Counterplans
Intro: 

1. You already know this, most is just debate vocabulary. 

We all make policy choices after comparing them to others. [Should I eat at the COG? Should I eat? Should I just grab something from the gas station?] The goal of this lecture is to translate what you already know into vocab that debate judges and other debaters understand.

2. Lots of “K” theory borrows language from counterplan theory. Why? It was the most convenient analog available to judges and debaters. Not all the vocabulary is a perfect fit, but understanding counterplans will help you understand K’s better.
3. The next CP lecture develops concepts that rely on this lecture…
1. What is a counterplan?

The American Heritage® Dictionary of the English Language, Fourth Edition 2000 http://dictionary.reference.com/browse/counterplan
coun·ter·plan    ( P )  Pronunciation Key  (kountr-pln)

n. 

A plan intended to counter or oppose another plan. 

An alternate plan. 

2. What is the basic thesis of every counterplan?

The counterplan alone is the best policy option.
3. Why does the negative get to run counterplans?

The logic of [policy] choice: it derives from the aff’s claim that we should do the plan. The only way to fully test that idea is by comparing the plan to other options.
There’s an implied “should not” the negative gets to advocate with a cp
Maybe [Opportunity cost theory: The CP is just proof we should reject the plan because there is a better option available. The cp isn’t “fiated” the way the aff plan is,. The CP can’t be endorsed the same way the plan can, its not the focus of the debate and hasn’t been tested against other opportunity costs.]
[What can the negative ‘fiat’ is another lecture….can the negative advocate that the states do the plan? Can they advocate that each person do the plan on their own? Can they advocate that other countries just “go along” to solve the veteran’s soft power advantage?]
4. Why would you run a counterplan?


-take ground back


-case impact is too big


-new case


-sq indefensible
-uniqueness 
amplify negative arguments

5. What if your rules prohibit counterplans?

You need to know this anyway: we all make choices, learn to make better choices just by understanding cp theory

You’ll get to travel soon, or move to a division where you can.

Minor Repair: [See your theory seminar leaders…2 versions – one requires the neg only prove propensity & an existing mechanism, the other has the same burdens as a cp – net benefits (See Ted Sheckels book if you can find it)]
Justification: [See your theory seminar leaders.                     Also consult the Zarefsky & Patterson book]
6. What makes a counterplan competitive?

Back to thesis of all cps: The judge should vote for the cp alone

Net benefits: This is jargon. All it means is “Better” 

The counterplan alone is better than the plan and a legitimate permutation.
CP > P and Perm
What if CP = P and Perm?

7. How can the affirmative prove a counterplan is not competitive?

SHOULD SHOULD SHOULD you do the cp alone!!!!!, NOT NOT NOT Could
Disprove the above statement that the judge should vote for the cp alone!
a. prove the plan alone is better (CP doesn’t solve, CP worse than plan)

b. permutations : [question….does the permutation need to be better than the CP alone???]
8. What is a permutation?

Literally, a permutation is a combination.
It’s a way to determine if the basic thesis is true.

9. What is generally considered a legitimate permutation?

All of the plan plus all or part of the cp.
10. What types of permutations are there?

a. Simple Mechanical

Perm: Do Both [obvious]

Plan – read 10 articles on your assignment. 
C-Plan: File affirmative.

Perm: All of plan and all of counterplan

Read the 10 articles and  file the affirmative.

b. Logical – all of plan and a logical part of the counterplan

Thought of as legitimate, but people often argue “textual competition best” to make prevent affs from using this. 

Plan – read 10 articles on your assignment. 

C-Plan: File affirmative.

Perm: All of plan and part of counterplan

Read the 10 articles and  file half the affirmative.

c. Severence – part of  aff plan and all or part of counterplan


Legitimacy is a function of affirmative conditionality and topicality


Perm: read 8 articles and file affirmative

d. Intrinsicness – all of plan, all, part, or none of counterplan, and an action found in neither the plan nor the counterplan

Legitimacy depends on legitimacy of intrinsicness arguments


Perm: read the 10 articles and file the Poverty Reps K.
e. Time frame – any of the above permutations that also changes the time of adoption of the plan or counterplan – doing the c-plan later might just be a logical subtraction of the first bit of time of the counterplan. Doing the aff plan sooner might be seen as an intrinsicness permutation adding a bit of time to the beginning of the aff plan. Doing the aff plan later might be seen as severing the immediacy or first bit of time of the plan’s existence.

Perm: read the 10 articles and file your affirmative later

Perm: File affirmative, read 10 articles later

f. Textual permutations: 
plan: read 10 articles. 
CP. Read the articles except the last one.

Perm: read 10 articles except the last one.
11. What does a permutation prove?
12. What about topical counterplans?
Best policy: necessary to test whether the plan is actually the best available option.

CP’s have to be topical – for the same reason that T is a VI…
13. Status

Dispositionality, conditionality & unconditional counterplans 

a. Counterplan “status” – What does “status” mean? Who cares? When is it established?

b. Unconditional


Definition


Why are they good?


Why are they bad?

c. Conditional


Definition


Why are they good?


Why are they bad?

d. Dispositional


Definition:



“Aff Dispositionality”



“Neg Dispositionality”


Why are they good?


Why are they bad?

e. Logical Limited Conditionality


Huh?

14. “Doing” counterplans
1)
Write out c-plan, Write out perm

2)
Net benefits are the focus: if adv is huge, solvency differential counts. If not, disad is key.

3)
Be prepared to debate theory

4)
Consider splitting theory from substance in neg block (prep time) 

5)
If no perm, total advs are all that counts. Mutually exclusive or dumb aff

6)
cross ex should determine “status,”  isolate c-plan actions and net benefits precisely

7)
Disads to c-plans are incredibly helpful
