people who would be found guilty had the truth been known are now found innocent.  Truth seeking also allows for accurate adjudication which is the right of all accused people and by giving them their rights you are doling out justice to them.  

Truth Seeking achieves the truth in a legitimate way.  Truth seeking achieves the truth legitimately because it prevents unjust methods from being used.  In many cases violence has been used in interogations to get an accused to confess.  Another tactic was to trick the accused into confessing something even if they didn’t do it.  In many cases across the country people have confessed to crimes they have not committed because the police have had to use different methods because they can’t get their information from the people who actually know such as priests, lawyers, spouses, and doctors.  With truth seeking the police can ask people who have less stake in the outcome such as doctors and priests and therefore can either find out whether someone is innocent or guilty without having to resort to tactics that many would consider barbaric and unjust.
My Third contention is the inherent harms of a negation.


Privileged Communication is abused at the sacrifice of justice in society.
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