ANSWERING THE DISADVANTAGE:

1) UNIQUENESS: The argument that ties the impact area to the actions of the status quo- the direction of the issue.  In a nutshell, it’s the status quo (right now) situation of the problem being discussed. This says that the problem is being UNIQUELY caused by the action of the plan… If the problem is the worst in the world, and it would lead to puppies being pushed over the edge of a cliff to their spiked death, then there seems to be no reason to NOT do the plan, as the negative action happens in a world independent of the plan. For example, in the hummer/puppy analogy being discussed earlier, an example of a non uniqueness argument might be that the driver of the hummer is actually moving his car off the cliff, away from the ledge with the box of puppies. This indicates that, even if puppies falling on spikes to their deaths would really suck, if the hummer that was going to push them off the ledge, then there is no reason to worry about it pushing off the puppies….another example of a non uniqueness claim would indicate the box of puppies was being moved from the cliff edge- indicating that,  even if the hummer drives to the ledge at 100 miles an hour, the implication of the puppy halocaust never happens. 

2) LINK: There are a variety of ways to make link arguments, and I will talk about a variety of them. The first is simply called a no link/link take out  argument. This is simply an argument that says the thing they claim you caused, you actually didn’t cause it. In the discussion of puppies and hummers, it simply says the plan does NOT cause the hummer to head toward the cliff with the puppies. The second type of argument is a link turn- this indicates the link of the disadvantage is not only not true, but the opposite is true. In Puppystan, the link turn indicates that the aff plan not only DOESN’T drive the puppies off the cliff, but it instead takes the puppies to the pet store, where there are people waiting to adopt them….which brings us to the need to explain WHY uniqueness a necessary component…if the link turn is true, and someone is coming to take the puppies for adoption, then it is necessary to establish the puppies are NOT on perched on the edge of a cliff, because if they are, they can’t be being simultaneously be put in the car- but if we are taking the puppies off the cliff NOW, then it DOES facilitate a world where puppies can be taken off to adoption…in a world where the ORIGINAL uniqueness claim isn’t answered, the puppies aren’t at any risk,  so you’re not really saving them from some ominous demise…



3) INTERNAL LINKS: The internal link is the tie between the link and the impact. The puppy discussion defines the internal link that the box of puppies falls over the edge. There are, once again, internal link take outs and  internal link turns. The take out is simple to explain- when the truck pushes the puppies off the cliff, it falls, but onto a small ledge that keeps the puppies from falling all the way to their deaths, which proves that even it the link is not true, then there is still no puppy genocide. An internal link turn indicates the internal link is not only NOT true, but also leads to something opposite from the initial internal link claim…in this example, the puppies might be pushed off the cliff, but there is no gravity, and the puppies just float around in the air, looking really cute and doing awesome puppy flips and stuff…these are awesome, as they don’t require uniqueness claims, are easy to point out (as disadvantages are generally quite contrived), there are numerous internal link claims to be made on the average disadvantage, which means there are numerous differentiated internal link take outs to a DA, and the affirmative usually has to answer these back, and usually with a piece of evidence…

4) IMPACTS: These are the bad things they claim you cause (or the good things your actions stop from happening), and there are also two way to answer these claims as well, at the take out level and the turn level. To take out a disadvantage, you simply have to show that the result of the disadvantage, the long term implication of the action, isn’t actually as bad as they say it is. To go back to the well of the puppies and hummers, an impact take out for this argument might assume the puppies are pushed off the cliff, but instead of them plummeting to a spike filled massacre, they instead were pushed off into a bunch of that soft foam that stunt people fall into. Then, it sucks that they fell, but they’re no worse for the wear. This proves that even if the entire disad was true, there is no negative impact to the action, so there’s no reason to stop the action. The other way is much more fun- the impact turn. The impact turn is simply a black and white issue- it’s an issue of yes to their no. They say proliferation is a bad thing, you say it’s a good thing. They say arms sales are a bad thing, you say it’s a good thing. They say we all die in a nuclear war, you say us dying in a nuclear war is a good thing (explain wipeout)….In our discussion of the puppies, it leads to a pretty repugnant argument, that the massacre of puppies is a GOOD thing, one we advocate- maybe the massacre of THOSE PARTICULAR PUPPIES does something really good (for example, innocent puppy blood helps solve for Cancer, which is a bigger impact than the mere death of a box of puppies). When executing the impact turn, it’s important to explain why the ORIGINAL impact is not as strong- it’s necessary to make some DEFENSIVE arguments- ones that minimize the original impact. Tied to our example, it would be something like “even if they fall on the spikes, they won’t die.” This jives well with our need for puppy blood, so the pushing them off the cliff is a GOOD idea…
5) THE CARDINAL RULE FOR THE DISAD AND THE TURN: You can turn the link of the disadvantage, OR you can turn the impact of the disadvantage, but you can’t DO BOTH. Tied to our analogy, if we extend our link turn, which says the puppies aren’t getting pushed off, but instead sent to a pet store and rescued, that is awesome…unless we need the puppy blood to solve for cancer…and in this world, the NEGATIVE is the one in this debate that leads to the death of the puppies, which solves for Cancer. Extending the link turn and the impact turn will guarantee you lose the debate….
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