MODULE 1: INTRODUCTION TO DEBATE

Debate Organizations:

- 
The USDS is a ratified Campus Club under the USSU

-
It belongs to a larger national debate organization called CUSID (Canadian

University Society for Intercollegiate Debate) which coordinates tournaments and other activities between schools

· We participate heavily with SEDA (Saskatchewan Elocution and Debate Association) which coordinates high school and elementary debate in the province

Debate Styles:

· Only 2 styles are used at the university level, although we are familiar with 3-4 additional styles from volunteering at the high school level

· Canadian Parliamentary (CP) style consists of two teams of two people each. The government side (GOV) supports the motion (topic of debate) and the opposition (OPP) opposes the motion

· British Parliamentary (BP) style consists of four teams of two people each. Both the 1st Proposition (PROP) and 2nd Proposition teams support the motion, while both the 1st Opposition and 2nd Opposition teams oppose the motion. The closing teams are expected to ‘extend’ the debate by discussing relevant issues that were not covered or poorly covered by the opening teams.

· All debates at the university level are essentially impromptu, as you do not receive the topic for debate until minutes before the round starts

Canadian Parliamentary:

· The GOV team has two people, the Prime Minister (PM) and the Minister of the Crown (MC), while the OPP consists of the Member of the Opposition (MO) and the Leader of the Opposition (LO)

· CP debates usually focus on esoteric topics that must be interpreted

· The motion might be something like “This house believes that you shouldn’t count your chickens before they hatch”

· It use to be that the motion had to inspire your case… so with the above motion you might run a case about agriculture (chickens), math (counting), budgets, or ultrasound technology

· But in reality, you can create and run a case about whatever you want, regardless of what the motion is (it’s a tradition that has hung around) as long as you make some effort to ‘link’ it to the original quote

· The teams receive this topic 15 minutes before the round starts, and the GOV has to ‘interpret’ the motion and build a case (come up with arguments to support their point of view), while OPP just waits for the round to start

· OPP will not know the actual topic for debate until the first speech of the round

· A round runs as follows: PM – 5 min speech, MO – 8 min speech, MC 8 min speech, LO – 8 min speech, PM – 3 min speech, so each debater gets up to 8 minutes to speak on the topic

· The last 3 minutes of the LO and PM are considered ‘rebuttals’ which means that no new ideas can be brought up because the debate is almost over

British Parliamentary:

· 1st PROP has the Prime Minister (PM) and the Deputy Prime Minister (DPM), 1st OPP has the Leader of the Opposition (LO) and the Deputy Leader of the Opposition (DLO), 2nd PROP has the Member of Government (MG) and the Government Whip (GW), 2nd OPP has the Member of Opposition (MO) and the Opposition Whip (OW)

· BP debates usually focus on broad, ‘straight’ topics that are not open to interpretation to help sustain 8 speeches of debating

· The motion might be something like “This house would ban cosmetic surgery”

· The teams receive the topic 15 minutes before the round starts, and (unlike CP) all teams can prepare their arguments at this time because they all know what the debate will be about

· A round runs as follows: PM – 7 min, LO – 7 min, DPM – 7 min, DLO – 7 min (front half), MG – 7 min, MO – 7 min, GW – 7 min, OW – 7 min (back half)

· The whip speeches are similar to rebuttals in CP in that no new ideas are supposed to be introduced (especially in the OW), but rather, the debate is summarized

Making a Speech:

· In either style of debate, the PM is expected to explain the motion to some degree in the first speech. In CP, this means explaining how you interpreted the motion, explaining the debate you want to have, and (if your interpretation warrants) potentially introducing a ‘model’ (plan) for action. In BP, everyone knows what the debate will be about, but you are allowed to limit the debate (to a certain set of countries for example) and introduce a model if you want.

· The first speaker is also expected to support their case with constructive arguments (reasons why it’s a good idea)

· Constructive points are new ideas in the debate that further support your side’s position, while deconstructive points are brought up in response to the other side’s points to disprove or refute them

· Every subsequent speaker (with some exceptions) is expected to introduce both constructive points and deconstructive points (the PM clearly can’t bring up anything deconstructive because no one has said anything before them)

· The MG and MO in BP style must ‘extend’ the debate in a new direction

· The rebuttal speeches (CP) and whip speeches (BP) are expected to have only deconstructive or summary-type points

· A good speech is also well-organized (outlining your points before and after you go into them) and convincingly delivered (eye contact/emphasis/etc.)

Debating:

· In both styles of debate, while one person is making a speech, any debater on the other side may stand up, indicating that they would like the speaker to take a point of information (POI) which is a question or statement posed to the speaker

· Whoever’s speaking has total control over whether they will take the point or not, but it is expected that you will take two in a 7 or 8 minute speech

· Depending on where you are, certain parts of a speech may be ‘protected’ (i.e. the first and last minute or the rebuttals) which means you cannot rise on POIs

· Depending on where you are, heckling at any time is allowed in CP (never BP)

