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      WARD: KRITIKS OF TOPICALITY

I. Why do People read kritiks of topicality?


A. It takes an argument that normally is a zero risk issue for the neg and gives your kritik aff a chance to turn it.

B. It makes the neg defend the aspects of debate that they are claiming are educational.


C. Some topicality arguments limit some communities or social services out of the topic that are valuable to discuss.

II. But isn’t topicality always a voting issue?

A. Kritiking topicality does not mean that topicality isn’t a voting issue; it just questions the basis that the negative has used to limit the affirmative out of the topic.

B. Some might argue that there are issues of exclusion that are more important that debate procedure.

III. What are the different kinds of kritiks of topicality?


A. Generic Gatekeepers of Knowledge (T is Genocide, Juuhdge!)

1. This is the most generic and least persuasive kritik of T.


B. Kritik the ground they want 

1. Role playing-

2. Politics-

3. Economy-

4. Realism-

5. Governmentality-


C. Exclusion of a particular group

D.  Kritiks of the stability of language



1. Derrida and Deconstruction-



2. Sapir/Warf-

IV. Name some topicality arguments that exclude persons of topics that perhaps should be included?


1. Substantially-


2. Social Services-


3. Persons living in poverty-


4. in the United States-

V. The rules of engagement.


1. Have evidence if you want to win these arguments.


2. Tailor your argument to your judge.


3. Have a coherent explanation of the link.

4. Have a believable Impact that is easy to explain, not contrived and big enough to decide the debate on.


5. You shouldn’t ignore the rest of the T flow because you are kritiking.

6. Unless your kritik is dropped and you have them dead to rights you probably shouldn’t push all in on topicality. In front of the average moderate judge, it is hard to win the entire debate on topicality.

7. Have a good answer to reject the arg not the team

8. Don’t double turn yourself.
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