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I. Why do we debate framework? How did this argument evolve?
a. The policy model of debate: “aff should win if the topical plan is the best policy option in the debate. The neg should win if the plan is proven worse than the status quo or a policy option competitive with the plan.”

b. What is the purpose of debate? What are the roles of the debaters? Judge? 

i. Policy-making vs. activist/advocacy model of debate

ii. Role-playing vs. criticism 

iii. Plans, consequences, and solvency questions vs. language, representations, and assumptions

c. Critiques are cheating

i. Don’t test whether the plan is a good idea 
ii. Alternatives circumvent uniqueness and specific link debates
1. Activist alternatives do not have literature

2. Alternatives make traditionally non-competitive CP’s artificially compete

3. Floating Pic’s / utopian alternatives

iii. Circumvent comparisons by muting the 1ac, only representations matter therefore your case impacts are irrelevant
iv. Force the affirmative to defend things that are not in their plan

II. Reasons the affirmative should get to pick the framework

a. Framework is a precondition to debate

b. Neg. frameworks are unpredictable, infinite, and self-serving

c. Rules precede ethics, parameters set the stage of the deabate
III. Plan focus is good

a. Topic specific education
i. Critiques avoid the central questions of the topic by focusing on language or generic assumptions such as capital or the state

ii. Topics stagnate, held hostage by trans-topic generics

b. Creates a stable and predictable advocacy 
c. Real-world education about concrete actions rather than theoretical abstraction 

IV. Policymaking and Role-playing is good

a. Debate is the foundation of good citizenship
b. Different perspectives “switch-side debating good”
i. Devil advocate

ii. Empathy

c. Policy pedagogy
i. learning how to enact policies is an important part of a civic education
ii. learn to be a better activist when you know how policy works
d. Demands on the state is a delusional framework
V. Framework is not genocide (Answering rules critiques)
a. Hopefully it never comes to this

b. Generally rules in and of themselves are not bad but how they are deployed
c. The ‘state of exception’ demonstrates that those that put themselves outside of the law can also commit atrocities

d. Acknowledgement and rejoinder are important to understanding and empathy, those norms-based rules are intended to prevent exclusion

e. Debate and deliberation enable criticism in the first place – without it there would be no topic or platform for the debate to proceed

f. False analogy – “Hitler wore pants, you wear pants, therefore you are Hitler” – Not all rule-based standards are bad
VI. What does framework get you?

a. Race to the middle - typically, making the neg. prove a link, debate the plan, defend a stable alternative

b. Rarely is framework won as a voting issue

c. Used to justify permutations

VII. Tips on structuring your 2AC argument

a. Have two versions of your framework

b. Save it for the 2ac, do not use as preempt

c. Structure it like a disadvantage about debate

d. Cards on the advantages of role-playing, switch-side debating, etc. like you would on any other DA. 
