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Debating is like FencingDebating is like Fencing 

• ThrustThrust 
– Making assertions 


backed by evidence


• Parry 
– R f ti  Refuting opponentts 


assertions




Burden of ProofBurden of Proof 
•	 In a formal arggument, the 

Affirmative must establish a 
prima facie case (that stands
on its own)) and thus carries 
the burden of proof. The 
Negative only needs to show 
that the case is not pproven to 
win the argument and thus
may well focus on attacking
and dispprovingg the ggiven 
case. 

• An alternative case may also 

be given but is not needed
be	given, but is not needed. 



Format
Format


•	 First Affirmative Constructive – 7 minutes 
•	 Cross Examination of the Affirmative by the Negative – 

3 minutes 
•	 First Negative Constructive – 8 minutes 
•	 Cross Examination of the Negative byy the Affirmative –g


3 minutes


•	 Rebuttal Sppeeches – No new arguments are allowed –g

new evidence, analysis of existing arguments is 

allowed


• First Affirmative Rebuttal )) - 4 minutes 
• Negative Rebuttal – 7 minutes 
• Second Affirmative Rebuttal – 4 minutes 
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First Affirmative Constructive
First Affirmative Constructive


Prepared written speechPrepared written speech 
Prima Facie case 
••	 State the resolution State the resolution 

– State “I support the resolution” 
• ShShort i t inttrodductition ththatt att ttractts ththe audience’’s
di 

attention and interest in the topic 
•	 ClClearlly state eachh o ff your priinciipall assertitions


•	 Develop each assertion with reason and 
evidence 

•	 Conclude by concisely restating main 



First Negative Constructive
First Negative Constructive


First ppart ppreppared written sppeech then 
extemporaneous 

•	 State the resolution 
–	 St t “I th l tiState “I oppose the resolution”” 

•	 Short introduction that attracts the audience’s 
attention and interest in the toppic 

•	 Clearly state each of your principal assertions 
•	 Develop each assertion with reason and evidence

•	 Refute Affirmative’s assertions 
•	 Conclude by concisely restating main assertions 
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First Affirmative Rebuttal
First Affirmative Rebuttal


No new evidence allowedNo new evidence allowed 
•	 Respond to the Negative Assertions 

Refute themRefute them 
– Show how they are not as strong/relevant as the 

Affirmative assertionsAffirmative assertions 
• Rebuild the Affirmative case 



Negative Rebuttal
Negative Rebuttal


•	 Respond to latest Affirmative argumentsAffirmative argumentsRespond to latest 
•	 Make your final case to the audience that the 

Neggative pposition is supperior to the Affirmative 
•	 Try and convince the audience the Affirmative 

has failed to carryy the burden of pproof 
•	 Summarize the debate and conclude effectively 

and ask for the audience to agree with the 
Negative position 



Second Affirmative Rebuttal
Second Affirmative Rebuttal


•	 Respond to final Negative argumentsRespond to final Negative arguments 
•	 Summarize the debate and show the 

audience how the Affirmative position isaudience how the Affirmative position is 
superior – and the Affirmative has carried the 
burden of proofburden of proof 

•	 Conclude by summarizing one to three main 
pointspoints. 



Refutation
Refutation


•	 LogicLogic 
• Definitions 
•	 AnalogiesAnalogies 
• Evidence 

– ExamplesExamples


– Data 


– Expperts 
• Connections between assertion and evidence


• Present counter-argguments 



Refute Logic
Refute Logic


•	 Check that loggical connections are clear and 
sound. 

•	 Watch for unfounded assumptions. 
•	 Test causes for clear and direct connections. 
• Check that generalizations, inductive and 

d ddeducti  tive arguments are used  i  d in thth  e riight way. t  ht  
• Look for bias, intentional or otherwise. 
•• Watch out for distractions and changing the Watch out for distractions and changing the 

subject. 
•	 Show that they are using a fallacy of some sort
Show that they are using a fallacy of some sort. 



Refute DefinitionsRefute Definitions 

•	 Check for single clear meaningsCheck for single, clear meanings. 
•	 Verify that meanings are clear to 

everyoneeveryone. 
•	 Seek ambiguity and uncertainty. 
•	 Challenge expertise and assumptions of 

authority. 
•	 Show that there are contradictory 

definitions. 
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Refute Analogies
Refute Analogies


• Show why situations are not analogous
Show why situations are not analogous 

• E t d  l  b d iExtend analogy to absurd situatiion 



Refute EvidenceRefute Evidence 
• Exampple 

– Show that example is not typical 
– Give counter-examples 

•• DataData 
– Show that there is not enough data being used. 

– Show that some critical evidence is not being used. 
– Indicate how data that might refute the argument is

being ignored. 
– Show how data is beingg misinterpreted or


misrepresented.

– Seek to uncover suppressed evidence. 

• Question expert testimonyQuestion expert testimony 
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Cross ExaminationCross Examination 

•	 Basic function is refutationBasic function is refutation 
•	 You ask questions – have a strategy or at 

the very least a direction to yourthe very least a direction to your

questioning


•	 BBe courteous 
•	 Face the audience 
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