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Strategizing Against the K Aff
MAURER


[if you are watching this lecture, just copy and paste the text below into a word document and take notes between the text]
I.  What kind of kritikal aff?

A.  Defend the plan and a kritikally flavored advantage
-- Plan must solve

B.  Defend the plan symbolically

-- whether or not the plan would solve is less important than the political agenda it represents
C.  Defend the plan metaphorically

-- whether or not the plan would solve is not important.  
D.  No plan; advocacy statement

-- Advocacy statement is what the judge(s) vote(s) for or against but, according to the affirmative, is not bound by the resolution at all.
E.  No plan

-- Judge votes for or against the theme/strategy/style of criticism in the 1AC.
II.  Establishing what type of affirmative you are dealing with


A.  During the 1AC


B.  Cross-ex


C.  During the 2AC

III.  Deciding what type of 1NC strategy to run


A.  Counterplanning

-- Counterplan with insulated disad

-- State PIC

-- Word PIC

-- Plan PIC

B.  Out lefting
-- Zizek and ilk

-- Accomodation PIC (PIC out of whatever argument is built into the aff as defense to framework)

-- Reverse State PIC (PIC out of whatever argument is built into the aff as offense to framework)

C.  Turning the friggin Case!!!

-- ID Politics

-- You say good we say bad (the stubborn, old school hammer approach)

-- Author/School based approaches to gaining traction

D.  Non-framework based Theory

-- gotta have an advocacy statement

-- gotta be germane (not necessarily ‘topical’, just germane)

IV.  Deciding on a 2NR strategy

A.  1AR Choices

B.  Your Comfort

C.  The Importance of Using Parallel Language
