What is a K?
Definitions are hard to come by.  Critiques by their nature often times refuse rigid distinctions.  A critique indicts the philosophical assumptions, structures, mindset, or language of an affirmative.  

Wait, that’s a pretty broad definition.  How are Ks distinct from other negative arguments?
Most other arguments in debate rely on an instrumental plan, evaluate consequences, make objective statements about the world and the reactions of other agents to the plan.  Concerned with “pretending” the plan passes-we focus on the merits of the plan as if it were to happen.

Critiques, however, are concerned with ideology and philosophy.  Typically believes the aff has taken a flawed world view.  That the thinking they use to justify the plan is violent or structurally biased.

These sound crazy.  It sounds like I’ll have to learn a whole new way to evaluate arguments.

YES and NO.  The “policy/K” divide is an egregious myth perpetuated by those who practice either side.  Ks are a unique type of debate argument, but they are a debate argument nonetheless.  The goal of the negative is always to convince the judge they should not do the plan. There is no wider ideological goal, no social movement, no project, no requirement that liberals or conservatives run Ks.
As we learn about Ks I want you to conceptualize them as arguments with impacts.  I know that sounds obvious, but many times debaters lose sight of this when they are evaluating, running, or answering Ks.  The K must have an impact compelling enough to reject the affirmative

3 parts
Link, impact, alternative.  Think of the alternative as a CP, and the link and impact are the net benefit.

Links-  What is it the aff does that is problematic?  2 types of links.  Plan based, advantage based.  

Plan based: social services for health care are capitalist.  

Direct and to the point.  The plan itself implements an ideology the negative believes is bad.

Advantage based: the aff’s advantages are an attempt to secure our own existence.  This obsession with security is bad.

The advantage links are somewhat different.  Rather than saying the implemented action of the plan is problematic, they indict the justifications of the plan.  

Impacts-This is where things get a little different.  But no matter how fickle things get always remember that in the end the K must ‘outweigh’ the aff for the negative to win.  It is how the neg outweighs the aff that is slightly different.
2 components to an impact assessment in the K.  The first is the gateway, or framing, issue, and the second is the terminal impact.

Gateway/framing- the K both indicts a mainline assumption of the aff, and posits its own via an alternative.  The ‘gateway’ issue is a way of prioritizing the negative’s impact claim over the aff’s.  The gateway issue creates a lens through which to view the world, claiming that anything outside that lens is irrelevant.
Think of it similar to a “moral imperative” argument you hear some policy teams make.  The argument claims that because of the moral standing of the impact, all other impacts should be ignored.  Ks are the same way.  
The framing issue picks a philosophical lens (ontology, epistemology), and claims that any evaluation outside of that lens is irrelevant.  ALWAYS FIGURE OUT WHAT YOUR GATEWAY ISSUE IS, WHETHER YOU ARE AFF OR NEG.  **also note that “framing issue” is not a formal pointed structure in the K.  There is no “d subpoint-framing issue”**

Terminal Impact-This is the more traditional sounding result of the K.  Typically involves an extinction, turns the case, or “justifies X” claim. 

 Alternatives-this is the part we envision as a counterplan.  The alternative will almost always either solve the aff or reject it as a platform to larger political change (reject capitalism in every instance, it’s the only way to build momentum against it).

Alternatives never posit literal, instrumental action.  If that is what your alternative does, then it is actually a counterplan.  Alternatives are not concerned with the instrumental passage of anything.  The alt must FIX THE PROBLEMS OUTLINED BY THE LINK.  Typically the alternative is also inherently related to the framing issue.  The perspective the framing issue believes should be prioritized (ethics, epistemology, ontology) is also the backbone of the alternative.  

Example:  link- plan is capitalist, terminal impact-capitalism will culminate in extinction, alternative-ethical obligation to reject capitalism in every instance.
In the above outline, there is no explicit subpoint in the K that says “framing issue” (there never is such a subpoint), but the alternative clearly says that the rationale for rejecting capital is ethical.

The alternative is the part of the K that ties everything together.  It is a proposed viewpoint that by its very nature requires the neg to make implicit comparisons to the aff’s perspective.  

The section has a quick glossay or philosophical/K terms.  Nothing you wouldn’t find on the first results of a google page, but it should help everyone follow along the K aff/neg specific lectures.

Binary opposition-two concepts that are considered theoretically opposite of one another, and deployed to make distinctions.  Example: subject/object, black/white, identity/difference

Biopower-term first coined by Foucault, he defined it as the practice of modern states and their regulation of their subjects through "an explosion of numerous and diverse techniques for achieving the subjugations of bodies and the control of populations."

Cartesian split-belief that there is a rigid split between mind and body, or thought and action.  The mind is a separate mechanism that objectively observes the physical world.
Capitalism- economic system in which trade and production are privately controlled for profit.  The means of production are bought and sold privately, encouraging private capital accumulation and profit.

Critique- the systematic inquiry into the limits of a doctrine or set of concepts.

Deconstruction-term coined by Derrida, an approach (whether in philosophy, literary analysis, or in other fields) which rigorously pursues the meaning of a text to the point of undoing the oppositions on which it is apparently founded, and to the point of showing that those foundations are irreducibly complex, unstable or impossible.
Epistemology-study or theory of knowledge.  Concerned with limits of knowledge, the who/what/where/why/when/how of what we know.

Ethics-fundamentally concerned with “how one ought to live”, typically concerned with what moral judgments we make, and what morals we should uphold.

Feminism-a very wide branch of philosophy.  It is typically concerned with studying the gendered or sexual difference between men and women, with the goal of understanding the pervasive ways in which typically ‘male’ thinking has ordered society at the expense of feminine or female subjects.

Marxism- political-economic theory that presents a materialist conception of history, a non-capitalist vision of capitalism and other types of society, and a non-religious view of human liberation. Closely related to the ideology of communism.
Metaphysics-branch of knowledge that seeks universal principles for the behavior of objects and subjects, or rules that transcend all forms of knowledge.

Nihilism-concept that believes values do not exist but are invented.  There is no intrinsic value to anything.  Also believes the creation of universal ideas to organize and purport values is dangerous.

Objective- something that can be known regardless of specific situation or perspective; said to be a universal reality.

Ontology-study of being; the theory of objects and their ties. Ontology is the study of how one comes to conceptualized and categorize the world around them.  Whereas epistemology asks what kind of knowledge, ontology is concerned with what counts as knowledge.

Postmodernism-branch of philosophy that seeks to critique the foundational assumptions and structures of philosophy.  It doesn’t believe in rigid, objective concepts.  Instead, postmodernism focuses on the fluidity and subjective nature of all things.
Poststructuralism- Sub branch of philosophy that seeks to indict the objective nature of political, social, and economic structures. In direct contrast to the structuralist claim of an independent signifier (objective structure) superior to the signified (the subjective individual), post-structuralism generally views the signifier and signified as inseparable but not united; meaning itself inheres to the play of difference
Psychoanalysis- a philosophical as well as scientific theory.  Psycho analysis rests on the belief that there are universal, subconscious drives that motivate our actions and responses in the world.  It is believed that only through understanding these subconscious drives can we accurately guide our actions.
Subjective- relating to properties or specific conditions of the mind as distinguished from general or universal experience.

