DEBATING CRITIQUES
What is the K?  How is it different?

Most debate is about problem oriented theory. Problem oriented theory takes the world as a given and determines the best ways to navigate through it.  


Example: For the economy to function we must reign in the budget, therefore spending money is a bad idea.

This is an example of traditional problem oriented theory.  It assumes the economic system we already have in place, and figures out a way to make it work.

Critical theory takes a different approach.  It asks about the framework that determines action.  Instead of saying “since the world works this way, what should we do?” it says “how is it we came to think of the world this way, and how would changing those views make it different?”

Common frameworks critiques question:  The nation-state system, the economic system, humans’ relationship to fear, moral values
This is the most fundamental difference between critical arguments and other debate arguments (in the real world sense).

Lab/Individual exercise

Look at the following statements and write down all the assumptions contained therein.  As an example, go back to the economy statement from above.  For the economy to function we must reign in the budget, therefore spending money is a bad idea. What are a couple of assumptions contained within that statement?


1- economic growth is good


2-lower spending is good for the economy

These aren’t overly critical assumptions, but you get the idea. You can take it further.  Why is economic growth good?  What does economic growth entail, and what assumptions does that rest on? Understanding how to go deeper and deeper on these issues is integral to the negative’s ability to create nuanced, coherent link arguments.
1. The United States federal government should increase its military presence near China in order to counter Chinese nuclear modernization and secure the Asian region.
2. The United States federal government should not withdraw from Iraq because it would send a signal of weakness that would embolden terrorists to attack America and its allies.

3. The United States federal government should not decrease its military presence because it would trade off with passage of the energy bill, which is important for saving the environment.
Get creative on these.  If you don’t do them in lab, but on your own, your lab leaders can still review them and see if you are on the right track.  

The K- Components

The Link

The easiest part of the K for the negative to win a risk of.  Because we are indicting entire frameworks of knowledge, ideology, politics, etc, it’s not hard to prove the affirmative rests on the assumptions the negative is indicting.

There are two types of link arguments- Advantaged based and plan based.  Let’s start with plan based.  Both function exactly as they sound.

Plan based links are directly related to the plan text.  These are most commonly found with word Ks.  For instance there are Ks of the terms “the USFG”, “Turkey”, “its”.  These are super lame word Ks, but they are a type of K nonetheless.  
There are more nuanced K plan links too.  For example, an Imperialism K might say that withdrawal from other countries is just a tool for ratcheting up imperialist practices.

Advantage based links are more frequent.  First, most debate impacts are the same year to year.  This makes it easier for the negative to predict what links they will need.  Second, it gives the negative a lot of headway in making “aff doesn’t solve” or “K turns the case” arguments.

Common advantage based links:


Economy


Hegemony


Environment


Human rights


Terrorism

The Impact

Oooooooh, the K impact. First we’ll go over some common K impacts, then we’ll talk about what you need to do to be real.

There are essentially two kinds of K impacts:


1- those related to material conditions.  These are standard K impacts like Santos.  They tend to say that the tangible impact to the aff’s way of thinking is that it causes things like war, extinction, environment, or some other kind of material destruction.


2- Impacts of precedence.  These are impacts that don’t cause a direct, identifiable (as identifiable as any K impact can be) impact.  Instead, they set up a ranked order of what the judge should be concerned with.  Value to life is the most common example.  This issue is closely related to framing, which we will talk about later.

Does the link always ( the impact?

HELLS NO.  In fact, as someone who has judged hundreds of K debates, one of the most common reasons the negative loses is that they have garnered a link, but have not articulated a link sufficient to get them their impact.  K impacts are often things that are not easily related to the aff’s idea.  Look at last year’s topic.  I judged Ks that said the aff giving poor people legal services would cause genocide.  SAY WHAAAAAT!

The most important thing you do in the link/impact debate is scenario building.  You have to use your link and explain how the aff gets from A to B.  This sounds simple, but it ain’t always as easy as you think.
Other things the impact should do:

Question the solvency of the aff advantages.

Turn the case (if it’s a material, not preceding, impact)

Lab/Individual exercise

1- You are running the security K.  The aff’s advantage is that they prevent a war with China by withdrawing from Japan. They believe that being in Japan causes aggressive Chinese expansion that will lead to war.  Your impact argument is that securitization replicates the conflict it seeks to prevent, and also leads to war by making it seem a natural possibility.

Explain a tangible, real world scenario for how that act of securitization can lead to your impacts (replicates conflict, makes war seem natural).  Go as far as you can and as detailed as you can.  

2- You are running an environmental management K.  The aff claims to solve global warming.  Their argument is that US environmental leadership will lead to global policies that cause alternative energy/energy efficiency policies which will prevent global warming.  Your impact is that environmental management fails and causes us to view nature in a way that actually increases environmental destruction (see a pattern here with K impacts).
Explain a tangible, real world scenario for how that act of management can lead to your impacts (fails to solve environment, increases environmental destruction).

Tips:  start with the theory and work your way out.  Think of historical examples in which the same vein of thinking the aff uses has led to those impacts.

The alternative

The alternative is similar to a counterplan, with the link and impact being the net benefit.  There are two types of alternatives:

1- Negative action alternatives.  These involve the judge NOT doing something.  Typically they are rejection alternatives.  The negative highlights a destructive worldview of the aff and simply advocates that we reject it.  These alternatives are typically used with impacts of precedence.  The rejection doesn’t directly solve things like war or violence, but instead preserves value to life or ontology.

2- Positive action alternatives.  These alternatives tell the judge not only what’s wrong with the affirmative’s worldview, but what worldview they should replace it with.  These are the most common alternatives and typically mirror counterplans more closely.  They almost always have material impacts and attempt to solve the affirmative.

Framing issues

Framework is a common word in K debates.  Framework is a theoretical rationale for rejecting Ks (says they are cheating, bad for education, not fair).

Framing work is distinct from framing.  The issue of framing is integral to the entirety of the K.  The link, impact, and alternative all revolve around framing.  

Framing is the issue the aff must latch onto and answer as quickly as possible.  Framing is very closely related to impacts of precedence.  It indicts the aff from a certain perspective.  Ontology, Epistemology, Ethics, morality, psychoanalysis.  These are all framing perspectives.

Framing says that the link, impact, and alternative must all be done through that specific lens.  It’s used as a method to make any affirmative answer that doesn’t take that lens into account.  If this is the case it’s easy to see why the affirmative will have a hard time winning if this issue is never addressed.

Ways framing undercuts the aff:

1- prevents them from accessing the case.  Since the affirmative advantages don’t operate under the framing of the K, they are treated as irrelevant (example:  an Ethics K says the aff’s depiction of war is unethical.  The aff has no defense of why it is ethical, and has no answer to the negative’s argument that ethics come first.  The judge is forced to ignore the aff’s advantages because they are unethical)

2- Even if the aff wins their advantages are “true”, the negative K still outweighs.  

3- The alternative doesn’t have to prove it leads to a bettering of the status quo or any practical political action.

4- There is no offense for the aff on the permutation, because it doesn’t address this critical framing issue.

K terms supplement

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.

