BEFORE WE GET STARTED

Register your
attendance.
Session numbers are in

the program. 4,-
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LD QUICK FACTS

Single Person Debate (one vs One)
45 minute round
Each student will alternately debate both sides of a
Resolution within a tournament

Two UL Resolutions per year- (Fall & Spring)
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THREE TYPES OF SPEECHES

: this is the speech wherein a
debater creates or 'constructs' the arguments For
the round. This will also be cadlled the AFE or Neg
‘case

this is the speech wherein a debater
will answer, clari?y, and refine the arguments within
the round.
these are structured question
and answer periods between the debaters used For
clarification
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LD ROUND FORMAT

Eoch debater receives 4 minutes of prep time

AL Lirmative Con9+ch+ive & minutes

Cross Examination 3 minutes
Negaﬁve Conhstructive 7 minutes
Cross Examination 3 minutes
First AFFirmative Rebuttal 4 minutes
Neaa’rive Rebuttal & minutes
second AfFFirmative Rebuttal 3 minutes
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Phiosophy
Philosophy plays a key role in LD because this type

of debate is, inherently, about ethics, morality, and

values.

it is important to have a Pamiliar'i’ry with some of the
most common\y used Philosophers:

Immanuel Kant- Ca’reaorical Impera’rive
Johnh Stuart Mill- Utilitarianism
John Locke- Social Contract Theor'y

Thomas Hobbes- Government

Jean Jacques Rousseau- EquaIier



#

AN MM


#

The First step is to evaluate the
Resolution...

What is the +opic 3ener‘ally about?
What are the most Pr‘obalole ar‘gumerﬁs

For and against the Resolution?
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Divide your ideas into
TWO CATEGORIEES

FOrR (AfFirmative) and AGAINST (Neaaﬁve)

The AfFfirmative debater's burden is o AFFIRM THE
RESOLUTION (yes, [ a@ree!)

The Neagative debater's burden is to
NEGATE THE RESOLUTION (ho, | don't agr'ee!) and
CLASH with the AFfirmative

BRAINSTORM IDEAS THAT BOTH AFFIRM
AND NEGATE THE RESOLUTION
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You may also consider del:inina key terms of
the Resolution as you brainstorm.

These definitions may be needed as part of

the AFE or Neg case. Depenolina on which

side of the Resolution, you may look for a
definition that supports that side.
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Now that we've
brainstormed, let¥s tak
about the AFFirmative.
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THE AFFIKMAﬁVE CASE is based upon
TWO MAIN ARGUMENTS:

. THE VALUE
2. THE CRITERION:

*this is why we call it Value debatert
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The value wil be a concePi- or idea which could
universally be deemed ultimotely valuable. I should have

intrinsic worth because it is the MOST desirable,
important, or positive thing a society could pursue.

Examples: life, haPPiness, |iber+y, Ju9+ice, ealuali+y,
progress

By aﬁﬁirming the Resolution we seek to achieve,
increase, or gain the AFFirmative value.
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THE CRITERION

The Criterion wil be a means ‘by which we can achieve
or accomplish the value. Think of it as the action we
have to take.

Examples: utilitarionism, upholclin democratic ideals,
Universal Declaration of Human Rights, Bil of Rights

By -Pollowing the principles of the criterion we can
achieve or gain more of the value. “l I
s
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THE VALUE / CRITERION
REL ATIONSHIP

This is the explanation of how the Value and the
Criterion |ogical|y work +oge+her.

Think. of it like this:
£ | climb a ladder toward the clouds, each step | toke

ets me closer to the heavens
The lodder is the criterion and the end goal is the value.
The more | climb, the closer | get to ‘heaven" “l "
il
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CRITERION TO
ACHEVE THE
VALUE!
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EXAMPLE. (Srin 2014 Resolution)
Resolved: THE INFLUENCE: OF THE MEDIA IS DETRIMENTAL TO
THE AMERICAN POLITICAL PROCESS.

AFE VALUE: Progress
AFE CRITERION: Civil Discourse

IF we argue that media bias has led to the Polarizaﬁon
of the political parties, then it Follows that our political
3r‘idloc|< is a result of this polarization. Thus, i we

were to practice the principles of civil discourse, we
could dlleviate the polarization and achieve progress.
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The Final part o the ALE case are the

C ontentions

*this is where you exp|ain ARGUMENTS as +Ine\/ relotes
to the Resolution*

Contention One: First Argument (affirms Resolution)
Contention Two: Second Argument (afFirms Resolution
and builds of-f the First argumenﬂ
Contention Three: Final Argument (Because arguments |
and 2 are true and we affirm the resolution, we must
Lollow the criterion in order to achieve the value)
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o, the AFF case would look. like this:
Value- Pr‘ogr‘ess
Criterion- Civil Discourse
Contention One- The media has created political
Polar'izaﬁon.

Contention Two- Political gridiock. is a result of the

olarized climate.

Contention Three- I Americon media practiced civil
discourse, we could br'id@e the gop and uniPy the
Parhes The only way to achieve progress is to

overcome the damage the media has caused thirough
civil discourse. Thus, we afFirm the Resolution. “l
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Now that we've locked
at the AFFirmative, let's
talk. about the Neaa*l-ive.
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Tradiﬁonally, +|n"e_' Neaaﬁvé constructive
should accomplish two things:

First, read the Ne@ case
Second, answer the Affirmative case

Both of these will accomplish the Neg's
burden of clash.
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The Negaﬁve ¢bn9+r*uc+ive is 7 minutes.
The debater must split time between r‘eaclihﬁ
the Neg case and answering the ALE caose.

| suggest planning For the Neg case to be
between 3 and 4 minutes. The longer the
case, the less time left o answer the AFE
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The Nea cose _hdé-all the same comPonenJrs:

Value
Criterion
Contentions

Again, this should be short enough to £it in 3-4 mins.
You can limit the case to | or 2 contentions.
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The Neagative deEaJrer' should thenh answer
the AfFirmative case epecil:ically.

Starting with the value and moving all the
way thirough the contentions, the Neg should
present arguments which directl
contradict each part of the ALE case. The
best arguments wil use items From the Neg
case to answer the AFE case.
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T RREE .

The Negaﬁve con do a'éEuPle of +H|nﬁf;:

I Refute the AFE contentions usin Neg contentions
75 Refute the Resolution generally the entire idea is
Flawed)
3. Argue that the Neg value is more valuable than the
AFE value (outweighs)
Argue that the ALE criterion does not achieve the
ALE value (broken link)
Argue that the ALE value and criterion are circular
G. Arﬂue that the ARE value is not terminal
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LET'S TALK ABOUT
EVIDENCE..
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Evidence is scholarly researéh intended to prove
and/or support your own analysis

This should be properly cited and quo’red within
our case
(ex: Dr Huber of Bandera University conhcludes

)

Aclcli+ionally, all evidence must be available in hard

copy upoh requesi So, you must Plan to Prin+ or
otherwise Produce any evidence you used should
your opponent / Judﬂe want to look at it.
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EVIDENCE MIGHT INCLUDE..

Quotes from philosophers (especially For
your value and/or criterion)

Analysis that in+erpre+9 a Philosophy

Facts and Statistics about the topic

Anecdotal examples
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LET'S TALK ABOUT
CROssS EXAMINATION
PERIODS..
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CX PERIODS

DO ask clarification guestions
DO make sure you understand the
Value/Criteria relaﬁonehips
DO remoain calm and professional
DO write down questions and/or answers
DO use al of your fime
Do look at your JUDGE and not your oPPonerH'



#

LET'S TALK ABouUuT
REBUTTALS..
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REBUTTALS

Rebuttals are a time For strengthening
and impacting argumentation
Use these speeches to persuade your
judge of the rightness of your position
Answer AL L araumerﬁs
Provide voters
NO NEW ARGUMENTS
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LET'sS TALK ABOUT
TOURNAMENT
ROUNDS...
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Win/Loss Record

Speaker' Points

Preliminary vs Outrounds
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UL RESOURCES

UIL LINCOLN-DOUGLAS DEBATE RESEARCH SERIES
Vol. 24 SPRING 2019 NO.2

DeBATE GUIDE u*l
2015
Lincoln-Douglas Debate

Conference 5A
State Finals
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University foee®
. Interscholastic

League Search Q

ACADEMICS +  ATHLETICS +  MUSIC+  SPIRIT+  UNIFIED+  MEDIA+  POLICY +

Academic Invitational Meets and Tournaments

thigh school stud

SEARCH SCHOOLS
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Emi\y_' E Huber
Bandera Hiﬂh School

Bandera, TX

Have a GREAT season!
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THANK YOU FOR ATTENDING

We value your
feedback.

Please complete
conference evaluation
Austin Eval after your last session.
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