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Affirmative Constructive (AC)
1. Resolution

❏ e.g. “I affirm the resolution that states RESOLVED: On balance, artificial intelligence 
improves humanity.” 

2. Definitions
3. Framework

❏ Value: highest thing you seek (e.g. justice, quality of life, beauty)
❏ Criterion: mechanism that you use to achieve the value, usually a phrase

4. Observation
❏ Arguments that set up a framework regarding how we should interpret things in the 

resolution

5. Contentions
❏ Claim, impact, and warrant
❏ Tie back to criterion



The strategy (AC)
1. RESEARCH!  Familiarize yourself with the topic before you begin.  

Understand ambiguous terms and unfamiliar policies.  
2. Work backwards

a. Start with your contentions and then find a V/C that fits 
b. Think about the impacts before the evidence

3. Find three diverse contentions
4. Use definitions and observations to shift the debate in your favor
5. Do NOT put too much information.  This will backfire on you during the 

1AR.  
6. Have a healthy balance between empirical evidence and theoretical 

analysis.  



EXAMPLE











REMEMBER!

You have the 
burden of proof 
and must set the 
standards for the 
round.  



Negative Constructive (NC)
1. Resolution
2. Definitions (only if necessary!)
3. Framework
4. Observation
5. Contentions- NO MORE THAN 2!
6. Refute AC

3:30-4:00



The strategy (NC)

1. Follow same case construction process as AC
2. Find two unique contentions

a. Make it difficult for your opponent to address ALL your arguments in the 1AR
b. IMPACT IMPACT IMPACT!  There should be no way that the aff has enough time in the 1AR 

to top your impacts.   Make them good.

3. On refuting the Aff case…
a. Use evidence, do not rely purely on your analysis
b. Work during the AC and work fast



What makes good 
evidence?

How to actually be right 101

Judges don’t care about your opinion :/



Strong evidence vs. weak evidence
Strong evidence: Provides direct proof of your point.

Weak evidence: Consistent with your assertion but fails to rule out other, 
contradictory assertions. AKA circumstantial evidence.

It’s not enough to find an expert who agrees with your point. You have to find 
concrete proof of your point.

It’s not enough to say, “When X happens, Y happens.” You have to say, “When 
X has happened, Y has happened,” or “When X happens, Y happens to Z 
degree.” (impact)



The 2 types of proper evidence
Quantification

Provides a concrete number to back up your point.

Ex. A 15% increase, 1400 deaths, $2300 in annual lost income

Substantiation

Provides an example of something that is unquantifiable but objectively true- not an 
argument, but a fact.

Ex. A declaration from a foreign government, a law in place, a historical incident

Your judge when you provide bad evidence:



Smart research!

Don’t start researching with a point 
already in mind.

Find evidence first, then come up with 
points.

Look at your sources.  They should be credible (and true!) 
because an annoying debater like me will turn the 
debate into a source debate.  

Making quantified 
and substantiated 

arguments

Telling the judge 
that your opponent 
can’t use InfoWars 

as a credible 
source.

Arguing whether Fox 
News or CNN is better 

(the answer is 
neither).  



Tips for a good value and criterion 
❏ Watch out for circular reasoning!  

❏ E.g. You can’t have a value of “life” and your criterion is “preserving human life.”  

❏ Make sure that they fit with your contentions.
❏ Do not go crazy on philosophy unless…

❏ You truly understand what you’re talking about
❏ You can fully explain to your judge and opponent (in a concise fashion) what your 

philosophy is.
❏ E.g. Don’t run Kant’s “Categorical Imperative” if you have little knowledge on deontology

❏ Make your value impactful.  The debate boils down to the V/C arguments. 
❏ AVOID: Morality and utilitarianism

❏ Morality- everyone’s interpretation of morality is different.  
❏ Util- places too much emphasis on overall happiness of the majority of people.  This 

justifies making the minority suffer.   



Refutation tips
o Name/Signpost: Identify the argument you are refuting, otherwise no one will know what you 
are talking about.  But do it briefly, since you don’t want to be making your opponent’s arguments 
for them.  

o Explain/Claim: State in one sentence what your main objection to the argument is.

o Support/Warrant: Support what you just said.  Make clear precisely why the argument is weak, 
or lay out in full form your counterargument.  This is where the real work of refutation is done.

o Conclude/Impact: Restate your main point to make sure it sticks in your audience’s mind.  Tie 
this refutation back into the refutation of the opponent’s whole case.  



Having unique arguments will 
get you far.  

No one wants to hear about 
the same generic arguments 
over and over again.  

AND your opponents will 
likely not have prepped your 
arguments.



Happy writing!!!

Questions?


