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The Order and Basics of a Debate Round
By Reuben Lack & Rucha Shrotriya
In the start of a debate round, you have two teams, the affirmative and the negative. Each team has two people on it, and each person has to give a Constructive speech, a Rebuttal speech and ask questions and answer questions during a cross-examination session. Each person has a role on the team and must work together to make help their partner. Usually while a partner is giving a speech or being (or giving) cross-examination, his/her partner is preparing for their next speech along with organizing the many pieces of evidence they have.

The Constructive Speeches
In the start of a debate, a member of the Affirmative (Aff) team gives an 8-minute speech, called the 1AC; the First Affirmative Constructive. In this speech they present a plan which corresponds to the topic being discussed year round (some examples of past topics include Alternative Energy, Poverty, and Aid to Africa). Then, a member of the Negative (Neg) team asks questions about the Aff’s plan and evidence (and tries to make them look bad) for three-minutes.

After this intense questioning, the other Neg team member will stand up and give the 1NC; the First Negative Constructive. This speech responds to the Aff’s plan and rebuts their arguments along with the following potential arguments: what bad things will happen if the Plan is done (Disadvantages), a way to do the plan better (Counterplan), a reason the team is not following the topic (Topicality), and an arguments on a philosophical reason to reject either the plan or something the Aff may be supporting (Kritik). After this, there is another cross-ex, this time the 1A asks questions of 1N.

After this, the second Aff partner gives an 8-minute speech which must respond to everything the Negative said that was out of the debate over the Plan; this is called the 2AC or the Second Affirmative Constructive. The person giving the 2AC must also give more evidence and explanation of the Plan presented in the 1AC. There is another 3-minute cross ex after this, this time done by the 1N.

The next speech is the 2NC, an 8-minute speech and the last constructive. Because there are two negative speeches back to back (one after this one, called the 1NR), the team can split up their arguments and are able to give more in-depth explanation. The 2NC stands for the Second Negative Constructive. The last cross-ex session is after this speech and it has the 2A asking questions of the 2N.

The Rebuttal Speeches

After the 2NC, the other negative partner gives the 1NR, which is the First Negative Rebuttal. All rebuttal speeches are 5-minutes and they are primarily based on giving analysis of the evidence presented rather than presenting completely new arguments. There are no cross-examinations after rebuttal speeches.
The Aff team then faces likely the hardest speech in the round – the 1AR; the First Affirmative Rebuttal. The 1A has to respond to 13-minutes of Negative speeches with only 5-minutes of time. If he/she forgets to respond to something, then the Neg team wins that argument automatically. 

The Neg has their last speech in the 2NR, the Second Negative Rebuttal. In this speech, the negative team chooses one or two arguments they presented earlier on along with defending the Status Quo in trying to convince the Judge to vote for them. Even if they had 5 Disadvantages and a Counterplan, they usually will pick ONE thing to go for. This allows them to give large logical arguments for their last showing before the Judge.
The Aff team has their last speech in the 2AR, the Second Affirmative Rebuttal. The person making the speech only responds to the ONE big argument the Neg made in their last speech. Analysis is given on why the Aff should win over the Neg.
Then, as everyone waits and shakes each other’s hand…the Judge makes up his/her mind. A moment of suspense follows until the Judge declares the winner. 
Most judges give the four debaters advice on what they may have done wrong, and what they can improve on. This is called the Judge’s criticism. Most debaters take notes here, and they pay close attention to see what they could’ve done differently, or what they are doing correctly. 

Speaker-Points

While the Judge decides a winning team, he/she also gives a set number of points to each of the four participants in the round. While the number ranking goes from 0 to 30, usually a Judge ranks debaters on a range of 25 to 30. A 30 is considered “perfect” and very rare while a 27/27.5 is considered “average”. Judges, although only a few, will give 20s or 25s to good debaters if they see something they do that they think is absolutely horrible or outrageous. 

 If only a set number of teams can break into elimination rounds (where trophies can be won), a tie will be decided firstly by a team’s speaker points.

Each Judge has their own reasoning behind Speaker points and they are never shown until after the tournament. A good debater usually can win a Speaker Award, which is SOLELY based off these points.
Speech Habits: HELP! My debater is scaring me!

Don’t worry, we get it. We were new to this once, too.  The foreign words being thrown around at such a rapid pace the average ear cannot pick it up, debaters breathing as it they’re trying to catch their last breath of air. It can be overwhelming; trust me! 

Spreading: Why do debaters speak so quickly during speeches?

One thing that sets policy debate away from any other form of speech and debate is the ability of the debaters to speak quickly, or as debaters call it spreading (speed + reading = spreading).  The purpose of speaking at such a rapid pace during speeches is so that debaters can fit in more arguments in their 8-minute speech and 5-minute rebuttal times. More arguments not only allow the team to overwhelm their opponents with information but also allow both teams to establish a more in-depth debate in the limited time that each team has per round.

Breathing Techniques: Help! Why do some debaters seem like they’re hyperventilating or channeling spirits during their speech?!

Due to the very competitive pace of speed reading, many debaters have techniques that help them stay focused and even breathe in certain ways that allow them to spend more time talking, less time breathing. The most common technique used by debaters is known in the debate world as circle breathing. This is where debaters inhale through their cheek in between words and exhale through the nose. This, of course, takes an incredible amount of practice so other debaters  just trying and collect as much air as possible in between breaks and wait until ALL of their air supply has been used up before taking the next breath to avoid slowing down. Don’t worry though-no one has passed out yet(. Debaters also have habits of tapping, food thumping, and various hand and arms movements to keep tempo and avoid distractions.
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Affirmative & Negative Strategy

By Riana & Navya
Affirmative Strategy

The affirmative team must demonstrate a harm in the status quo, present a plan that solves the harm, and prove that there is an inherent barrier that prevents the plan from happening in the status quo. Their plan must fall within the resolution, i.e. “topicality”. This keeps debate fair because all affirmative plans should be reasonably within the same topic. 

The affirmative must have the following: 
1. Inherency: The status quo must not be capable of solving the harms asserted in the case. This means that there are currently no programs that could solve the plan. 

2. Advantages: Advantages are essentially reasons why the plan is good, and what would happen if the plan isn’t passed. They are set up in this format

a. Link- Reason why the plan could solve for a certain benefit

b. Internal Link- The events that could occur if that certain benefit is not solved for

c. Impact- The final event that occurs from not passing the plan, i.e. war, genocide

3. Solvency: The plan has to functionally solve and have evidence that it could possibly work. This prevents random, unqualified ideas. 
Negative Strategy
Core Negative Case Issues: 

The negative can argue the following things about the affirmative case specifically: 
1. Solvency: The affirmative plan doesn’t solve for what it claims to solve
2. Harms: The impacts or scenarios that the affirmative has laid out aren’t true or won’t occur
3. Inherency: The affirmative plan isn’t inherent, meaning that the plan has already happened

4. Significance: The impact of the plan isn’t important enough 

5. Topicality: This argues whether or nor the plan falls under the topic. 
Core Negative Off-Case Positions

Disadvantages: The negative claims that implementing the plan will have negative effects or disadvantages. These disadvantages outweigh the advantages of the plan. The parts of a Disadvantage are:

1. Uniqueness: shows that the disadvantage will not occur in the status quo

2. Link: states that passing the plan will cause the disadvantage to occur

3. Internal Link: states the events that would cause the impact  

4. Impact: the final effect of the affirmative plan

Kritiks: With kritiks, the negatives claim that the affirmative follow certain ideologies that should be rejected. This can either be against the case or advantages they read, as well as the certain mechanisms they use. Common kritiks are about capitalism, racism, and securitization. Kritiks provide alternatives to the plan, as in reforming or rejecting an ideology

Counterplans: The negative can introduce a different plan with better advantages or fewer disadvantages (net benefit) than the plan. Counterplans are used to avoid a certain disadvantage while at the same time solving case.
Theory: Sometimes the subject of the affirmative's case will create make it slightly unfair for the negative. The negative can oppose the procedure or content of the case by providing reasons why the affirmative makes debate unfair. 

Sample Plan & Neg Strategy

Affirmative- 

An example of the set up of the first affirmative constructive (1AC): 

Plan: Decrease the cost of wind turbines

Inherency: No wind turbines, the barrier preventing them is the cost

Advantage: Economy

a. Link: Wind turbines stimulate economic growth

b. Internal link: The economy is failing, wind turbines are crucial to saving the economy

c. Impact: Economic collapse leads to war

Solvency: Wind turbines have been proven to work

Negative- 
An example of the set up of the first negative constructive (1NC): 

Disad: Wind turbines are bad

a. Uniqueness: No wind turbines exist now

b. Link: Wind turbines kill bats

c. Internal Link: Bats are key to ecosystem stability

d. Impact: Ecosystem collapse leads to human extinction

Counterplan: Decrease the cost of solar panels

a. Solvency: Solar panels solve for the economy

b. Solar panels don’t kill bats, thus avoiding the disadvantage

Tournaments
By Saneeha and Ricardo 

Quick Facts

Why? 

· A major part of the debate experience involves attending afterschool tournaments.  
· Tournaments are both a great learning experience and an opportunity to grow and make new friends. 
· To prepare for tournaments we work with the other debaters on our teams and cut cards. 
What is needed? 
·  On tournaments you bring debate evidence, toiletries, clothes, and any extra snacks. 
· Sometimes meals are provided by the schools that the tournaments are held at; sometimes we eat at the hotel, and sometimes we eat at restaurants.
· Students usually have to wear dress clothes because debate is seen as a more professional activity. Some programs make this optional to the students, but it is usually suggested to look professional because it adds to the overall commanding presence of the debater.

· Guys: A dress shirt with a tie and nice pants. A jacket is optional and usually not seen as necessary by the overall debate community 

· Girls: A nice shirt and skirt/dress pants, or a professional dress. Don’t get too carried away with it or look too flashy though, the main point is of this is the actual debate. 

· Money: Some tournaments do not provide food and being well fed is necessary if the debater is going to be alert and successful at the tournament. Suggested costs (this is different for every tournament) : 

· $20 for local tournaments or less if it is a tournament that is only held on a Saturday 

· $40 plus for a national tournament (NOTE: Students might not spend the entirety of these funds. They will most likely have change) 

· Lastly, but most importantly, the debater should make sure to bring a good attitude and a willingness to debate. This activity is fun to most of us and to most of the judges, people who will be deciding the outcome of the debate, and a good, passionate attitude will get you far in terms of success. This is applicable to other instances as well.


What goes on at tournaments? 

· Crazy fun times and awesome socializing: Students often interact with peers of a different school within their age group at tournaments. This means that there are many opportunities to make new friends that are helpful. 
· The format of a tournament may vary, but there are a few common formats that we see today: 
· 4 regular 2 hour debate rounds (these are usually referred as preliminary where every registered team debates in a randomized pool of possible teams) with a certain amount of elimination rounds, what you might know as playoffs, that are single elimination. The participation in elimination rounds is based off of success in preliminary rounds
· 5 regular 2 hour debate rounds split over two days. These almost always end up going to elimination rounds that usually start at the Octofinal (top 16 teams from preliminary rounds) or Quarterfinals ( top eight teams). This depends on the amount of two person teams participating. 
· Some of these tournaments tend to split the rounds to 3 on the Friday of the tournament and 2 on the Saturday of the tournament in order to avoid holding a debate on a Sunday. This often means debaters get little sleep and little time to prepare. 
· 6 -8 regular 2 hour debate rounds often spanning over three days. These almost always occurring in tournaments that have participation from teams that travel from other states, otherwise known as the national circuit. These almost always break to either the Octofinal or Double Octofinal Level (top 32 teams). Often, these are tournaments recognized by the Tournament of Champions committee which determines participation in the Tournament of Champions (ToC). More on that later. 
How are debaters “scored” at a tournament? 

· At the end of a two hour debate round, the judge deciding the debate round is given the duty of deciding a winner of the round, the two person team that had the more convincing argument, and assigning speaker points, a point system from 0-30 with 30 being the highest which rates how good a speaker a given debater is. 
· Usually, the team that wins the round is also awarded higher speaker points. This is because there is a generally accepted idea that the better debaters should win a debate rounds. There are small exceptions to this idea in instances where the better debaters make a mistake in the round that forces the judge to vote against that team. This is generally referred to a Low Point Win meaning that the team that was rewarded lower speaker points won the round. 
· Generally, Judges attempt to be “hands off” in that they tend to not bring their views into the decision and allow the debaters to determine how the round is decided. The only true rules of a debate round are the enforced speech times. The rest can be decided within the round and debated about by the debaters. 
· Teams that reach elimination rounds also receive awards showing their achievement. Again, this is based on performance in preliminary rounds which is the total win loss records and speaker points to break ties. 
Costs  

· The costs of tournaments tend to vary, but out of state tournaments are more costly as a result of hotel, restaurant, and transportation fees. 
· In-state tournaments usually cost an average of $0-100.
· Out-of-state tournaments usually cost an average of $100-600.
RESEARCH!

By Dev Iyer & Akshaya Murli
Why is research so important?


Researching provides the fundamental basis for real-life applications debaters will eventually use. Any argument can be proposed with a false claim. Therefore, research justifies one’s argument from an expert or professional. It provides data, logical analysis, and/or current events to support constructive speeches. 

What are the benefits of research?

1. Allows debaters to keep up with current events. Many new arguments (i.e. disads, counterplans, affirmative plans, etc.) are often created based on the latest headlines. For example, most political disads are based off evidence freshly cut a few hours before the tournament.

2. Contributes to research skills necessary for future academic success. Finding pieces of evidence from books and/or the internet that say exactly what you want can be challenging. Looking through the credentials of authors, learning how to effectively utilize search engines, searching archives, and scanning through scholarly articles contributes to much of what debaters do. 

3. Develops reading comprehension and analysis. Looking through articles to decipher the meaning and intent if the author’s statement us essential to developing new and unique arguments. A debater must analyze what the source is saying and then apply that analysis to a realm of argumentation.

4. Cuts the amount of time it takes to research. An average person could take around 20 minutes to find a specific article whereas a policy debater could less than 3-5 minutes. Increasing the quality and quantity of the evidence is one thing a debater will learn throughout his/her career.

5. [image: image4.jpg]


Learning author credentials. The person or institution that wrote the piece of evidence a debater is reading is essential. Debaters learn how to find the best authors using various databases to then bolster the quality of their evidence. Some well-known authors that are commonly used in policy debate are Zalmay Khalizad (hegemony) and Walter Russel Mead (economy).

Why does my son/daughter stay up until 2:00 in the morning before tournaments?

The simple answer - they are dedicated and motivated to their team!


The better answer – they are researching new updates for the tournament. The Political atmosphere can change everyday – therefore new and updated evidence is necessary to oust opponents. Judges like quality evidence that is up-to-date on current events.
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