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LINEAGE CLARITY PLAYBOOK 

Debate Framework for FBA Precision, Protection, and Narrative Control 

 

INTRODUCTION

 

Most conversations about race in America relay on broad categories that blur truth rather than reveal it. 
Foundational Black Americans (FBAs) are routinely misclassified, mislabeled, or folded into generalized racial 
terms that erase our specific history, documented harm, and jurisdictional relationship to the United States. 

This lack of clarity shapes debates, policy decisions, and public narratives in ways that consistently redirect 
attention and resources away from FBAs. When lineage is undefined, FBAs are forced to repeatedly explain, 
defend, or justify who we are before solutions can even be discussed.  

 

PURPOSE 

 

This playbook equips FBAs with the structure, language, and grounding needed to engage any debate with 
precision and control. When conversations begin with false frames, outcomes are distorted.  

When the language is vague, the harm is misdiagnosed. When lineage is not clearly named, accountability breaks 
down and meaningful repair becomes impossible. 

It helps FBAs: 

• correct false premises 

• expose logical traps 

• redirect harmful narratives 

• protect lineage-specific identity 

• demand jurisdictional accountability 

• maintain control of the conversation 

Clarity serves as a form of protection that preserves intent and prevents misuse or distortion. 

 

THE ISSUE WITH RACE TERMS 

 

Why Race Terms Lead to Confusion 

Terms like “Black,” “African American,” “BIPOC,” and “POC” are administrative shortcuts. They are not lineage-
accurate categories and not adequate for discussions about harm, history, or repair. 
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In debate settings, race terms operate as: 

• dilution tools 

• diversion tactics 

• misclassification shields 

• resource redistribution mechanisms 

When conversations begin with the wrong category, the outcome is distorted before the discussion starts. Lineage 
must be the starting point for any conversation involving Foundational Black Americans.

 

HOW HARM GETS DISTORTED

 

The Four Moves That Undermine FBA Truth 

1. Identity Displacement 
Opponents collapse FBAs into broad “Blackness,” ignoring our unique lineage inside U.S. borders. 
 

2. Data Distortion 
Institutions use blended “Black” data that hides FBA-specific outcomes and SSDH exposures. 
 

3. Resource Diversion 
Pan-ethnic categories are used to redirect funds intended for the harmed lineage. 
 

4. The Missing Policy Chain 
People often ignore the chain of policy-driven deprivation that produced today’s conditions, making structural 
harm appear cultural. 

FBA Reframe: “We’re tracing outcomes back to the policies that produced them. Show the policy chain.” 

 

COMMON FALLACIES USED AGAINST FBAs 

 

The Eight Most Frequent Debate Traps 

1. Category Collapse Fallacy  
Treating FBAs and non-FBAs as the same group. 
 

2. Social Misclassification 
Replacing lineage categories with race categories. 
 

3. False Equivalency 
Comparing groups with different histories and exposures. 
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4. Narrative Fallacy 

Using cultural storytelling to override structural evidence. 
 

5. Structural Distortion 
Ignoring policy origins of harm. 
 

6. Jurisdictional Confusion 
Discussing global Blackness when the issue is U.S. governance. 
 

7. Immigrant Benchmark 
Holding an involuntarily enslaved lineage to the outcomes of voluntary migrants. 
 

8. Diaspora Universalism 
Claiming all Black groups share the same history or remedies. 

 

THE PRECISION RULE 

 

The Foundation of All FBA Arguments 

Precision Rule: If the language is vague, the logic collapses. If the category is blended, the data is distorted. If the 
lineage is unclear, the harm is misdiagnosed. 

FBAs protect precision by naming: 

• the lineage 

• the jurisdiction 

• the policy pathway 

• the responsible institution 

• the correct comparison group 

Precision is not optional. It is governance. 

 

FBA DEBATE RULEBOOK 

 

Seven Rules That Control Any Conversation 

Rule 1: Correct the Premise 

Never answer a question based on the wrong category. 
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Example: “Why don’t Black people do better?”  

Response: “Which Black population are we discussing?” 

 

Rule 2: Anchor in Lineage 

Always name the harmed group precisely: 

“FBA Lineage” 
“FBA Jurisdiction” 
“Foundational Black Americans, descendants of U.S. chattel slavery.” 

 

Rule 3: Return to Jurisdiction 

“Which U.S. institution produced the harm?” 

 

Rule 4: Reject Misclassified Evidence 

Blended “Black” data is invalid for lineage-specific analysis. 

 

Rule 5: Shift the Burden of Proof 

The responsible institution, not the harmed lineage, must prove integrity. 

 

Rule 6: Disarm Emotional Manipulation 

Common manipulation tactics: 

• guilt-tripping 

• unity gaslighting 

• moral shaming 

• “oppression Olympics” 

• tone policing 

Neutralizer: “We can discuss feelings later. This conversation is about structure.” 

 

Rule 7: Stop Non-FBA Overtalking 

When non-FBAs attempt to speak for FBAs:  
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“You can discuss discrimination generally, but not FBA lineage-specific harm.” 

 

REFRAME SEQUENCE  

 

The Five-Step Method to Take Back Control 

1. Identify the incorrect category 

“That’s a race-based generalization.” 

2. Name the fallacy 

“That’s category collapse.” 

3. Re-anchor to lineage 

“We’re discussing FBA lineage.” 

4.  Return to jurisdiction 

“This harm was produced by U.S. institutions.” 

5. Demand valid evidence 

“Show the FBA-disaggregated numbers.” 

This sequence neutralizes confusion and restores structure. 

 

INSTITUTIONAL DEBATE SCRIPTS 

 

Scripts for High-Stakes Settings 

1. HR or Workplace Panel 

“All equity data must be disaggregated by lineage for accuracy.” 

2. Academic or Policy Setting 

“Pan-ethnic categories do not meet research standards.” 

3. DEI Programs 

“DEI cannot collapse FBAs with immigrant Black groups.” 

4. Government and Funding Institutions 

“Jurisdiction-specific harm requires lineage-specific eligibility.” 
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SSDH EVIDENCE 

 

Structural Proof Every FBA Can Use 

When someone minimizes FBA harm, respond with SSDH evidence: 

• maternal and infant mortality 

• life expectancy gaps 

• environmental exposure patterns 

• chronic disease clusters 

• concentrated disinvestment 

• neighborhood-level deprivation 

These are policy outcomes, not cultural traits. 

 

IMMIGRANT COMPARISONS 

 

How to Shut Down False Parallels  

“You’re comparing voluntary migrants with an involuntarily enslaved lineage. Different history. Different exposures. 
Different inheritance.” 

No further debate is required. 

 

CASE STUDIES 

 

Real-World Scenarios and Responses 

Non-FBA Overtalking 

“As a African/Caribbean Black person, I can speak on this too.”  

Rebuttal: “You can offer perspective but not define FBA lineage-specific harm.”

 

Liberal Paternalism 

“Focusing on lineage divides us.”  

Rebuttal: “Precision doesn’t divide. It diagnoses.” 
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Conservative Minimization 

“Everything isn’t about race.”  

Rebuttal: “We’re discussing lineage-based structural harm, not race.” 

 

‘Africans Sold You’ Deflection 

“Your own people sold you, so the responsibility isn’t on the United States.” 

Rebuttal: “We’re addressing the harm created and enforced by U.S. institutions.” 

 

Unity Gaslighting 

“We’re all one people.”  

Rebuttal: “Unity without accuracy is erasure.” 

 

CLOSING PRINCIPLE 

 

Precision Protects the Lineage 

FBAs enter every conversation with the right to: 

• correct the frame 

• name the lineage 

• demand accuracy 

• reject distortion 

• clarify responsibility 

• preserve cultural integrity 

• protect the record of harm 

Debates are not won through emotion. They are won through structure, language, and precision. This playbook 
ensures FBAs never enter a conversation unarmed again. 
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