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Social Studies Debate Overview
Social 9 – Intro/Persuasive Writing

· Position Paper – taking a stance and defending an opinion
· Thesis – what is it?  What is it’s purpose

· Disney example

· Mock Parliament: Bill C10 - Class debate 
· What’s a strong /weak argument?

· Bias and loaded language – p. 83 and textbook
· Death Penalty Debate  (p. 33/34)

· Divide the group (half and half) and assign them as either  the “Affirmative” or “Opposed” 

· Choosing your contentions – p.35

Social 10 – Intro to Debate

· “Get Out and Eat Out” - p.29 – critique

· Fact versus opinion – p. 30

· Critique “Get Out and Eat Out” again (with fact vs. opinion in mind)

· Monty Pythons – “The Argument Clinic” 
· Learning the Glossary of Debate Terms - p.25, 26

· Start strong – p. 112

· Building strong arguments and rebuttals - p.86/89 
· Discuss format/critique of debate
· Grade 10 Debate List – choose a debate topic  (groups of 3)
Social 20 –Becoming a Great Debater

· Review terminology – ( SS10)
· Expanded terminology – Language of Critical Thinking – pg 72
· Logical Fallacies – P. 77-79
· Great Debaters – 
(watch three clips – first day of debate club, first debate against a white college, and the final debate)
· Watch for thesis statement 
· Strong elements of debating
· SS 20 Debate List
· Choose topics and build debates
· Classmates act as judges (6 judges for each debate).
· 3 people on each debate team
Social 30 – Pro Debater/Pro Writer

· Review of all concepts

· Sicko and the Health Care Debate
· SS 30 Debate Topics
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Social 9 – Intro/Persuasive Writing

· Position Paper – taking a stance and defending an opinion

· Thesis – what is it?  What is its purpose

· Disney example

· What’s a strong /weak argument?

· Bias and loaded language – p. 83

· Death Penalty Debate  (p. 33/34)

· Divide the group (half and half) and assign them as either  the “Affirmative” or “Opposed” 

· Choosing your contentions – p.35

· Building strong arguments and rebuttals - p.86/89
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* Snow White had a decidedly girlish figure. Since then, Ellen Vanstone reports, the animate:];emale forfn has shaped up considerably.

Snow White
1937: “Chesty” was one of 50 names

considered for the dwarfs, but the
heroine was modestly proportioned.

Aladdin
1992: Jasmine’s pop top and bare mid-

riff were based on Arabian costumes.
Either that, or Beverly Hills, 90210.

Cinderella

1950: Cinderella had both beauty and a
respectable bustline. Her mean, skinny
stepsisters had neither.

Pochahontas
1995: She may have been this stupend-
ously endowed, but it's hard to believe
buckskin gave such excellent support.

- Hunchback of

The Li id
1989: Ariel was in the first Disney fairy
tale since Sleeping Beauty in 1959, and
was the first to appear half naked.

“udl,

Beauty and the Beast

1991: Belle spent most of the film in a
sexless smock, but when cleavage was
required, Disney animators provided.

Notre Dame
1996: Esmeralda was a vamp, wrote
Globe critic Liam Lacey, with “the can-
nonball breasts of a Baywatgch star.”

Hercules :
1997: Animators said Meg is based on
Greek shapes: a “column torso” with
hips “like a pot," and great jugs.
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Recognizing Logical Fallacies

Have you ever made a good point in an argument only to have the person you are
arguing with suddenly say in response, “You're stupid!"? That is a logical fallacy. A logical
fallacy occurs when a person uses incorrect reasoning; he or she says something that
doesn't answer what you said. There are three main ways a person can evade or ignore
an argument:

[ Type 1: Avoid the Issue

= When someone calls you “stupid” instead of responding to your argument, he or she
has dodged, or avoided, the issue or topic. The Latin name for name-calling in an
argument is ad hominem.

= Another way to avoid the issue is to use circular reasoning. When people use
X circular reasoning, they say the same thing they have already said but use different
words. Circular reasoning is also called begging the question. Here's an example of
circular reasoning.
“Hats in schools should be prohibited
because hats are not allowed in schools.”

* Athird way to dodge the issue is to give reasons that don't actually support the main
idea being argued. This is called evading the issue. Here is an example. Notice that
the speaker is not saying why the football coach should be replaced.

“Our football coach should be replaced.
Our baseball coach is great.”

| Type 2: Omit Key Points

* People often omit, or leave out, key ideas when making an argument. One way they
do this is to make an oversimplification. Here’s an example. Notice how other things
that cause weight gain are left out.

“Fast-food restaurants are the cause of overweight people in America.”

* Another way to omit key points is to make an overgeneralization. You can spot an
overgeneralization when you see words like always, totally, completely, or never.

"My mother pever understands me!”

1 Thiey Can Argue Well, They Can Write Wel
Copyight £2008 by Inceniive P o
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[ Type 3: Ignore Other Alternatives |

« People who argue a point may not present all the options. They simply give you an
either/or choice, or just two choices, leaving out other possible choices that may
solve the problem. Here's an example.

“You either get your homework done now
or you won't get it done at all.”

Another way to ignore possible solutions is to use a slippery-slope argument. This
argument suggests that one thing WILL lead to something else, when in reality it may
not. Here's an example. Notice that giving Adam a brownie will not lead to giving the
rest of the kids anything they want.
“If | let Adam eat a brownie, I'll have to let your other
brothers and sisters have anything they want.”

People can also ignore the real cause of something. They may say something causes
something when it really doesn't. This is called giving a false cause. Here’s an
example. Notice that the fact that the TV is on didn’t cause the tub to overflow.
“The water overflowed the bathtub
because the TV was on.”

. i DTS-

Sometimes people offer a comparison that doesn’'t make sense. A comparison

| between two things is an analogy, so they offer a false analogy. Here's an example.
| Notice that teenagers are able to make up their minds, so the analogy doesn't work.

l “My father can't make up his mind

| He’s like a teenager.”

Finally, people may use an “expert” to prove their point. However, the expert is NOT
an expert in the topic being discussed. This type of logical fallacy is called using a
false authority. Here's an example. Notice that Rufus Rockhead is an expert in
geology, the study of rocks and the earth, not whales or the oceans.

Japan's killing of whales makes the ocean cleaner,”
reported Rufus Rockhead, Ph.D. in Geology.

If They Can Argue Well, They Can Write Well
Copyright ®2008 by Incentive Publications, Inc., Nashville, TN
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present alternative arguments?
f) Did the Affirmative have a plan or model?
g) Did the Affirmative defend itself against the Negative attack?
h) How did the Negative attack the Affirmative plan?
1)  Who won the debate?

3. Have groups of students prepare practice questions based on the d
debate and have them ask each other and the instructors. Give posi
feedback.
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Reading the Research—Affirmative

DIRECTIONS: You are going to debate the death penalty before your fellow students. To
prepare for this debate, you need to read some research. If you are FOR the death penalty, or

having killers put to death, read the essay below.

Death Is What They Deserve
(In Support of the Death Penalty)

The death penalty has been used since the dawn
of time as a means of punishing criminals. Some
crimes, especially murder, are so horrible that the
death penalty seems the only fair punishment. Many
people may argue that capital punishment is not
moral, but it was not moral of the criminal to
commit the crime in the first place, therefore, swift
punishment is appropriate. The death penalty shows
that murder is not to be tolerated and will be
punished in an appropriate manner.

The death penalty is also a way to deter potential
murderers and criminals, or make them think twice
before killing for fear of losing their own life. This
is known as the “deterrence” factor. In 1973, Isaac
Ehrlich was able to prove that for every inmate who
was executed, seven lives were spared because
others were stopped from committing murder. Other
studies have been done which show the same
results. Those who oppose this view try to find
statistics to support the idea that capital punishment
does not deter crime. They also suggest that states in
the United States that do not use the death penalty
have lower murder rates. Vicious murderers must be
killed to prevent them from murdering again, either
in their prison or out in society, if they were paroled.
Opponents to this idea will argue that most
murderers do not expect to get caught when
committing a crime and that most crimes are
committed in moments of anger. But most studies
show that deterrence has a strong effect on
criminals. The death penalty helps society to prevent
any future crimes.

Many argue that the death penalty is based on
discrimination against African Americans, but in

fact, more white people than black people are
executed. The Supreme Court rejected the use of
statistical studies, which claim racism as the sole
reason for abolishing the death penalty. Opponents
try to prove that blacks are executed more than
white criminals. There have been a few studies
that attempt to prove that, but mostly they do not
take into account other influential factors.

Another thing to be considered is the high cost
factor of keeping criminals alive, as opposed to
using the death penalty. Many criminals cannot
afford the cost of attorneys, and the State must
bear the burden of the cost for the criminal. It is
not easy to calculate the final costs of a trial,
judge, prosecutor (most often appointed by the
State) and other court officials. A recent trial of
Tavara Wright cost the state of Texas
approximately $200,000 for two separate trials,
with a third trial waiting. It is even more costly to
keep criminals alive in prisons and on Death Row.
It costs over $19,000 a year to keep a criminal in
prison. Opponents attempt to prove just the
opposite, that it costs more to execute a criminal
than to have him or her in prison for life. It is easy
to use facts and figures to an advantage. Money
taken out of the pocket of taxpayers either way is
money that could be used in better ways for the
good of society.

According to a 1994 Gallup poll, 74 percent of
Americans support the death penalty. It is a just
and fair way to deal with criminals. It helps to
prevent future crimes and it is rooted in religious
beliefs. It is the best way to deal with those who
choose to murder and take innocent lives.

WORKS CITED
“The Death Penalty.” Michigan State University Comm Tech Lab and Death Penalty Center. 23 Jan 2007

hittp://www.deathpenaltyinfo. msu.edu

“News From the U.S. Supreme Court.” 23 Jan 2007. http://www.
“The Death Penalty—arguments for and against capital punishment.” 23 Jan 2007 http://www.findarticles.com
“Recent Background News on Death Penalty”. News Batch. 25 Jan 2007, http://www.newsbatch.com/deathnews. html
for Nothing: The Financial Cost of New Jersey's Death Row.” Nowember 2005.
org/rpt_moneyfornothing. htm!

Forsberg, Mary E. “"Money.
25 Jan 2007, hittp://www.nipp.

Inc., ™

arg/article. php?did= 38

1 They Can Argue Well, They Can Write Well
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Capital punishment, or the death penalty, is a
barbaric and ancient practice. Very few civilized
countries still practice putting someone to death for a
crime. Only countries such as Iraq, Iran, and Korea still
practice this horrible form of cruel and unusual
punishment. America is one of the only countries in the
western world that has not yet abolished the death
penalty. Opponents feel that capital punishment is just
another word for revenge, and fails to support the
highest ideals of our culture. Letting executions continue
is just another form of “payback.” We need to behave in
acivilized manner to continue to be a civilized society.

There is little, if any, proof that executions of
criminals deter, or make them think twice about
committing a crime. In fact the best conclusion is that the
death penalty is no more effective than a sentence to life
in prison. Studies that attempt to prove the opposite are
not well documented and have not been given much
credit. One fact that is clear is that states in the United
States that don’t use the death penalty have a lower
murder rate than states that do use capital punishment.
One survey shows that the South accounts for 80 percent
of executions and yet has the highest murder rate in the
United States. This proves the fact that criminals are not
deterred by threat of the death penalty. And the United
States has a higher murder rate than European countries,
which don’t use the death penalty. Proponents of the
“deterrence” idea often use Isaac Ehrlich’s outdated
study of 1973, which showed that for “every inmate who
was executed, seven lives were spared because others
were “deterred’ from committing murder.” This study is
100 old to be used as evidence in our modern days.
Criminals do not expect to get caught, tried, and
punished, and so they don’t consider the differences
between a possible execution and life in prison. Former
Texas Attorney General Jim Mattox said, “It is my own
experience that those executed in Texas were not deterred
by the existence of the death penalty law." The death
penalty is a step backward.

ath Penalty
http:/ /wuw.deathpenaltyinfo.msu.edu

The Death Penal

Recent B:

Reading the Research—Negative

DIRECTIONS: You are going to debate the death penalty before your fellow students.
To prepare for this debate, you need to read some research. If you are AGAINST the death
penalty, or against having killers put to death, read the essay below.

The Death Penalty IS Cruel and Unusual
(In Opposition to the Death Penalty)

The death penalty also discriminates against those
who cannot afford the best defense lawyers and do not
have access to the best courts and trial procedures. Many
lawyers are so inexperienced they are completely
unprepared to defend the criminal, and that criminal is
therefore more likely to be tried, convicted, and given a
death sentence. This is especially true when it comes to
the racial issue. Blacks are sentenced more frequently
than whites. Proof of this is that since 1976, when the
death penalty was reinstated in the United States, 202
black criminals have been executed for the murder of a
white victim, but only 12 white defendants have been
executed for the death of a black person. Opponents cite
the decision of the Supreme Court not to use race as the
single reason for overturning a death sentence, but race
is part of other factors, such as poverty.

Finally, the recent use of DNA testing has helped
prove that many criminals who were convicted and put
on Death Row were, in fact, innocent. It is interesting to
note, according to a 1987 study, that between 1900 and
1985 over 350 people were eventually found innocent of
their crimes. If DNA testing had been used in cases tried
in the 1970s and 1980s, some of the convicts probably
would have been found innocent. Even more alarming is
the fact that recently 23 criminals were found innocent
of their crimes after they had been put to death, using
scientific equipment and DNA test procedures.
Opponents argue that while DNA may be used, it is not
perfected yet, and other factors must be considered first
in deciding the death penalty. They feel that the need to
reform our court system is not a reason to abolish the
death penalty. But it is very important that all criminals
be given all available resources, including experienced
defense attorneys, non-racist juries, and the very latest
scientific evidence, including DNA testing.

There is no doubt that the death penalty, as it is
currently being used in the United States, is a cruel and
unusual punishment, often to innocent people. It is an
ancient ritual that needs to be abolished.

WORKS CITED

Michigan State University Comm Tech Lab and Death Penalty Center. 21 Jan 2007

arguments for and against capital punishment.” 23 Jan 2007. http://www.findarticles.com

Vews From the LS, Supreme Court.” 23 Jan 2007. http://www.deathpenaltyinfo.org/article. php?did=248&scid=38
round News on Death Penalty.” News Batch. 25 Jan 2007. http://www.newsbatch.com/deathnews. html

Death Penalty Focus.” FACTS. 25 Jan 2007, http://www.deathpenalty.org/index/php?pid=facts&menu=1
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   The Thesis:       :
 “The Disney Corporation is a sexist, racist, and greedy corporation 

that is having a negative impact on our society”

This is an example of a thesis:

· It is a bold statement (not a question), and it doesn’t use “grey” language (believe, opinion, think).

· It can be use to set up an argument

· Someone could disagree with this statement (it is an issue)

· Avoid personal pronouns (I, my, me)

  The Argument:     :
The Walt Disney Company is a powerful force in creating childhood culture all over the world. Presenting a worldview based on innocence, magic, and fun, its products are endorsed by parents and teachers, and are enthusiastically embraced by children.  Behind the images of innocence and fantasy, however, is a transnational media corporation owning media production companies, studios, theme parks, television and radio networks, cable TV systems, magazines, and internet sites. Disney is now one of the six or seven largest media corporations that dominate control of most of the mass media in the world.  Disney's impact is especially worrisome in view of its role as a major purveyor of the stories that will be used to construct children's imaginary worlds as well as their notions of the real world.
 
Commercialization of children's culture: The stories Disney tells in its movies seem to be secondary to their being used as vehicles for the merchandising of videos, toys, clothing, video games, etc. Disney then uses McDonalds and Wal-Mart to help push these products on the kids.  Similarly problematic is the pervasive power of these Disneyfied versions of cultural narratives to displace children's spontaneous creative play in favour of merely replicating the ready-made Disney versions. Such commercialization should not be surprising in light of Disney CEO Michael Eisner's pronouncement: "To make money is our only objective. (2003)".  In addition, Disney continues to be the most aggressive litigator of copy-rights infringements, including the use of the “Canadian Mountie” (which Disney owns). They also aggressively buy up other competitors in children entertainment including: Winnie the Pooh, Pixar (twice now), Marvel Comics, Lucasfilms and Star Wars, ABC (including: Pinky and the Brain, Kim Possible, Power Rangers), ESPN, and the Muppets.  Finally, Disney creates an atmosphere of intense pressure for families to holiday at a Disney Theme Park, as their advertising pushes the idea that every good parent (despite their financial situation) will take their children to the “Happiest Place on Earth”.  This process is meant to make all those who do not go to Disneyland feel a sense of alienation.

Representations of race and ethnicity: Representations of race and ethnicity in Disney animated features are notable for their general scarcity, and when they do appear, they tend to reinforce cultural stereotypes about these groups (for example, Latinos as irresponsible Chihuahuas in Lady and the Tramp and Oliver and Company; African-Americans as jive crows in Dumbo, as human-wannabe orangutans in Jungle Book, and totally absent in Tarzan's Africa; Latinos and African-Americans as street-gang thugs in The Lion King; Asians as treacherous Siamese cats in Lady and the Tramp; Arabs as barbarians in Aladdin; and Native Americans as savages in Peter Pan and Pocahontas).  The heroes of stories that take place in various parts of the world (Tarzan, Jungle Book, Aladdin, and the Lion King) are nearly exclusively voiced by white actors with no discernable attempt to represent local dialects or accents.
Gender representations: The female characters in Disney movies present a distorted version of femininity: highly sexualized bodies, coy seductiveness, always needing to be rescued by a male. Where are the strong adult females in Disney movies?  The typical Disney movie depicts a single father, and if a grown women is in the movie, she is labeled as “evil” or a “witch” (other examples: Cruel Devil – Cruella DeVil (101 Dalmatians) and Maleficent (disguised through pronunciation) means – “evil do-er” in Sleeping Beauty).  Look critically at the Disney princesses: Cinderella is seen as an honourable female in part because of her domestic abilities (she cleans), Snow White cleans the dwarfs' cottage to win their approval; Ariel gives up her voice in order to win the prince with her body in The Little Mermaid (by the way, in the real world we call this prostitution!);  Beauty and the Beast's Belle endures an abusive and violent Beast in order to redeem him (in the real world… this is spousal abuse, and the guy doesn’t change in to a prince), and… what about the worst of them all, Sleeping Beauty?  Is this a good role-model for girls?  She is a twit. She gets the “gifts” of beauty, song,  and grace, and then she spends the movie mindlessly floating through life (not being able to clean or cook well, tsk tsk)... and she falls in love with a creeper in the forest!  When she is told she can’t marry her true love, she cries on the bed and then accepts it.  When the guy (who gets the gifts of strength, honour, and virtue) hears the same news, doesn’t accept, but fights for what he wants.  Reinforcing the underlining message of Disney movies that men are strong and courageous; while women are weak, mindless, and good for only domestic tasks and being attractive.  Not only that, but beautiful people must fall in love with other beautiful people.  This point is driven home with Disney’s take on the story, The Hunchback of Notre Dame.  The original story tells of two outcasts of society (the Hunchback and the Gypsy girl) and how they find each other, help each other, and love each other.  When the Gypsy girl is attacked and injured, the Hunchback takes her back to their home (the bell tower) and attempts to heal her, but she dies in his arms.  Years later, two bodies are found in the tower: a young women’s body cloaked with the twisted skeleton of her true love that died when she did.  Disney finds this love unacceptable and introduces a new character; a young handsome man for the Gypsy girl to fall in love with.  Promoting the idea of looking beyond a person’s physical appearance does not seem to be a priority for the Disney Corporation.  Instead, Quasimodo gets to hang out with a bunch of gargoyles, while the good looking people fall in love.

RCMP leases the “Mountie Image” to Disney: http://archives.cbc.ca/economy_business/consumer_goods/clips/13485/



Social 10 – Intro to Debate

· Monty Pythons – “The Argument Clinic” 

· Learning the Glossary of Debate Terms - p.25, 26

· Start strong – p. 112

· “Get Out and Eat Out” - p.29 – critique 

· Fact versus opinion – p. 30

· Critique “Get Out and Eat Out” again (with fact vs. opinion in mind)

· Discuss format/critique of debate – p.39

· Grade 10 Debate List – choose a debate topic  (groups of 3)

Glossary of Debate Terms:
affirmative side – side that supports the proposition/resolution 

B.I.R.T. – a commonly used abbreviation for “Be it resolved that...”, a standard phrase which proceeds a debate resolution

case – all of the elements that comprise a team’s strategic approach to a resolution

concede – to admit that someone else is right

constructive speech – a speech in a debate when a debater presents new contentions to build their cases

contention – a strong statement to support one side of an argument

counterargument – an opposing argument

debate – to argue both sides of a topic

evidence – facts and examples that prove

fact – something proven to be true
fallacy – something that is not true
forgotten actors – a method to generate arguments.  Consider all the individual people, groups, communities, organizations, institutions, businesses, and governments possibly affected by the resolution

logic – a method of proving an argument to be true.  Logic uses clear, defensible statements that work together to create a point.  The statements cannot rest on points unproven (fallacies) or on themselves (circular reasoning)

opinion – a feeling or belief

opposed/negative side – side that opposes  the proposition/resolution

persuade – to try to convince someone

rebuttal – a response to a counterargument

refutation – the process of proving that the other teams argument/contention is incorrect or illogical

resolution / proposition – the subject to be resolved through the debate

resolve – make a firm decision to do something
SEED – a way of remembering the parts of an argument/contention: State your argument, Explanation, Evidence & Examples, Draw a connection back to the thesis.
SPLEEM – the acronym for remembering the types of arguments you can use in a debate:                                           S - social,       P - political,      L - legal,       E - economic,       E - environmental,       M - moral  

status quo – a Latin term that refers to the present established system

thesis – the main point a team is proving.  Both the negative and affirmative have a case line statement (or thesis)
Effective Word Choice for Debaters
To counter your opponent’s contention, use the following four-step method:

1. “They say that ...” (briefly restate the opponent’s point).

2. “But we disagree that ...” (briefly state that you disagree).

3. “Because ...” (give a strong and relevant counterargument).

4. “Therefore...” (explain to the audience how this wins your argument and why they should agree).

Words and Phrases to Avoid in a Debate:
totally

    bad


like


awesome

stuff


   things


good


you know

uh


   whatever

chill


very

dude


   for real


stupid

really

always

   every time

never

impossible

Words and Phrases to Persuade or Convince in a Debate:
as the evidence shows

abolish


avoid

for example



powerful


superior

in this case




overcome


mobilize

highly recommended


prevent


change

at this moment



tradition


urgent

take a bold new step


guarantee


eliminate

a proven method


patriot(ism)

honour

scientifically verified


focus



ensure

without a doubt



values


improve

cannot justify



justice


society

the truth is that



oversimplify

exaggerate

such an exaggeration


breakthrough

ultimate

one mustn’t confuse


progress


duty

the research is clear


inherent


crisis

the time has come


restore


act

one cannot deny


call upon


national interest
               Understanding the Steps of Debate

  Debates take the floor, shake hands, and take their seats

           Affirmative Side


      Opposed













  

Social 10 - The Great Debate Topics List!
1. The American invasion of Iraq is modern imperialism.
2. African disputes and conflicts should be handled by African countries themselves, rather than by external international organizations.
3. The Catholic Church should change its current position of forbidding the use of contraception.
4. The imposition of sanctions on nations is the best way to end child labour.
5. Former colonial powers should pay reparations to former colonies for their past activities.
6. As there is a growing consensus that global climate changes are being caused by environmental pollution, especially by greenhouse gases, more urgent action needs to be taken to halt this trend.
7. Transnational corporations do more harm than good.
8. Canada needs to provide more leadership towards meeting the United Nations Millennium Development Goals.
9. Outsourcing (and “offshoring”) is a positive phenomenon.
10. There should be an international minimum wage.
11. There a global crisis of overpopulation, so, families around the world should have a maximum of 3 children.
12. Companies who benefit from the use of sweat-shop labour, child labour and slave labour be barred from operating in Canada.
13. The government should use taxation incentives or policy to encourage the use of cars which are not fuelled by petroleum products.
14. There should be an international organization that censors material on the World Wide Web.
15. The United States is the greatest threat to world security.
16. Canada, the United States, and should join together to form a new nation.

17. The oil industry in Alberta should be taxed more heavily. 
18. The United Nations should be judged as a failure.
19. We should press for the abolition of the power of veto held by the permanent members of the Security Council.
20. The CRTC rules that require specific amounts of Canadian content in Canadian radio and TV programming should be ended.

21. Civil disobedience should be seen as a justifiable way to accomplish a goal.

22. Technology isolates and divides groups within society.

23. Water should be treated as an economic commodity (product).

Social 20 – Becoming a Great Debater

· Review terminology – ( SS10)
· Expanded terminology 

· Logical Fallacies – P. 77-79
· PPT – in Debate folder
· Great Debaters – (watch three clips – first day of debate club, first debate against a white college, and the final debate)
· Watch for thesis statement 
· Strong elements of debating
· Great Debate List
· Choose topics and build debates
· Classmates act as judges (9 judges for each debate).
· 3 people on each debate team



The Refutation Chart
 Method of Rebuttal


Points                                                                                  s 
Challenge the problem


Opponent doesn’t understand the real issue







Opponent doesn’t deal with the real issues

Challenge the analysis


Opponent overlooked important parts of the issue







Opponent doesn’t understand the consequences







Opponent looking at the issue from the wrong angle

 





Opponent’s argument based on false/faulty assumptions

Problem with authority of evidence
Person is not specialized in the topic







Person’s bias is questionable







Person’s research is not conclusive in its results







Person’s research methods are questionable 

Problem with statistic 


Statistic of too small a sample group







Statistic of too narrow a sample group







Statistic inconsistent with other findings







Statistic used biased questions/wording







Statistic is irrelevant


Corollary argument



Demonstrate opposite results from argument of opponent







No relationship (no cause and effect)

Minimization/Mitigation


Opponent used extremes to prove their case







Opponent only used isolated incidents







“So what?”  The benefits outweigh consequences






Impact actually good, not negative

Special arguments



Opponent is using circular reasoning







Opponent is appealing to prejudice







Opponent is appealing to emotional sentiments







Opponent is appealing to habit/ritual







Opponent is contradicting previous speech







Opponent’s principles lead to unwanted precedent







Opponent’s suggestion of only two options is false

    Basic Speech Mechanics
Physical mannerisms of your voice and body can either distract people or intensify their enjoyment of your speech.  Consider:
Stance
· Stand firmly on two feet – do not lean or slouch.  Avoid leaning on chairs and tables.

· Hands – keep clasped in front of you, place them on the lectern, or move them for useful and effective gestures.  Keep them out of your pockets

Appearance
· Dress neatly and attractively

· Appearance and dress can influence your audience no matter who is in attendance

Look at the Audience

· Do not look at only one or two people or only one side of your audience.  Your eyes should constantly rove over the entire group

· Do not keep your eyes locked on your notes – this is a certain way to lose the attention of your audience
Volume and Tone

· Speak loudly enough for all to clearly hear.  Do not be afraid to use extra volume to emphasize.

· In general, vary the volume and pace of your speaking according to what you want to stress.

· Use passion, calm, aggression, and meekness to stress your points or defuse your opponents.

Pace of Speaking

· Do not speak too quickly (often an issue if you are reading your material)

· Speak slowly when you want to emphasize a point

· Varying your pace is important

Pause

· The finest speakers use pauses to emphasize something.  The pause can be in the middle or at the end of a sentence.

Use of Questions

· Use of rhetorical questions involves your audience in your speech.

“Ladies and Gentlemen, what is the greatest problem facing Native groups today?  Is it lack of education?  Is it lack of opportunity?  Is it a cultural protection issues?  Is it the apathy of the government?  It is none of these.  It is rather...”

Facial Expressions

· You can do a great deal with your eyes and smile; a smile early in your speech can do wonders.

· Set the mood of your talk with the way you look at the audience.

Gestures

· Emphasis and expression with the hands is another technique found with all good speakers.

· Gestures should be relevant and varied.  They should never be distracting or annoying.

Nervousness

Ways to reduce nervousness include:

· Knowing what you are going to say.  Thorough preparation usually eliminates all nervousness except the momentary feeling at the start of the talk.

· Taking a few deep breaths before standing to speak

· Relaxing in the knowledge that every speaker (even the greatest ones) get nervous.

· Most nervousness does NOT show as much as you think it does.  Just keep talking as though it was not there.

Notes

· Do not use large cumbersome, distracting sheets of paper.  Small cards are recommended.

· Do not worry about people knowing that you need to rely on notes  - but keep your head up as much as possible.  Your voice will carry better.

· Do not write your speech out word for word (you’ll be too tempted to read it).  Instead, write down the general headings and specific stats or quotes you may need.

Humour

· Entertaining speeches require careful planning.  One can be humourous and entertaining and still have a serious and worthwhile message.  Keep the humour relevant and well suited to the audience.  Avoid sarcasm.

· It takes skill and thought to use humour well.  Be careful not to offend the judges.  Remember, what seems funny to a student-debater could be perceived as not funny or even offensive by a judge who is somewhat older. 

Read Your Audience

· Who are the judges?  Will they understand your current pop culture reference?  Are they wearing suits or casual clothes?  Can you hypothesis what their attitudes and biases might be?

· Although your answers will only lead to generalizations, the composition of the judging panel and the audience can play a role in the type of comments you make.

· Consider the tone of the debate.  Is it serious or lighter in tone?  Should you make emotional appeals or logical approaches?

· Are they frowning or smiling during the debate?  Are they following you, or are they looking confused?  Do you need to change something about your debate?



Social 20 - The Great Big Debate Topics List!
1. Same sex schools help children learn better than co-ed schools.

2. Non-human animals deserve the more rights than what they currently have.

3. Gay couples should be given the same legal rights as heterosexuals in adopting children.
4. The age to drive a vehicle should be raised to 18.

5. Violent video games do not promote violent behaviour.

6. Genetically modified foods should be banned.

7. Assisted suicide should be legalized.
8. Boxing and UFC should be banned.
9. Random breathalyser tests for drivers are good idea.
10. Marijuana should be legalized.
11. Young people should be subjected to night-time curfews as a way to reduce crime.
12. Children should not be allowed to work in the performing arts or professional sports.
13. Sexual education programs should be mandatory and include the distribution of condoms.
14. The Confederate flag and the swastika should be banned from public display.
15. Physical force (including execution) is never a justifiable method of punishing criminals.
16. Physical force is never a justifiable method of punishing children.
17. The legal age for drinking alcohol should be raised to 19 across Canada.
18. School students should face mandatory drug-tests.
19. There should be a tax on fatty foods.
20. Feminism is no longer relevant.
21. The government should censor lyrics of songs that are violent or expletive.
22. Laws should be passed to limit gun ownership further.
23. Those under the age of 17 should not be allowed to own or use cellphones.
24. Parents should be held morally and legally responsible for the actions/needs of their children.
25. Parenthood should be seen as a privilege not as a right.
26. Prostitution should be fully legalized, and monitored through government run brothels.
27. The province of Quebec should secede from Canada.
28. A mandatory maximum salary should be imposed by governments.
29. Schools should require their students to wear a school uniform.
30. Men found guilty of sex crimes against children should be chemically castrated.
31. There should be a full ban on the advertising, selling, and smoking of tobacco.
32. Mankind should not continue to invest in the exploration of space.
33. Medical research involving the use of human stem cells should be permitted.
34. Schools school not have the right to search students’ lockers.
35. The government should permit assisted suicides.
36. Unhealthy foods should be banned from schools.
37. Canada should ban violent video games.
38. Canada should ban the keeping of animals in zoos.
39. Athletes who have been caught using steroids should lose all records and be barred from entering Halls of Fame.

Social 30 – Pro Debater/Pro Writer

· Review of all concepts

· Health Care Debate
· Final debate on an issue from the course

Social 30 - The Great Big Debate Topics List!

1. At times, we have a moral obligation to assassinate foreign dictators 
2. Democratic Socialism is the best form of government system

3. Capitalism is the superior economic system.
4. It is occasionally justifiable for the government to suspend our rights and freedoms
5. Voting in elections should be compulsory (as it is in Australia).
6. Democracy should not be imposed on other countries.
7. Religion is doing more harm than good in the world.
8. Parents should not be allowed to educate their children at home.
9. Climate change is mankind’s defining crisis and it demands the world’s upmost attention
10. There should not be public schools open to only one race or religion.
11. Negative advertising in political campaigns should be banned.
12. Che Guevara should be remembered as a hero.
13. George W. Bush should stand trial for war crimes
14. Democracy is a flawed concept
15. The world is better off when a Republican is president
16. Canada has a superior system of governance compared to the USA
17. Public security trumps personal rights and freedoms
18. Canada should have a two-tiered healthcare system OR
19. The Canadian health care system is superior to the American system

1st Speaker


the FIRST contention for the opposed


Backs contention up with evidence


2 MINUTES





Records Negative Contentions on Board





3.





2.





4.





2nd Speaker


1st Rebuttal 


Leads into the SECOND contention


Backs contention up with evidence


2 MINUTES





Records Negative Contentions on Board








2nd Speaker


1st Rebuttal 


Leads into the SECOND contention


Backs contention up with evidence


2 MINUTES





Records Affirmative Contentions on Board











Open Discussion Period – 	


Led by the affirmative side, any of the debaters can jump in and talk at any time.					         5 MINUTES





7.





3rd Speaker


Offers final rebuttals of all affirmative claims


Last chance to work in a final contention


Gives final persuasive summary





2 MINUTES
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1st Speaker


States proposition (BIRT)


Leads into the FIRST contention


Backs contention up with evidence


2 MINUTES





Records Affirmative Contentions on Board





5.





6.





3rd Speaker


Offers final rebuttals of all of the negative side’s claims


Last chance to work in a final contention


Gives final persuasive summary





2 MINUTES








    Debaters shake hands with their opposition, and return to their seats.





States any Counterarguments


Offers final Rebuttals of all Negative claims


Gives Final Persuasive Summary





9.





  


  CLASH CARD


	When you hear your opponents’ plan, ask the following questions:


How much will it cost?


Where will the funds come from?


Does it solve the need for change?


Could this problem be solved with a more simple solution?


Is there proof this plan will work?


How will the public react or be affected by this idea?


Will the plan be consistent with Canada’s morals and legal system











  


  When Your Opponents Do the Unexpected


	Areas for clash focus:


Is the definition legitimate?


Can the wording of what was said be reworded in your favour?


What practical problems will be associated with this?


Is this really a significant change?


What key point (of what was said) can be attacked?


How much will it cost?


Are they trying to avoid the real issues?


Follow the argument to the extreme... what are the ramifications?


Apply the slippery slope and do some fear mongering if necessary


Apply the emotional appeal: will this affect children or the elderly?














