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This is the first speech in the debate.

The afhirmative presents about 1o pieces of
evidence.

“The Case” explains why the resolution should

be affirmed by the judge.

Typically cases outline: a problem {harml, a
legislative plan, advantages to taking action,
and evidence that the proposed plan will solve
the problem.

The plan will implement one of the five
legalization areas: marihuana, gambling,
prostitituion, euthanasia, or organ sales.
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Topicality

Topicality is an argument about whether the
affirmative plan meets required meanings in the
words of the resolution. Is the plan topical?

This argument argues that the plan is NO'T topical.

Topicality usually has three parts: 1. an
interpretation/ definition of a word in the
resolution, 2. explanation why the affirmative plan
does not meet the defintion and 3. reasons why this
definition and interpretation is best for the debate.

Example: Legalize might be a word defined as a
topicality argument.
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Counterplan

Counterplan is a negative plan to solve
the athrmative problem area.

Counterplans usually must be proven
competitive or to force a choice between
the afhirmative plan and the negative
counterplan

Counterplans often strongly resemble
the athirmative plan with minor
adjustments. This type of
counterplanning is known as the plan
inclusive counterplan.

Examples include: States CP,
Decriminalization counterplan
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Kritik

e The critique or Kritik is an
argument against assumptions
made by an opponent in debate.

o Kritiks typically must offer an
alternative.

e Kritiks tend to be drawn from
philosophical literatures.

e Examples include: Capitalism,
Feminism, and Neocolonialism
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Disadvantage

e Disadvantages explain the adverse
Disadvantage consequences of an afhrmative

Uniqueness

Link plan.
Impact

e Negative teams must demonstrate
that the plan uniquely causes a
significant and impactful problem.

e Examples include: Midterms,
Federalism, Drug Cartels
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What arguments look like to
the debater in the debate:
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Neg constructive arguments

AINC Shell

Drug cartel containment is working now, even with limited legalization

Elish 14 Yale Globalist Notebook blogger covering Latin American politics and culture
Paul, “21 Drugs —Legalization, Marijuana, and Cartels.” Yale Globalist, 2014,
http://tyglobalist.org/onlinecontent/blogs/21-drugs-legalization-marijuana-and-cartels/

An article from The Washington Post about “How marijuana legalization will affect Mexico’s cartels, in
charts” is also a useful resource on the subject, especially if one is seeking evidence downplaying the
effect on cartels. The article cites a Stanford expert’s pie chart that shows marijuana representing 17%
of cartel revenues. The chart makes it evident that cartels don’t live on pot alone, so cocaine,
methamphetamines, and non-drug activities (e.g. human smuggling and kidnapping) could help them
weather legalization. What’s more, Colorado and Washington hardly put a dent in marijuana cash flow
compared to “bigger” places like Texas. Ultimately, the wait-and-see approach appears to be the order
of the day with reference to the consequences of legalizing pot in the U.S. and abroad, and with
reference to the changing dynamics of the War on Drugs. At the moment, things generally seem to be
on the up-and-up. Mexican President Pefia Nieto is triumphantly tweeting about the capture of El
Chapo and resulting possibilities for smaller-scale cartels, Colorado Governor John Hickenlooper is
getting psyched about extra dough rolling in from pot taxes, and I’'m contenting myself with my
unquestionably legal, questionably advisable escapades in New Haven’s bar scene. Even so, |, along with
many policy-makers, will be interested to see what we’re saying on the subject of drug reform in the
near and distant future.

Nationwide legalization will increase drug cartel violence in new markets

Francis 14, editor-at-large for the Fiscal Times; MA degree from Georgetown Univ.
David “Legalizing Pot Makes Mexican Cartels Even More Dangerous” January 7,
http://www.thefiscaltimes.com/Articles/2014/01/07/Legalizing-Pot-Makes-Mexican-Cartels-Even-More-
Dangerous

Legalizing Pot Makes Mexican Cartels Even More Dangerous.

The growing movement to legalize marijuana is radically altering the way Mexican drug cartels do business, forcing them to seek other revenue
streams through increased illegal activity. Right now, only Washington State and Colorado have decr lized pot. Taken her, they
account for just a small portion of the American marijuana market. But that’s just the start of a trend that’s growing like a weed. Peter Reuter, a
professor at the University of Maryland’s School of Public Policy and Department of Criminology, said he expects the decriminalization
movement to grow rapidly in the coming years. “I've always been quite skeptical that anything would come of these movements” to
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2014-2015 Legalization

Topicality: Legalization
A. Our interpretation: Legalization requires the full abolition of limits

New Oxford American Dictionary 2011

legalizing gambling in Deadwood.

B. The Affirmative only partially removes limits to the

explain in your own words how the plan text fails to meet the
expectations of the definition

C. Standards: Our interpretation is best

1. A priori: Topicality precedes ALL other issues in
importance including framework, critical issues, and theory.
Without the plain meaning of words all other determinations

communication event like a debate.

2. Limits are good: We cannot expect negative teams to

choices.

3. Jurisdiction: This is a jurisdictional issue which means if
they are not topical you have no basis for even evaluating the

or not.

Resolved: The United States should legalize all or nearly all of one or more of the following in the United States: marihuana,
online gambling, physician-assisted suicide, prostitution, the sale of human organs.
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