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What Novice Debate Should Look Like

Available Arguments

Afghanistan or South Korea Affirmative

Overview

The Affirmative team will present a plan and argue the plan is a good idea and the government should pass it. The negative will argue it is a bad idea and the government should not. 

Both teams will make many arguments why the plan is a good or bad idea, and use evidence to back up their arguments. 

Judging

If the judge decides the plan is a good idea, the affirmative wins. If they judge decides the plan is a bad idea, the negative wins. The judge will assign more weight to arguments that are backed up by evidence than those that are not

Speech by Speech

The 1AC (first affirmative speech): The Affirmative will present a plan that is outlined in four sections; a) inherency- what is happening now, b) harms- why that is bad, c) a plan, and d) why that plan solves the problem. This speech is pre-written.

The 1NC (first negative speech): The negative will make three to four arguments answering inherency, harms, and solvency. They should be a combination of evidence and analytic argument s (arguments the debaters thought of that have no evidence). The negative should try to number each argument. For example, “On inherency- my first argument is ……, Second…., Third….. Fourth….. On harms, my first argument is ……, Second….., Third…..” etc. 

Later speeches- The debate will continue with each team answering, hopefully by number, the arguments their opponents made in the speech before. They should analyze evidence, both theirs and their opponents, as much as possible to support their arguments. 

Later speeches will need to bring the individual arguments back to the larger question: Is the plan a good idea? The judge will ask him/herself at the end of the debate: Is the plan a good idea? If the answer is yes, then the affirmative wins. If the answer is no, then the negative wins. 

Tournament Two –Goals
Overall Goals
· Student will enjoy debate and look forward to practice and tournaments

· Students will believe that they can excel at debate

Basic Debate Skills:

· Students will learn to make and respond to arguments
· Students will use evidence to support their arguments
· Students will develop basic public speaking skills and self-confidence
· Students will develop critical reading skills through examination of evidence
Content

· Students will learn about and develop familiarity with the Afghanistan affirmative case and Negative Arguments

· Students will learn about and develop familiarity with the South Korea affirmative case and Negative Arguments

Debate is a dynamic and challenging activity, and like all competitive activities, it requires hard work and dedication for even the best and brightest to succeed.  The singular, overarching goal of the second tournament is to help students find this difficult activity welcoming, worthwhile, and most of all, fun.  Students will be more likely to return to practice and work hard to improve, if they find the activity enjoyable to begin with. Therefore, at this stage, content and skills development are less important than simply getting the students to like debate.  

Week of October 18th
Activity: Debrief From Tournament
Materials Needed: Ballots, Handout #1
1. The students will probably be excited. Let them lead the discussion to begin with. What did they like/dislike? What went well/ didn’t go well? There will be things they didn’t like, judges they didn’t agree with- try to bring it around to a more positive note. Stress that the judge is always right-this is SOOO important.
2. Go over the ballots before the practice. Try to find both positive and negative themes. Tell students you went over the ballots. Before you hand them out:

a. Tell them what types of positive comments their judges were writing. You might want to call out specific students who had this feedback- say something like… Jasmine- your judge in the second round said you really explained your evidence well- can you tell everyone what you did exactly that the judge really liked…

b. Come up with no more than three general comments that the judges said “we” need to work on. Do not call out students for this. Three good examples would be:

· Clashing-  number your own arguments and refer to theirs by number when you are answering it

· The Big Picture- why do the arguments you are making answer the big question- Is the plan a good idea?
· Use of evidence- In the final speeches, referring to evidence to back up your arguments

3. Pass out ballots and have students work with their partners to fill out Handout #1. After students are finished, discuss.

a. Ask students to share their responses.

b. Address each response as a group, offering advice and encouragement 
c. Create a short list of areas the entire team needs to improve. 

4. Ask students what they think the most successful debaters do after a tournament to help prepare for the next tournament... Answer you are looking for is to think about arguments that good teams made, and decide how best to answer them. Tell them that is what we are going to do that at the next practice- in the form of a game. Tell them their homework is to 

a. Write out the top three arguments they heard the affirmative make, and the top three arguments they heard the negative make. 
b. If you have varsity- ask them to talk about the impact doing debate work to prepare for tournaments can have. 
c. Remind students they need to bring their evidence packets to the next practice.
Week of October 25th 
Activity One: Post Tournament Brainstorming- the Affirmative
Materials Needed: Afghanistan Evidence Packets
1. Tell students that today we are going to talk about how to answer the best arguments we heard at the last tournament. Before we do that, we need to go over what the Afghanistan Affirmative says. Ask them to take our their 1AC. (now is a good time to remind them that they need to have their evidence with them at every practice).

a. Ask your students what the plan is. Answer: Plan: The United States federal government should withdraw all forces performing counterinsurgency operations in Afghanistan.
b. Write “Inherency” on the board. Ask your students what the word inherency means. Answer: What is going on right now?
c. Ask your students what the inherency is for the Afghanistan Affirmative. Write it on the board

(Answer) Inherency:  America’s current policy toward Afghanistan is to expand our forces there to fight al-Qaeda and the Taliban. Many observers predict that the U.S. will not adhere to the July 2011 deadline to begin withdrawal, as military assessments on the ground will be pessimistic.  Therefore, the United States will indefinitely continue its policy of combating the insurgency with tens of thousands of American troops. 

d. Write “Harms” on the board. Ask your students what the word harms means in debate. Answer: The bad thing that is happening now. Ask your students what the harms of the affirmative are. Write it out.

(Answer) Harms: Not only is this force expensive in terms of American lives and dollars, a large military presence will not increase stability in Afghanistan.  Instead, it causes the connection between al-Qaeda and the Taliban to tighten, increases anti-Americanism, and also increases the success of terrorist recruiting.  Past experience with counter-insurgency strategies in other countries proves it will be a failure.  Indeed, evidence indicates the Taliban is gaining strength and the government is becoming more anti-American.  

Not only will our large military presence be counterproductive in Afghanistan, it will also increase radicalization in neighboring Pakistan.  The large occupation force will increase anti-Americanism in Pakistan, which threatens the pro-American regime in power.  Pakistan has nuclear weapons, so a civil war of any kind would present a huge risk that weapons of mass destruction will fall into terrorists’ hands.  In addition to threatening a civil war, radicalization of Pakistan would increase the likelihood they would be dragged into a conflict with archenemy India.  A nuclear war could result. 

Week of October 25th (cont.)
e. Write “Solvency” on the board. Ask your student what the word solvency means in debate: Answer: it means how the affirmative plan solves the harms. Ask your students what the solvency for the affirmative is. Write it out.

(Answer) Plan and Solvency: The affirmative plan would reduce our military presence by changing our mission from counter-insurgency to counter-terrorism.  It would not be a complete withdrawal from Afghanistan. It would leave about 10-15,000 troops in Afghanistan for the foreseeable future to remain on guard against terrorist bases and activities.  It would facilitate targeted strikes against specific terrorist actions.  An announcement of our future reduced presence would create positive political change within Afghanistan and Pakistan, strengthening our efforts to produce stability and modernization.

2. Ask your students to tell you some of the best arguments the other teams were making. Write them down on the board next to the part of the affirmative they answer. For example: If it answers a harms argument, write it next to harms on the board. Continue until there are a bunch of arguments each for inherency, harms, and solvency. Feel free to add your own that you heard, and have your varsity contribute
3. Break students into groups and tell them you are going to play a game. Tell them for each argument, they are going to pretend they are the affirmative and they are going to have to figure out how to respond to the arguments on the board. Do this argument by argument- and have each group share what they came up with. You or the varsity can judge and give teams points/candy for the best response.
Week of October 25th (cont.)
Activity Two: Post Tournament Brainstorming- the Negative: 
1. Ask your students to take out their evidence packets. Tell them to look over the negative evidence against the Afghanistan Affirmative.
2. They should pick the best piece of evidence against inherency. Give them a few minutes. Once they have it, have one person from each group tell the class about the piece they chose and explain why it is the best. Some options on how to proceed

a. Just pick winner based on the arguments made- award points/candy

b. Let groups cross-examine each other.

c. Let a different person in a group argue the other groups evidence is weak

d. Have a general discussion

3. Repeat for harms and solvency evidence. Ensure different students in each group speak.

4. Suggest that students mark the evidence in their packets that they like the most so they can make sure they use it in their future debates. Have them also write out the analytical arguments they have heard that they like.
Week of October November 1st 
Activity: Introduction to the South Korea Affirmative
Materials Needed: Pro US Troop withdrawal video, Handout #2, South Korea Evidence Packets, Handout #3
1. Watch the Pro U.S. Troop Withdrawal Video. It can be found @ (http://www.youtube.com/watch?v=KkOQZTFqth4)
2. In groups, have students create a 1AC for South Korea using information from the video. They should use the South Korea Affirmative Handout. Remember:

a. Inherency: What is happening in South Korea now

b. Harms: Why that is bad

c. Solvency: Why removing U.S. troops from South Korea would be bad


3. Go over what students came up with on the board
4. Pass out the Tournament Two Evidence Packet. 

5. Divide the group into smaller groups using varsity debaters and coaches as leaders. Within small groups, read the 1AC aloud. Explain that the tag, the sentence before the evidence, is the claim that you say the evidence makes. Ask students to identify the warrants in the evidence as to why the tag is true.

6. End with a trivia game- Handout #3
Week of October November 8th
Activity: Introduction to the South Korea Negative
Materials Needed: Anti- US Troop withdrawal video, Handout #4, South Korea evidence packets
1. Watch the Anti- U.S. Troop Withdrawal Video. It can be found @ (http://www.youtube.com/watch?v=KkOQZTFqth4)
2. In groups, have students create a 1NC for South Korea using information from the video. They should create arguments against the South Korea affirmative using the South Korea Negative Handout. Remember:

a. Inherency: What is happening in South Korea now

b. Harms: Why that is bad (or for the negative- why that is good)
c. Solvency: Why removing U.S. troops from South Korea would be bad (or for the negative- why U.S. troops should say)


3. Go over what students came up with on the board
4. Ask your students to take out their evidence packets. Tell them to look over the negative evidence against the South Korea Affirmative.

5. They should pick the best piece of evidence against inherency. Give them a few minutes. Once they have it, have one person from each group tell the class about the piece they chose and explain why it is the best. Some options on how to proceed

a. Just pick winner based on the arguments made- award points/candy

b. Let groups cross-examine each other.

c. Let a different person in a group argue the other groups evidence is weak

d. Have a general discussion

6. Repeat for harms and solvency evidence. Ensure different students in each group speak.

7. Suggest that students mark the evidence in their packets that they like the most so they can make sure they use it in their future debates. Have them also write out the analytical arguments they have heard that they like.

Handout #1: Tournament Debrief Handout

1. According to the ballots, which round was your best round? Why?

2. According to the ballots, which round was your worst round? Why?

3. In your opinion, which round was your best? Your worst?

4. What areas do you believe you can improve the most?

Handout #2: South Korea Affirmative Handout
Plan: USFG should withdraw its troop presence from South Korea

Inherency


1.

Harms

1.

2.

3.

4.

Solvency

1.


2.


3.

Handout #3: South Korea Affirmative Trivia Questions
1. What is the Plan

a. The United States federal government should withdraw its troop presence from South Korea

2. Which author says a nuclear war on Korea will be bad for the world

a. Peter Hayes and Michael Green
3. What author says that South Korea doesn’t need U.S. troops because their military is strong enough

a. Ted Carpenter and Dough Bandow
4. What is the name of your mothers child

a. The correct answer is the student who just says their name (or that of a brother/ sister

5. What is one reason the evidence says nuclear weapons might be used?

a. Possible Answers: Miscalculation or accident, NK might call our bluff
6. Why would a nuclear war be bad for the world?

a. Possible Answers: destroy the global climate, global economy, other states get nuclear weapons, other states react with nukes
7. How many troops does the U.S. have in South Korea

a. 28,000
8. Why would removing U.S. troops help solve the problems  between North and South Korea

a. China will get serious about intervening

9. What does ROK stand for

a. Republic of Korea
10. Which contention is inherency

a. One
Handout #4: South Korea Negative Handout

Plan: USFG should withdraw its troop presence from South Korea

Inherency


1.

Harms

1.

2.

3.

4.

Solvency

1.


2.


3.

Supplemental Activity #1: Judge Adaptation Roleplaying
1. Assign varsity students to play various judge roles. If you have an all novice team, assign teachers.
2. Explain the directions of the activity to the group.
3. Assign volunteer debaters for “Scenario 1.” Ask them to prepare 2-minute speeches for their side.
4. Act out “Scenario 1.”
5. After the debate, ask the group the following questions:

· How would you describe this type of judge?

· Did the debater effectively adapt?
· What are the most effective ways to adapt to this type of judge?
6. Discuss.
7. Repeat steps 3-6 for the next Scenario.
Directions: In this activity, varsity students (or teachers) will play the role of several types of judges. Novice students will be asked to participate in a short debate regarding one of the topics from the “Topic Box.” The student’s goal is to adapt to the Judge. Whoever adapts best, will be named the winner. The debate will proceed as follows:
	1AC
	Cross EX
	1NC
	Cross EX
	1AR
	1NR

	2 minutes
	2 minutes
	2 minutes
	2 minutes
	1 minute
	1 minute


Once the debate ends, three questions will be asked of the class: 

1. How would you describe this type of judge? 

2. Did the debaters adjust well?

3. What are the most effective ways to adapt to this type of judge?

(NOTE: Judge Descriptions should only be shared with the actor assigned to play that part)

Supplemental Activity #1: Judge Adaptation Roleplaying (cont.)
Scenario 1
The Disinterested Judge

Judge Description: The disinterested judge would rather be somewhere else, maybe anywhere else. In addition to paying some attention to the debate, their judge activities may include sending text messages, surfing the net on their laptop, or, in extreme cases, catching up on some much needed sleep. While playing this role, feel free to be disinterested – Send a few text messages. Change your Facebook status. Take a nap! It’s what disinterested judges do.

Effective Ways to Adapt:  Increase your volume. Make eye contact with the judge. Emphasize words with physical gestures.

Scenario 2
The Confused Judge

Judge Description: The confused judge has no idea of what you’re talking about. Zero. Zilch. Nada.  But they will pretend to. Still, pretending isn’t enough. You can always spot a confused judge by these in-round activities -- scrambling through personal notes or intensely squinting their eyes as if seeing the speaker more clearly will improve understanding. Some confused judges will shake their heads furiously or raise their hands in defeat because they just don’t get it. While playing this role, feign confusion as clearly and often as possible. Squint your eyes at the speaker. Shake your head in confusion. Stop flowing because taking notes on a subject you don’t quite understand is pointless.

Effective Ways to Adapt:  Slow down. Focus on fewer arguments. Abandon jargon. 

Scenario 3
The Poker Face

Judge Description: The poker face is neither disinterested nor confused. They are quite simply there, staring at the speaker because the speaker is staring at them. They don’t offer facial expressions, won’t react to your clever speaking style, and, most likely, don’t flow. They are stone. And while they may be deeply involved in the debate, you would never know, because they won’t give you any reason to believe they are. While playing this role, access your inner poker player. Sit in your judge’s chair like a cold, stiff rock and do absolutely nothing.

Effective Ways to Adapt: Engage the judge during cross examination. Make eye contact.
	Topic Box

	1. BPS High Schools should improve school lunch.

2. BPS High Schools should change school hours.

3. BPS High Schools should consult students before hiring or firing teachers.

4. BPS High Schools should improve the cleanliness of schools.

5. All BPS High Schools should emphasize art programs for students.

6. All BPS High Schools should offer mandatory debate classes

7. BPS High Schools should have uniforms.


Supplemental Activity #2: Cross-Examination Role Playing
1. Assign varsity students to play various CX roles. If you have an all novice team, assign teachers.

2. Explain the directions of the activity to the group. 

3. Assign a volunteer speaker for “Scenario 1.” Ask them to prepare a 1-minute speech in favor of, or against, one of the suggested topics.

4. Act out “Scenario 1.” 

5. After the speech, ask the group the following questions: 

· How would you describe this type of judge? 

· What are the most effective ways to adapt to this type of judge?

6. Discuss.

7. Repeat steps 3-6 for the next Scenario.

Directions: In this activity, varsity students (or teachers) will play the role of several types of cross examiners. Novice students will be asked to deliver a short speech (1 minute) in favor of, or against, one of the topics from the “Topic Box.” Then, they’ll be cross examined. Once the speech ends, two questions will be asked of the class: 

· How would you describe this type of cross examiner? 

· What are the most effective ways to respond to this type of CX?

Supplemental Activity #2: Cross-Examination Role Playing (cont.)
(NOTE: CX Descriptions should only be shared with the actor assigned to play that part)
Scenario 1
The Aggressive Type

CX Description: Quite frankly, the aggressive type can be rude. Really rude. They may cut speakers off. They may stand a little too close to the person they’re cross examining. In some cases, they’ll raise their voice to an uncomfortable level. If you’re playing this role, be as rude as you can be.

Effective Ways to Respond:  Be nice. Be polite. Be kind.

Scenario 2
The Shy Type

CX Description: The shy type doesn’t have much to say. In fact, they’d much rather not have a CX period at all. If you’re playing this role, speak at a whisper. Ask 2 or 3 questions max. And never make eye contact .

Effective Ways to Adapt:  Be kind. Be patient. Be nice 

Scenario 3
The Really Clever Type

CX Description: It may be best for a teacher to play this role because really clever types are so smart. I mean really smart – smart enough to convince themselves that every question they ask is devastating. But they’re questions are, oftentimes, pointless; they’re questions don’t set up arguments. So the really clever type may ask opponents to define words, or pronounce words, or mention that a previous question went unanswered. If you play this role, put your thinking cap on, and ask a few absolutely meaningless questions.

Effective Ways to Adapt:  Be kind. Be patient. Be nice 

	Topic Box

	1. BPS High Schools should teach offer an etiquette class.

2. BPS High Schools should improve school lunch.

3. BPS High Schools should change school hours.

4. BPS High Schools should consult students before hiring or firing teachers.

5. BPS High Schools should improve the cleanliness of schools.

6. All BPS High Schools should emphasize art programs for students.

7. All BPS High Schools should offer mandatory debate classes

8. BPS High Schools should have uniforms.

9. All BPS High Schools should offer free SAT training.

10. Metal Detectors should be removed from BPS High Schools


Supplemental Activity #3: Paper Ball Fight
Warning! This may not be appropriate for you/ your school. Use your best judgment!

NOTE: The explanation is for teachers and varsity students ONLY. Novice participants should be read the “For Novice Students” section

Explanation: This activity aims to simulate the volatile relationship between South Korea, North Korea, China, and the U.S. In almost every way, it mirrors the sentiments of each country (according to the South Korea 1AC) but uses color assignments instead of country names, books to represent value, and paper balls as weapons. If the activity is successful, a huge paper fight should ensue. Teacher and/or Varsity student involvement is essential to the quality of the activity.

Materials Needed:

1. Books – in this activity, books are the object of desire. The White Team wants books. The Gray   team has exactly 1 Book. Both the Green and Brown teams have a bunch of books.

2. Paper Balls – in this activity, paper balls will function as weapons. The White Team should have more paper balls than the Gray Team. The Green and Brown teams should have more paper balls than the other teams combined.
Parties Involved:

White Team (North Korea) – this team should be made up entirely of Novice Students. Their goal is to take the “Gray Team’s” book.

Gray Team (South Korea) – this team should be exclusively Novice. Their goal is to protect their book.

Green Team (China) – If possible, this team should be exclusively Varsity students. Their goal is to control the White and Gray team’s without using violence.

Brown Team (USA) – This team should be comprised of teachers and a few varsity students. Their goal is twofold: Protect the Gray Team’s book by any means necessary and keep the Green team out of the conversation.

Supplemental Activity #3: Paper Ball Fight (cont.)

Directions: 

1. Assign novice students to either the White or Gray Team.

2. Give each team an enclosed number that will limit the amount of paper balls they can create (NOTE: The White teams number should be 33% larger – i.e. White Team 15, Gray Team 10)

3.  Read the following explanation for novice students:

 “The White and Gray don’t like each other and have not for a long time. Specifically, the White Team wants this book, which the Gray Team owns. But the white team will have an opportunity to take it. Each of your teams has been a given a number. It is the maximum number of paper balls your team can use to engage the opposing team in war. The goal is simple: The White Team wants the book. The Gray Team wants to protect it. The war will begin in 8 minutes.”

4. As the White and Gray team prepare, assign experienced students to the Green team. The Green team should own several books, preferably the same as the book owned by the Gray team. Inform them of their GOAL: Prevent war through diplomatic means – speeches, kind words, offering books to both the White and Gray Team.

5. Privately, assign teachers and remaining students to the Brown Team. Inform them of their GOALS: Protect the White Team’s book by any means necessary and keep the Green team silent. At this time, the Brown team should create an obscene amount of paper balls – more than 3x the amount of the White Team.

(NOTE: The Green Team’s creation, involvement, and firepower should be a surprise to both the White team and Gray team)

6. Begin the war with a standoff between the White and Gray teams. Allow them to size each other up. Then introduce the Brown team, led by teachers, and armed with more paper balls than the White team can handle. 

7. Give the teams 5 minutes to regroup. During this time they can create as many paper balls as time permits.

8. Bring the teams back together.  Urge them to talk smack to each other. Allow the tension to build.

9. Introduce the Green team. Allow them to make their spiel but they should be challenged by the Brown team (i.e. – the Brown team should question the Green team’s honesty) 

10. Throw the first paper ball and let the war play out.

11. Stop the war and ask students to take a look around the room. Ask them to imagine if these paper balls were conventional bombs or, worst, nuclear bombs.

12. As a group, debrief the activity in the following order:

a. Allow a representative from each group to explain their group’s goal.

b. Describe the similarities between the groups in this activity and the nations in Korea.

c. Answer this question: What could’ve prevented this war? 

(The group should arrive at the same answer: accepting the Green team’s offer and dismissing the Brown team)
Resolved: The United States federal government should substantially reduce its military and/or police presence in one or more of the following: South Korea, Japan, Afghanistan, Kuwait, Iraq, Turkey.









