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Have your scripts ready for your debates!


[bookmark: _Toc140273702]1st PRO CONTENTIONS

THE TOPIC: Cities should be designed more for people than for cars.

Contention 1: Safety
PROBLEM: Too many cars and not enough places to walk means there are more accidents.
· Lots of traffic means lots of accidents. 
· The Center for Disease Control in 2016, https://www.cdc.gov/vitalsigns/motor-vehicle-safety/index.htm, says there are 2 million auto accidents every year in the U.S. and over 40,000 deaths. 
TOPIC SOLVES THE PROBLEM: Fewer cars in cities means fewer accidents. 
· Designing cities for people means creating a lot of places to walk or ride bikes.
· According to Andrew Kersely, staffwriter at Wired, in 2022, https://www.wired.co.uk/article/car-free-cities-opposition, removing cars from urban areas means lower carbon emissions, less air pollution, and fewer road traffic accidents.
IMPACTS-SOLVES A HARMFUL PROBLEM: this is important because many accidents and deaths can be avoided. 
· 40,000 deaths a year is very sad and can be avoided, and even non-fatal accidents cause great hardship, trauma, disability and pain, according to Christy Bieber, a law professor and writer, in 2023, https://www.forbes.com/advisor/legal/auto-accident/ptsd-car-accident. 

Contention 2: Exercise
PROBLEM: People are in poor health because they don’t walk or ride bikes enough.
· People don't exercise enough. According to the World Health Organization in 2022, https://www.who.int/teams/health-promotion/physical-activity/global-status-report-on-physical-activity-2022, more than 80% of kids and 27% of adults don't get enough exercise.
· Many times cities that value cars over people make it hard to find places to walk or ride bikes in the cities. So people decide not to do it.
TOPIC SOLVES THE PROBLEM: designing cities for people more than cars will get more people doing more walking. 
· When we design cities for people, it will be easier to walk around in those cities. 
· A study by Boston University in 2023, https://www.bu.edu/sph/news/articles/2023/us-neighborhood-walkability-influences-physical-activity-bmi-levels/, found that people who live where it is easier to walk were 1.5 times more likely to exercise more, and their health was better because of that.

IMPACTS-SOLVES A HARMFUL PROBLEM: This saves people’s lives.
· According to Bloomberg News in 2019, https://www.bloomberg.com/news/features/2019-10-29/the-superblock-revolution-is-making-cities-safer-and-cleaner, one city, Barcelona, would save 667 lives per year by making it easier to walk around in cities.


[bookmark: _Toc140273703]1st Pro Speaker Script
SETUP YOUR FLOWSHEET AND PREFLOW YOUR CONTENTION(S)



My name is ____________________________________________.

We are for the topic (state it EXACTLY THE WAY IT IS WORDED.)
In my speech, I will present (one) (two) contentions.
Our First Contention is ________USE YOUR FLOWSHEET__________
      This is the Problem:  The Topic will solve this problem: This is the impact: 
Use the contentions on the page before this (you can edit/adjust the contentions)

Our Second Contention is ________USE YOUR FLOWSHEET__________
     This is the Problem:  The Topic will solve this problem: This is the impact: 
Use the contentions on the page before this (you can edit/adjust the contentions)

Conclude: We urge you to vote for the Pro side.


After you speak, take notes of the arguments in the debate. Needed to do your Weigh!


After the 1st Con Speaker, ask and answer questions.  Where did you prove __________?
                      Where did you show the impact to _______________________________?

After Question and Answer: Take more notes and help your partners with their speeches when it is helpful (you can pass them a clearly written note—but don’t interrupt them).

Weigh! After the last question and answer, state why you think you win the debate.

I believe we won because our argument ______________________________ is stronger than the con’s argument that ______________________________ because _______________________________________________________. USE YOUR FLOWSHEET.


[bookmark: _Toc140273704]2nd PRO RESPONSES

THE TOPIC: Cities should be designed more for people than for cars.

Responses to CON Arguments

2 Pro Responses to Auto Industry Argument

· Building the cities more for people means jobs and business for construction and walk friendly businesses. That will offset any loss from the auto industry.
· Cars are very bad for the environment. According to the State of Washington in 2023, https://ecology.wa.gov/Issues-and-local-projects/Education-training/What-you-can-do/Reducing-car-pollution, cars produce pollution that harms our lungs and cause greenhouse gasses that increase climate change. 
· Auto workers can get different jobs. They can get jobs making buses or train parts or airplanes, or building other things. 
· We are building machines that will do the jobs of many of those workers, so they will have to find new jobs anyway. Garrett Parker, a staffwriter at Money.com, says in 2016, https://moneyinc.com/10-auto-industry-jobs-will-die-due-automation/, that robots will take the jobs of many different workers who make cars and even many who sell the cars. 


2 Pro Responses to Cost of Living Argument

· People will save money by not driving as much. 
· The Natural Resources Defense Council in 2013, https://www.nrdc.org/sites/default/files/driving-commuter-choice-IP.pdf, says driving less means fewer gas fill-ups and less wear-and-tear on your car. 
· The NRDC also says this could save people up to $600 a year.
· People will save money by being healthier. According to a report by Harvard Medical School in 2019, https://www.health.harvard.edu/exercise-and-fitness/walking-for-health, walking regularly could save Americans over $100 billion a year in health care costs.  
· Some things are worth paying a little more for. We can make Americans healthy, improve the environment, decrease fatal accidents, and make our cities more beautiful by putting humans over cars.  That is worth a higher cost.



[bookmark: _Toc140273705]2nd Pro Speaker Script
Prepare for your Speech Know your 1st speaker’s contentions. Read through and be prepared to present the responses on the previous page. You can also write down responses to additional contentions that you think the Con might present.
During the debate, flow the debaters—ESPECIALLY: listen to and briefly flow the 1st Con speaker’s contentions while you spend 90% of your time writing responses to the con’s contentions.

My name is _______________________________.

My partner showed (state the 1st Pro best arguments): ____________________
Against the Con’s First Contention that __USE YOUR FLOWSHEET_______
Use the responses on the page before this (you can edit/adjust/add to the responses)

First, ___.  Second, ___. Third, ____. 
STATE YOUR RESPONSES USING YOUR FLOWSHEET. Give reasons for each response.

Against the Con’s Second Contention that __USE YOUR FLOWSHEET______
Use the responses on the page before this (you can edit/adjust/add to the responses)

First, ___.  Second, ___. Third, ____. 
STATE YOUR RESPONSES USING YOUR FLOWSHEET. Give reasons for each response.

Conclude: We urge you to vote for the Pro side.


After you speak, take notes of the arguments in the debate. Needed to do your Weigh!


After your speech, ask and answer questions.  Where did you prove _________?
                      Where did you show the impact to _______________________________?

After Question and Answer: Take more notes and help your partners with their speeches when it is helpful (you can pass them a clearly written note—but don’t interrupt them).

Weigh! After the last question and answer, state why you think you win the debate.

I believe we won because our argument ______________________________ is stronger than the con’s argument that ______________________________ because _______________________________________________________. USE YOUR FLOWSHEET.

[bookmark: _Toc140273706]3RD AND 4TH PRO KNOW THESE ARGS

YOUR 1 PRO PARTNER MAY USE THESE CONTENTIONS

THE TOPIC: Cities should be designed more for people than for cars.

Contention 1: Safety
PROBLEM: Too many cars and not enough places to walk means there are more accidents.
· Lots of traffic means lots of accidents. 
· The Center for Disease Control in 2016, https://www.cdc.gov/vitalsigns/motor-vehicle-safety/index.htm, says there are 2 million auto accidents every year in the U.S. and over 40,000 deaths. 
TOPIC SOLVES THE PROBLEM: Fewer cars in cities means fewer accidents. 
· Designing cities for people means creating a lot of places to walk or ride bikes.
· According to Andrew Kersely, staffwriter at Wired, in 2022, https://www.wired.co.uk/article/car-free-cities-opposition, removing cars from urban areas means lower carbon emissions, less air pollution, and fewer road traffic accidents.
IMPACTS-SOLVES A HARMFUL PROBLEM: this is important because many accidents and deaths can be avoided. 
· 40,000 deaths a year is very sad and can be avoided, and even non-fatal accidents cause great hardship, trauma, disability and pain, according to Christy Bieber, a law professor and writer, in 2023, https://www.forbes.com/advisor/legal/auto-accident/ptsd-car-accident. 

Contention 2: Exercise
PROBLEM: People are in poor health because they don’t walk or ride bikes enough.
· People don't exercise enough. According to the World Health Organization in 2022, https://www.who.int/teams/health-promotion/physical-activity/global-status-report-on-physical-activity-2022, more than 80% of kids and 27% of adults don't get enough exercise.
· Many times cities that value cars over people make it hard to find places to walk or ride bikes in the cities. So people decide not to do it.
TOPIC SOLVES THE PROBLEM: designing cities for people more than cars will get more people doing more walking. 
· When we design cities for people, it will be easier to walk around in those cities. 
· A study by Boston University in 2023, https://www.bu.edu/sph/news/articles/2023/us-neighborhood-walkability-influences-physical-activity-bmi-levels/, found that people who live where it is easier to walk were 1.5 times more likely to exercise more, and their health was better because of that.

IMPACTS-SOLVES A HARMFUL PROBLEM: This saves people’s lives.
According to Bloomberg News in 2019, https://www.bloomberg.com/news/features/2019-10-29/the-superblock-revolution-is-making-cities-safer-and-cleaner, one city, Barcelona, would save 


YOUR 2 PRO PARTNER MAY USE THESE RESPONSES
Responses to CON Arguments

THE TOPIC: Cities should be designed more for people than for cars.

Responses to CON Arguments

2 Pro Responses to Auto Industry Argument

· Building the cities more for people means jobs and business for construction and walk friendly businesses. That will offset any loss from the auto industry.
· Cars are very bad for the environment. According to the State of Washington in 2023, https://ecology.wa.gov/Issues-and-local-projects/Education-training/What-you-can-do/Reducing-car-pollution, cars produce pollution that harms our lungs and cause greenhouse gasses that increase climate change. 
· Auto workers can get different jobs. They can get jobs making buses or train parts or airplanes, or building other things. 
· We are building machines that will do the jobs of many of those workers, so they will have to find new jobs anyway. Garrett Parker, a staffwriter at Money.com, says in 2016, https://moneyinc.com/10-auto-industry-jobs-will-die-due-automation/, that robots will take the jobs of many different workers who make cars and even many who sell the cars. 


2 Pro Responses to Cost of Living Argument

· People will save money by not driving as much. 
· The Natural Resources Defense Council in 2013, https://www.nrdc.org/sites/default/files/driving-commuter-choice-IP.pdf, says driving less means fewer gas fill-ups and less wear-and-tear on your car. 
· The NRDC also says this could save people up to $600 a year.
· People will save money by being healthier. According to a report by Harvard Medical School in 2019, https://www.health.harvard.edu/exercise-and-fitness/walking-for-health, walking regularly could save Americans over $100 billion a year in health care costs.  
· Some things are worth paying a little more for. We can make Americans healthy, improve the environment, decrease fatal accidents, and make our cities more beautiful by putting humans over cars.  That is worth a higher cost.




[bookmark: _Toc140273707]3rd AND 4th Pro Speaker Script
Prepare During Prep Time: Know your 1st speaker’s contentions and the 2nd speaker’s responses. If asked, help your partners (but mostly let them prepare).
During the debate carefully flow—you need to use your partners’ arguments to win the debate! 

IMPORTANT: YOU ARE ALLOWED TO MAKE NEW ARGUMENTS IN YOUR SPEECH—YOUR JOB IS TO SHOW BOTH OF YOUR PARTNER’S ARGUMENTS WERE THE BEST.

My name is _______________________________.

In my speech, I will show why we win each contention.

First, we showed in our Pro Contention 1 __________________
Explain why your partners beat the con’s responses to the contention.
USE YOUR FLOWSHEET

Second, we showed in our Pro Contention 2 ________________
Explain why your partners beat the con’s responses to the contention.
USE YOUR FLOWSHEET

Third, we defeated the Con Contention 1 __________________
Explain why your partner’s responses beat the con’s contention.
USE YOUR FLOWSHEET

Fourth, we defeated the Con Contention 2 _________________
Explain why your partner’s responses beat the con’s contention.
USE YOUR FLOWSHEET

Conclude: We urge you to vote for the Pro side.

After you speak, ask and answer questions.  Where did you prove _________________?
                      Where did you show the impact to _______________________________?

Weigh! After the last question and answer, state why you think you win the debate.

I believe we won because our argument ______________________________ is stronger than the con’s argument that ______________________________ because _______________________________________________________. USE YOUR FLOWSHEET.


[bookmark: _Toc140273708]1st CON CONTENTIONS

THE TOPIC: Cities should be designed more for people than for cars.

Contention 1: The Auto Industry 
Things are okay now: The auto industry is a healthy industry now. 
· The automobile industry is a large industry now. According to the Center for Automotive Research, car sales are 3.5 percent of the overall Gross Domestic Product (GDP), creating jobs for 1.7 million people. 
· These are good jobs that pay a lot of money. According to Glassdoor.com in 2023, https://www.glassdoor.com/Salaries/automotive-industry-salary-SRCH_KO0,19.htm, the average total pay for auto workers is over $69,000 per year.
The topic will increase/cause a problem: : Less car use means less money for the auto industry. 
· If cities are not designed for cars this means at least some people will completely stop driving. 
· Even people who keep driving will do so less often, meaning they will buy fewer new cars.
Impacts: This causes unemployment and poverty. 
· The auto industry employs many people and losing their jobs will cause a lot of hardship. 
· According to the United Nations in 2007, https://www.un.org/development/desa/socialperspectiveondevelopment/issues/employment-and-decent-work.htm, unemployment is one of the leading causes of poverty. 

Contention 2: Cost of Living
Things are okay now: Cost of living is low now. 
· Things like housing and food and transportation, are all getting less expensive now. According to Lauren Aratani, a reporter for Guardian US, on July 12, 2023, https://www.theguardian.com/business/2023/jul/12/us-inflation-rate-june-2023, the cost of U.S. goods and services is the lowest it has been in two years.
The topic will increase/cause a problem: Designing cities that value people more than cars will increase the cost of living. 
· Creating auto-free zones drives up the prices of housing and property. Writing for Vox, David Roberts says forcing cars out of cities drives up the cost of living in those cities because it increases property values. 
· Poor people are also the most hurt by not having cars. Alaina Leary, a writer from Boston, writes in 2020 that poor people without cars often don't go to the doctor when they need to, turn down good jobs and can't go out and do things because they have no way to get there. https://talkpoverty.org/2020/09/25/getting-without-car-always-hard-now-public-health-risk/index.html
Impacts: This violates people’s rights. 
· Emily Ponder, Staff Attorney at the Neighborhood Defender Service of Harlem, writes in 2016, https://rss.swlaw.edu/sites/default/files/2017-04/SJIL%20V22%2C%20N2%205-Gentrification%20and%20the%20Right%20to%20Housing-Ponder.pdf, that adequate housing and being able to afford things is a fundamental human right. 
· It's also very difficult to live far away from where you work, and all that travel takes away from people being able to enjoy life.
[bookmark: _Toc140273709]1st Con Speaker Script
SETUP YOUR FLOWSHEET AND PREFLOW YOUR CONTENTION(S)



My name is ________________________________________.

We are against the topic (state it EXACTLY THE WAY IT IS WORDED.)
In my speech, I will present (one) (two) contentions.
Our First Contention is ________USE YOUR FLOWSHEET__________
      The Topic will cause this problem: This is the impact: 
Use the contentions on the page before this (you can edit/adjust the contentions)

Our Second Contention is ________USE YOUR FLOWSHEET__________
     The Topic will cause this problem: This is the impact: 
Use the contentions on the page before this (you can edit/adjust the contentions)

Conclude: We urge you to vote for the Con side.


After you speak, take notes of the arguments in the debate. Needed to do your Weigh!


After you speak, ask and answer questions.  Where did you prove __________?
                      Where did you show the impact to _______________________________?

After Question and Answer: Take more notes and help your partners with their speeches when it is helpful (you can pass them a clearly written note—but don’t interrupt them).

Weigh! After the last question and answer, state why you think you win the debate.

I believe we won because our argument ______________________________ is stronger than the con’s argument that ______________________________ because _______________________________________________________. USE YOUR FLOWSHEET.




[bookmark: _Toc140273710]2nd CON RESPONSES

THE TOPIC: Cities should be designed more for people than for cars.

2 CON: Responses to PRO Arguments

2 Con Responses to Safety Argument
· New cars will be self-driving and there will be far fewer accidents. 
· According to Alyssa Altman, Senior Vice President at Publicis Sapient, in 2022, https://www.automotiveworld.com/articles/the-race-to-level-5-will-be-won-through-collaboration/, self-driving cars are greatly increasing and will eventually replace drivers. 
· Self-driving cars will greatly reduce accidents. According to Business Wire in 2022, https://www.businesswire.com/news/home/20220317005203/en/Transportation-Study-AI-Significantly-Reduces-Accidents-and-Safety-Incidents, self-driving cars will reduce unsafe driving by 56% and accidents by 22%.
· The end goal of AVs, as they are called, is to reduce the death rate from accidents to zero, according to the Irish Tech News in 2022, https://irishtechnews.ie/ai-and-robotic-technologies-eliminate-accidents/
· Most accidents don't occur in cities. According to the Insurance Institute for Highway Safety, in 2021, https://www.iihs.org/topics/fatality-statistics/detail/urban-rural-comparison, every year there are 20% more auto deaths in rural areas than in urban areas.
· There are other ways to decrease accidents. We can decrease accidents through education and by improving cars. 

2 Con Responses to Exercise Argument 

· This ignores disabled people. According to Saba Salman, editor of a book on people with disabilities, in 2018, https://www.theguardian.com/cities/2018/feb/14/what-disability-accessible-city-look-like, even supposedly walkable cities make it hard for people in wheelchairs. Cities are also very confusing for people with some forms of autism. 
· The exhaust from cars that surround the walkable city will make people sick. According to Nicole Wetsman, a staffwriter for Popular Science, https://www.popsci.com/health-benefits-neighborhood-walking-air-pollution/, walkable cities will attract people to drive to the cities, creating pollution that will seep into the city. 
· Many people won’t go outside anyway. CBS News reports in 2023, https://www.cbsnews.com/minnesota/news/survey-shows-nearly-two-thirds-of-americans-stay-home-more-now-than-before-pandemic/, that nearly two-thirds of Americans stay home more now than they did before the covid pandemic. If people don't go outside anyway, getting rid of cars won't make any difference.



[bookmark: _Toc140273711]2nd Con Speaker Script
Prepare for your Speech Know your 1st speaker’s contentions. Read through and be prepared to present the responses on the previous page. You can also write down responses to additional contentions that you think the Pro might present.
During the debate, flow the debaters—ESPECIALLY: listen to and briefly flow the 1st Con speaker’s contentions while you spend 90% of your time writing responses to the con’s contentions.

My name is _______________________________.

My partner showed (state the 1st Con best arguments): ____________________
____________________________________________________________________

Against the Pro’s First Contention that __USE YOUR FLOWSHEET_______
Use the responses on the page before this (you can edit/adjust/add to the responses)

First, ___.  Second, ___. Third, ____. 
STATE YOUR RESPONSES USING YOUR FLOWSHEET. Give reasons for each response.

Against the Pro’s Second Contention that __USE YOUR FLOWSHEET______
Use the responses on the page before this (you can edit/adjust/add to the responses)

First, ___.  Second, ___. Third, ____. 
STATE YOUR RESPONSES USING YOUR FLOWSHEET. Give reasons for each response.

Conclude: We urge you to vote for the Con side.


After you speak, take notes of the arguments in the debate. Needed to do your Weigh!


After your speech, ask and answer questions.  Where did you prove _________?
                      Where did you show the impact to _______________________________?

After Question and Answer: Take more notes and help your partners with their speeches when it is helpful (you can pass them a clearly written note—but don’t interrupt them).

Weigh! After the last question and answer, state why you think you win the debate.

I believe we won because our argument ______________________________ is stronger than the con’s argument that ______________________________ because _______________________________________. USE YOUR FLOWSHEET.


[bookmark: _Toc140273712]3RD/4TH KNOW THESE ARGS
THE TOPIC: Cities should be designed more for people than for cars.

YOUR 1st CON MAY ARGUE THIS . . . 

Contention 1: The Auto Industry 
Things are okay now: The auto industry is a healthy industry now. 
· The automobile industry is a large industry now. According to the Center for Automotive Research, car sales are 3.5 percent of the overall Gross Domestic Product (GDP), creating jobs for 1.7 million people. 
· These are good jobs that pay a lot of money. According to Glassdoor.com in 2023, https://www.glassdoor.com/Salaries/automotive-industry-salary-SRCH_KO0,19.htm, the average total pay for auto workers is over $69,000 per year.
The topic will increase/cause a problem: : Less car use means less money for the auto industry. 
· If cities are not designed for cars this means at least some people will completely stop driving. 
· Even people who keep driving will do so less often, meaning they will buy fewer new cars.
Impacts: This causes unemployment and poverty. 
· The auto industry employs many people and losing their jobs will cause a lot of hardship. 
· According to the United Nations in 2007, https://www.un.org/development/desa/socialperspectiveondevelopment/issues/employment-and-decent-work.htm, unemployment is one of the leading causes of poverty. 

Contention 2: Cost of Living
Things are okay now: Cost of living is low now. 
· Things like housing and food and transportation, are all getting less expensive now. According to Lauren Aratani, a reporter for Guardian US, on July 12, 2023, https://www.theguardian.com/business/2023/jul/12/us-inflation-rate-june-2023, the cost of U.S. goods and services is the lowest it has been in two years.
The topic will increase/cause a problem: Designing cities that value people more than cars will increase the cost of living. 
· Creating auto-free zones drives up the prices of housing and property. Writing for Vox, David Roberts says forcing cars out of cities drives up the cost of living in those cities because it increases property values. 
· Poor people are also the most hurt by not having cars. Alaina Leary, a writer from Boston, writes in 2020 that poor people without cars often don't go to the doctor when they need to, turn down good jobs and can't go out and do things because they have no way to get there. https://talkpoverty.org/2020/09/25/getting-without-car-always-hard-now-public-health-risk/index.html
Impacts: This violates people’s rights. 
· Emily Ponder, Staff Attorney at the Neighborhood Defender Service of Harlem, writes in 2016, https://rss.swlaw.edu/sites/default/files/2017-04/SJIL%20V22%2C%20N2%205-Gentrification%20and%20the%20Right%20to%20Housing-Ponder.pdf, that adequate housing and being able to afford things is a fundamental human right. 
· It's also very difficult to live far away from where you work, and all that travel takes away from people being able to enjoy life.


YOUR 2nd CON PARTNER MAY MAKE THESE RESPONSES

2 CON: Responses to PRO Arguments

2 Con Responses to Safety Argument
· New cars will be self-driving and there will be far fewer accidents. 
· According to Alyssa Altman, Senior Vice President at Publicis Sapient, in 2022, https://www.automotiveworld.com/articles/the-race-to-level-5-will-be-won-through-collaboration/, self-driving cars are greatly increasing and will eventually replace drivers. 
· Self-driving cars will greatly reduce accidents. According to Business Wire in 2022, https://www.businesswire.com/news/home/20220317005203/en/Transportation-Study-AI-Significantly-Reduces-Accidents-and-Safety-Incidents, self-driving cars will reduce unsafe driving by 56% and accidents by 22%.
· The end goal of AVs, as they are called, is to reduce the death rate from accidents to zero, according to the Irish Tech News in 2022, https://irishtechnews.ie/ai-and-robotic-technologies-eliminate-accidents/
· Most accidents don't occur in cities. According to the Insurance Institute for Highway Safety, in 2021, https://www.iihs.org/topics/fatality-statistics/detail/urban-rural-comparison, every year there are 20% more auto deaths in rural areas than in urban areas.
· There are other ways to decrease accidents. We can decrease accidents through education and by improving cars. 

2 Con Responses to Exercise Argument 

· This ignores disabled people. According to Saba Salman, editor of a book on people with disabilities, in 2018, https://www.theguardian.com/cities/2018/feb/14/what-disability-accessible-city-look-like, even supposedly walkable cities make it hard for people in wheelchairs. Cities are also very confusing for people with some forms of autism. 
· The exhaust from cars that surround the walkable city will make people sick. According to Nicole Wetsman, a staffwriter for Popular Science, https://www.popsci.com/health-benefits-neighborhood-walking-air-pollution/, walkable cities will attract people to drive to the cities, creating pollution that will seep into the city. 
· Many people won’t go outside anyway. CBS News reports in 2023, https://www.cbsnews.com/minnesota/news/survey-shows-nearly-two-thirds-of-americans-stay-home-more-now-than-before-pandemic/, that nearly two-thirds of Americans stay home more now than they did before the covid pandemic. If people don't go outside anyway, getting rid of cars won't make any difference.




[bookmark: _Toc140273713]3rd AND 4th Con Speaker Script
Prepare During Prep Time: Know your 1st speaker’s contentions and the 2nd speaker’s responses. If asked, help your partners (but mostly let them prepare).
During the debate carefully flow—you need to use your partners’ arguments to win the debate! 

IMPORTANT: YOU CAN’T MAKE NEW ARGUMENTS IN YOUR SPEECH—YOUR JOB IS TO SHOW BOTH OF YOUR PARTNER’S ARGUMENTS WERE THE BEST.

My name is _______________________________.

In my speech, I will show why we win each contention.

First, we showed in our Con Contention 1 _________________.
Explain why your partners beat the pro’s responses to the contention.
USE YOUR FLOWSHEET


Second, we showed in our Con Contention 2 ________________.
Explain why your partners beat the pro’s responses to the contention.
USE YOUR FLOWSHEET


Third, we defeated the Pro Contention 1 ___________________.
Explain why your partners beat the pro’s contention.
USE YOUR FLOWSHEET


Fourth, we defeated the Pro Contention 2 _________________.
Explain why your partners beat the pro’s contention.
USE YOUR FLOWSHEET


Conclude: We urge you to vote for the Con side.

After you speak, ask and answer questions.  Where did you prove _________________?
                      Where did you show the impact to _______________________________?

Weigh! After the last question and answer, state why you think you win the debate.

I believe we won because our argument ______________________________ is stronger than the con’s argument that ______________________________ because _________________________________________. USE YOUR FLOWSHEET.

