
Debate 101
Teacher’s Edition

Slide Set
2017 - 2018



Toulmin Model 

Claim

• Statement 
we are 
trying to 
prove

• “It’s 
raining”

Warrant

• Reasons 
that 
statement is 
true

• Data, 
experiences, 
backing

Impact

• Why we care 
about the 
claim

• Who is 
affected? 

• What is 
affected?



Toulmin Model for Debate 

Claim

Warrant
• Data
• Backing
• Experiences

Impact 
(Implication)



Tag: A brief summary of the argument 

made in the evidence

Citation: Author & source of 

evidence

Text of Card: The entire 

section of evidence that makes our 
argument. We highlight/underline 
the portions we actually read, but 
keep all of the context. 

Q: Why is keeping the 
context so important?

Anatomy of a “Card”



Flowing 

A system of note taking used in debate rounds to:

• Keep track of our arguments
• Keep track of opponents arguments
• Organize arguments throughout the round
• Understand key elements of the round



Reciprocity Activator

Answer the following questions based on the 

cartoon:

• How would you define “reciprocity?”

• Is reciprocity different than equality?

• Is reciprocity fair?



Speech Types & Definitions

Constructive

• 8 min long

• Builds (“constructs”) each teams arguments

• New arguments may be introduced 

Rebuttal

• 5 min long

• Narrows arguments down to the BEST arguments

• Refutes (“rebuts”) your opponents best arguments

Cross Examination

• Ask clarifying question

• Ask questions that set up your future arguments



Speech Order & Roles

1st Affirmative Constructive (1AC) – Establishes the Aff  case. Entirely pre-written.

Cross Examination (CX) – the 2N asks clarifying/strategic questions of  the 1A.

1st Negative Constructive (1NC) – Establishes the Neg case and answers the 1AC. Entirely pre-written.

CX – the 1A asks clarifying/strategic questions of  the 1N.

2nd Affirmative Constructive (2AC) – Extends the arguments from the 1AC & responds to the 1NC. Uses blocks & 

evidence prepared in advance along with new analytic arguments.

CX – the 1N asks clarifying/strategic questions of  the 2A.

2nd Negative Constructive (2NC) – Extends 2/3 of  the Neg arguments developing more in depth responses to the Aff.

CX – the 2A asks clarifying/strategic questions of  the 2N.

1st Negative Rebuttal (1NR) – Extends the rest of  the Neg arguments developing more in depth responses to the Aff.

1st Affirmative Rebuttal (1AR) – Picks and chooses the best remaining arguments to answer all of  the Neg arguments.

2nd Negative Rebuttal (2NR) – Picks their best strategy for defeating the Aff  and tries to preempt the final Aff  speech.

2nd Affirmative Rebuttal (2AR) – Responds to the 2NR while articulating the most persuasive reason to vote Aff.

Prep Time – 8 minutes per team to use how they wish. 



Stock Issues

• Significance: The problem we are talking about is important

• Harms: There is a problem

• Inherency: The government is not solving the problem now
• Attitudinal

• Legislative

• Existential

• Solvency: The plan solves the problem(s) we’ve identified 

• Topicality: The plan is part of  the resolution we are supposed to be talking 
about



Advantages

• Advantages: Additional positive things (externalities) the plan results in 
beyond fixing our original problem.



Being Negative

Defense

“You don’t fix 
that problem”

“That problem 
isn’t really that 

bad”

Offense

“You’re right, 
that’s a problem, 

you make it 
worse”

“You’re wrong, 
that’s not a 

problem, it’s a 
good thing”

Link Defense

Impact Defense

Link Turn

Impact Turn



The Disad Cliff: Part 1

Uniqueness: If  everything 

stays the same, our hero 

is fine.

Brink: The point of  no 

return, or in this instance, 

the edge of  the cliff.

Impact: the bad 

thing we will 

avoid if  we keep 

everything the 

same.



The Disad Cliff: Part 2

Link: Something has 

changed and is pushing 

our hero to danger.

Internal Link: steps 

between link & impact



Parts of  a Disadvantage (DA)

Disadvantage: An Off-Case position run by the negative that argues that 
even if  the Affirmative is a good idea it starts a chain of  events that are so 
bad they outweigh the reasons to vote affirmative.

Parts of  a DA

• Uniqueness: The Status Quo is fine and things will continue to be fine as long as we 
stay the course.

• Link: The affirmative starts a chain of  events that makes us less safe.

• Internal link(s): Steps in the chain to the brink (there may be one or more than one).

• Brink: The point at which the impact is inevitable.

• Impact: The bad thing that will happen if  we move away from the Status Quo.



Why do we need a topic?

Why is it important to limit those 

plans?

What would happen if  there were 

no limits to those plans?

Topicality is the stock issue that 

ensures Affirmatives only pick 

plans that fall within the bounds 

of  the topic.

If  your case isn’t topical you lose 

the debate even if  you prove your 

plan is a good idea.

The Affirmative doesn’t have to 

prove they are topical, the 

Negative has to prove they are 

NOT topical.

Resolution: Sets the boundary 

of  which plans we are going to 

talk about this year.

Topical Plans are 

within the boundary of  

the resolution.



Debating Topicality

Since Topicality is such a big deal, determining the boundaries of  the resolution is really important.

Parts of  a Violation

Interpretation Definition Violation

Reasons to 
Prefer

• Standards

• Voters/Impacts



Opportunity Cost – Do Now

Each of  these cartoons highlights the concept of  an “opportunity cost.” Based on them, how would 

you define “opportunity cost?”



Intro to Counterplans

Opportunity Cost: means there is a forced choice between two options (we 
can only have one).

Counterplans are a competitive policy option offered by the negative. This 
means they are a forced choice (opportunity cost) with the affirmative plan.

Two types of  competition

• Net Benefits: The counterplan and plan could theoretically happen at the same time, 
but that would trigger a disadvantage we want to avoid.

• Mutual Exclusivity: It is impossible for the counterplan and the plan to happen at the 
same time.



Parts of  a Counterplan (CP)

Counterplan Text: This is just like a plan text, but offered by the negative. 
It is a brief  description of  the alternative action the negative proposes.

Solvency: Evidence that proves the actions of  the CP text will solve the 
same problems as the affirmative.

Net Benefit: Disadvantage avoided or advantage claimed only by the CP 
that the affirmative doesn’t access.

*Note: Net benefits are often on a separate flow and may be standalone 
disadvantages to the plan (i.e., the negative could win with a combination of  
CP + DA OR Status Quo + DA).



Types of  Counterplans & Net Benefits

CP: States

NB: Federalism

CP: Courts

NB: Judicial 
Legitimacy

CP: 
Opportunity 

NB: 
Discrimination 

Turns



Answering Counterplans

STOP the CP

Solvency 
Deficit: Reasons 
the CP doesn’t 
solve the Aff

Theory:
Reasons the CP 
is theoretically 
problematic.

Offense:
Reasons the CP 
is worse than the 

Aff
*Note – can be 

against CP Solvency 
or the NB

Permutation:
Arguments that 
the Aff  & CP 

can both be done 
AND would be 
at least as good 

as the CP



Counterplan Theory

Types of  CP Theory

States:
Objects to the negative’s ability to fiat 

all 50 states.

1) More actors than the aff
2) States never really act uniformly so 

it’s not realistic

Agent:
Objects to the negative’s ability to fiat 
the same action with a different actor.

1) Lots of  possible actors, 
unpredictable.

2) Steals the action of  the aff, hard to 
answer our own action.



Counterplan Status Theory

Types of  CP Statuses

Conditionality:
Objects to the negative’s ability to go for the 

CP or the Status Quo

1) The aff  has to defend one thing, so 
should the negative.

2) Not limited to just one, skews time too 
much

Dispositionality:
Objects to the negative’s ability to go for the 

CP or the Status Quo (under certain 
conditions)

1) The conditions limit the best affirmative 
answers, it’s basically conditionality.

2) Still skews time and ground. We have to 
defend one, so should you.



Permutation Theory

Permutation Objections

Severance:
The permutation isn’t a real test of  

competition because it removes part of  
the affirmative plan

1) The aff  can’t be a moving target, the 
plan is binding

2) Our NB links to the thing you removed

Intrinsicness:
The permutation isn’t a real test of  

competition because it adds to the CP or 
the affirmative plan

1) The addition to the perm solves our net 
benefit

2) You could add ANYTHING which 
isn’t a real test of  competition



Stars – Do Now

What are Stars? 



Parts of  a Kritik

Framework: Arguments made by the negative that the context identified by 
the kritik should be prioritized over the 1AC.

Link(s): Arguments explaining what the affirmative team has done to tie 
them to the kritik. Note – unlike DA links, these may be more general (i.e., 
complicity with the capitalist system).

Impact(s): The terminal problems identified by the kritik. Note – unlike DA 
impacts, these are often root causal (i.e., Capitalism is the root cause of  
environmental damage). 1AC and DA links tend to be more 
proximate/specific causes.

Alternative: The action the negative proposes in the face of  the links and 
impacts they’ve identified. It’s almost never a state action and may be 
anything from rejecting the 1AC to a thought experiment.



Neoliberalism Kritik

• Neoliberalism: the political and economic ways that capitalism is organized 
and implemented in society.

• Possible implications of  that for schools: 



Racism Kritik

• Institutional Racism: The ways social institutions, including schools, reinforce power 
dynamics that result in people being excluded based on race.

• Anti-blackness: the collection of  structural disadvantages and actions taken by civil 
society that devalue the worth of  black individuals.



Answering Kritiks

Go “F-POSTAL” on the K

Framework:
Affirmative 

justifications of  
their method, 

role of  the 
ballot and role 
of  the judge

Permutation: 
Same idea as a 
perm on a CP, 
but with the 

method/actions 
of  the 

alternative that 
aren’t mutually 

exclusive.

Offense:
Identify 

arguments that 
are offense 

against the K’s 
method or 

actions. 

Solvency 
Deficit:

Identify impacts 
the affirmative 

resolves that the 
K-Alternative or 

Framework 
cannot resolve

Theory: 
Theoretical 

objections to the 
alternative, 

framework or 
status of  the K

Alternative: 
Offense against 
the alternative’s 

method or 
thought 

experiment

Links: Almost 
always defense 
to mitigate the 

risk of  the links 
(your offense 
will be against 
the alt or the 
impact level)


