Here are two sample Lincoln-Douglass Speeches, one affirming (upholding) and one negating (refuting) the 2010 National-Level Resolution.
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First, some information:

Lincoln Douglass Debate follows a time switch off between the negative and affirmative (aff. and neg.). Each person has four minutes of prep time that they can spilt however they want during the round:

· 6 min- The affirmative delivers their speech to the judge

· 3 min- the negative cross-examines the affirmative

· --Negative Prep time--

· 7 min- the negative delivers their speech and rebuts that of their opponent

· 3 min- the affirmative cross-examines the negative

· --Affirmative Prep time--

· 4 min- Affirmative rebuts the negative

· --Negative Prep time--

· 6 min- Negative rebuts the affirmative, defends his case, and goes over key voting issues

· --Affirmative Prep time--

· 3 min- Affirmative makes closing remarks and goes over key voting issues

Each side has 16 minutes, not including prep time to make their case. If there is no silver line, no clear winner, then the negative usually wins; but the affirmative has the advantage of speaking last and getting that last word in. No new arguments should be made in the last 13 minutes of the debate, not including prep time. 

The debate will last 40 minutes with prep time, shorter than policy but longer than public forum.

Here is the sample affirmative speech (6 minutes):

This speech was given by Finalist and Champion Taarini Vohra of the Hockaday School in 2007.

“… ‘Those who deny freedom to others deserve it not for themselves.’ Because I agree with Abraham Lincoln, I must Affirm today’s resolution:

On balance, violent revolution is a just response to political oppression. 

To clarify, I’d like to offer two observations.

Observation one explains the evaluative terms: the qualifier ‘on balance’ requires an evaluation of general principles. In addition, in the phrase a just response, ‘a’ according to the Random House Dictionary means ‘not any particular one’. Given these operational terms, the question for today’s debate is if violent revolution should theoretically be included among the legitimate responses to oppression, not if it is the correct response in an isolated situation or categorically the best option.

Observation two explains the nature of political oppression. Oppression is defined by the Oxford English Dictionary as the “prolonged cruel exercise of authority…”
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Here is a sample negative speech (around 4 minutes, leaving 3 minutes for rebuttal):

This speech was given by Finalist Bilal Malik of the James Logan High School in  2007.

“…Nonviolence is the answer to the crucial political and moral questions of our time- the need for mankind to overcome oppression and violence without resorting to oppression or violence. Because I agree with Martin Luther King Jr. that violence is not the answer, I negate the resolution that:

On balance violent revolution is a just response to political oppression.

Since the resolution questions the justness of violent revolution, the highest value for the round must be justice…”

(Go back to contents)
Speech Elements:

· Observations- these are meant to clarify the framework of the debate in, excluding fringe arguments or assertions that your opponent may make, or expanding or limiting the realm of the debate, though never drastically. If an observation contorts the framework to the point where, no matter what the other person says the observation excludes it, that observation is abusive and that should be brought to the judge’s attention.

· Definitions- These clarify the resolution, to preempt any ridiculous arguments or ambiguity. Only the affirmative is required to offer them, but if the negative disagrees, they many offer counter definitions.

· Values: the most important element of Lincoln-Douglas debate. The value structure is the central focus of the debate, providing the judge with a method of determining a winner by evaluating who best achieves, furthers, or upholds a value in the round.

· Criterion: the standard by which the value is achieved. For example, your criterion is governmental legitimacy if you say: “Justice, my value, is furthered by governmental legitimacy.”

· Contention: Evidence, logical reasoning, and moral or philosophical views that show why, how, and how effectively your criterion and value are upheld and work in the context of the resolution, either negative or affirming it.

· Sub-points- individual data or statements that support the umbrella Contention statement. Your opponent should attack these separately from the contention. If they fail to do so, point that out to your judge. 

· Summation- offer a brief recap of your points and tell the judge why your case is better.

· Underview- an observation, but instead come at the end of your case.

When Debating: 

· Signpost: Tell the judge where you are. For example, “ I am now going to address my opponents contention two, sub-point b…”

· Look at the judge, not at your opponent.

· Leave ample time to rebut your opponent’s case point by point, attack your opponents observation first, if there is one, and attack your opponent’s value and criterion next. Each sub-point should be dealt with individually, and do not forget the underview.

· Key voting issues: point out in your last speech what arguments/clashes you have one and why you won them.

Your Goal and Burden: You must show that your side of the debate is morally or philosophically better as a general rule or standard, there is no need for you to furnish absolute proof.
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