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	Teacher’s Name:


	Unit Name:
Policy Debate

	Lesson Title
Topicality

	Indicate which:
          Beginner         Intermediate      Advanced

	Focus Skill:
Constructing, answering and extending topicality arguments

	Time Frame:

2 Class Periods (could be shortened or lengthened)



PART 1—ESSENTIAL ELEMENTS

	Essential Question

	How do I construct a Topicality argument to be read in the 1NC?

	Objective 1

	I can identify and explain the four components of topicality

	Objective 2

	I can construct a 1NC topicality shell.

	Objective 3

	I can explain why topicality is an essential part of debate



Overview of Lesson (General summary of what will be covered):
	
This lesson should be sequenced after the stock issues discussion so students understand that there are four stock issues the Affirmative needs to win in order to win a debate round. 

In this lesson, students will be introduced to the negative position topicality.  They should start with a review of the stock issues.  Students then will learn the parts of a topicality violation, when this argument is introduced, how to answer this argument on the affirmative and how to extend this argument in the block.  

Since debating topicality is a debate over the rules of debate, at the end of this lesson, students will be constructing their own negative Topicality arguments with scenarios using a Student Handbook for a high school. Students will be constructing arguments from the Administration’s perspective, arguing why the student in each scenario has violated the cited rule.










PART 2—THE LESSON

Detailed Step-by-Step Lesson (be sure to include time allocation information):
	Session #
	Time
	Details of the Lesson

	Before lesson
	

	Assign chapter 4 in the NSDA Cross-Examination textbook before the students come to class.  Have them review the section about stock issues and topicality.

Review the teacher notes as a refresher for topicality.

Copy enough student notes handout for the entire class.

Create four groups and make enough copies of the student activity below to have for all group members in each station.

Make copies of Vocabulary Handout #1 Link.

	Day 1
1.0
	10 Mins

	Warm Up: See activity below 
Teacher Notes: Warm Up
 
Have students brain storm answers to the questions below.  Once done with each section move on to the debate application section.

What are the rules of the classroom?  What are rules at school?  What are the laws in your town?  

What if there were no classroom rules, school rules or laws?  

What is a resolution?  Why do we have it?  What would debate look like if we did not have a resolution?  Why might that be a bad thing?  

*The point here is to prove that we need to have rules.  Rules keep order, they prevent catastrophic accidents and even minor skirmishes.  Without a topic in debate we’d never be prepared to debate our opponents.  The brainstorm activity above helps prove the point that we must stay within the resolution in order for all sides to have a fair and balanced debate.  


	1.1
	30 Mins

	Introduce Topicality- Using the teacher notes, introduce Topicality (a debate about rules) to the students.  Use the power point to explain the concepts and take notes.  Use the students note work sheet, Handout #2, link to have students follow along with the lecture. 
Teacher Notes: Introduction to Topicality

Topicality is a debate about the rules of debate.  Specifically, this argument centers on whether or not the plan the affirmative team has presented falls within the proposed resolution.  The affirmative must prove that their plan is a part of the topic, if they do not, they lose the debate. 

In order to prove their point, debaters on the negative define words in an attempt to exclude the affirmative’s plan.  The affirmative defines words in alternate ways to prove that their plans falls within the resolution.  Each side brings up reasons (standards) as to why their interpretation should be preferred in the debate.  If the negative wins the affirmative’s plan does NOT fall within the proposed resolution, the affirmative will lose.  For a visual example of this see slide 3 on the power point.  

Typically, topicality is not black and white.  Its hardly ever cut and dry that the affirmative’s plan does not fall under the resolution.  It will be a debate.  The negative team will define a word in the resolution and say the affirmative’s plan does not live up to that definition, the affirmative will respond with definitions of their own and if we’re not careful a debate will break out over who’s definition is superior.  For a visual example of this see slide 4 on the power point. 

Parts of topicality

Topicality is introduced in the 1st Negative Constructive.  Like other negative positions, Topicality is structured.  There are four parts:

A.  Definition- this is the word or phrase that the negative is “challenging” the affirmative on in the resolution.  The negative provides a carded definition of the word in order to prove that something the affirmative’s plan does not do. 

B. Violation- a brief explanation of why the affirmative’s plan falls outside of the topic. 

C. Standards- a set of reasons why the definition provided by the negative should be the preferred definition for the debate round to rely on.  Examples: Limits- smaller topics are better, Ground- Topics that are predictable for the negative make for better debates 

D. Voters- reasons why if the Affirmative falls outside of the resolution the judge should vote for the negative. Examples: Fairness- being outside the topic gives the affirmative an unfair advantage, education- being outside of the topic kills topic education, jurisdiction- it’s a stock issue, if they lose a stock issue they lose the debate. 

Teacher Notes: Sample Topicality Violation
Next off – Topicality

A.  “Education” is prescribed classroom instruction – not anything one learns through the school’s Administrative policies.
Webster’s 
Webster's 1913 Dictionary - http://www.webster-dictionary.org/definition/education
Education (noun):
The act or process of educating; the result of educating, as determined by the knowledge skill, or discipline of character, acquired; also, the act or process of training by a prescribed or customary course of study or discipline; as, an education for the bar or the pulpit; he has finished his education.

B. Violation: The Affirmative’s plan is about bathrooms for transgendered students, not about classroom instruction.

C. Standards:

Limits – they allow Affs to extend to any aspect of learning that happens to be picked-up in school. Non-classroom Affs like vegan lunches, environmentally-sound garbage disposal or solar powered-schools all “educate” in some manner. Limits are key to preparation and depth of understanding. 

Ground – they move the topic away from classroom curricular shifts. That’s the heart of the controversy and gets at the nexus question of how we should be learning. They skew Neg fairness and create tiny non-controversial Affs about building fire codes or better interior painting. 

D.  Voters

Topicality is a voter for fairness, education and jurisdiction


	1.2
	5 minutes

	Activity- Pass out the worksheet and explain that students will be writing their own 1NC Topicality arguments from the perspective of the high school Administration. Announce four groups and assign each group to one of the four stations.

	Day 2
2.0
	8-10 minutes

	Instruct class as a whole to read through the scenario within their groups aloud. Groups will have 8 minutes at each station to read through the scenario and construct a 1NC Topicality argument on their worksheet. 

	2.1
	8-10 minutes

	Groups rotate clockwise to the next station and follow the same procedure as above.

	2.2
	8-10 minutes

	Groups rotate clockwise to the next station and follow the same procedure as above.

	2.3
	8-10 minutes

	Groups rotate clockwise to the next station and follow the same procedure as above.

	2.4
	5 minutes or remaining time
	Have each group share the 1NC Topicality argument they constructed for the station they are presently at. Collect the worksheets as the students’ exit slips and check for understanding.



PART 3—ASSESSMENT EVIDENCE

	Performance Task, Product, or Other Key Evidence of Learning (How will students demonstrate a level of proficiency for this skill?)

Participation in class-wide brainstorming session re-calling information learned the night before from the text book chapter.  

Participation in the group stations activity and ability to construct and share a topicality violation. 









	Key criteria to measure Performance Task(s) or Key Evidence:
Examples:  Rubric, Checklist, etc.


Proficient and accurate completion of worksheet.

Proficient and accurate construction of a topicality violation 






	Assessment Strategies (Identify Informal/Formal Strategies):


Formal- Teacher will collect worksheets and check for understanding. 

Informal- Students will provide proficient examples of topicality violations they came up with in their small group stations. 











Plans for after this lesson/competency is complete (How will you extend, enrich?):
	
After this lesson is complete students will have to employ this skill time and time again in debates.  Arguments can be scaffolded up for difficulty but the basic skill set will be demonstrated each and every round. 





Key Resources Used:  Websites, books, film clips, etc.
	Names of Resource(s):
	Access to Resource(s) if available:

	Debate 101. Everything you need to know about policy debate: You learned here (NSDA Policy Text Book)
	Link

	Topicality (Power Point)
	Link

	Vocabulary Topicality Handout #1
	Link

	Introduction to Topicality Notes Handout #2
	Link

	Handbook T Activity Work Sheets Handout #3
	Link

	
	

	
	

	
	



Key Resources for Exploration:  Websites, books, film clips, etc.
	Names of Resource(s):
	Access to Resource(s) if available:

	
	

	
	

	
	

	
	

	
	

	
	

	
	



Reflections/Review for Future:
	
After the first couple of tournaments, have students bring their flows to class and discuss topicality strategies to use with these various affirmative cases. Have students present their T arguments in class for feedback.
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