Novice Packet FAQ


Greetings coaches, judges and students!

This year’s novice packet represents a new direction for the WDCA.  This guide is designed to give you a little insight into the thought process behind the construction as well as answer questions that arise from the change in format.

1. So why did we change anything? Many members of the WDCA felt that we could enhance educational opportunities for our debaters by taking a different approach to the packet.  For example, many judges noticed that students would read what was labeled as their speech instead of analyzing and selecting arguments for themselves.  In other words, a 2N would read the “2NC” shell regardless of whether those arguments truly responded to the 2AC.  Topicality was the worst of these examples; how does a judge decide who is supposed to win when all either side does is read the packet brief with no understanding or analysis?

2. So there are no shells or even cases?  That’s right.  The goal is for coaches to work with their debaters to construct those cases.  This will result in more ownership of the arguments in the case and, thus, better debates.  Teams can also discuss the merits of each response card rather than simply read the prepared brief.  Again, this should make students more aware of the arguments in the packet and better debates.  If your program needs assistance in putting together some example 1AC cases, several teams have volunteered to share their approach.  Please contact me at hanseda@masd.k12.wi.us
3. Even topicality?  How does that work?  We’ve provided a limited set of definitions (you must use these) and generic explanations of common standards and voters.  From there, teams can select the definitions they want to use and apply those standards and voters in a way that makes sense for them.  This is intended to get students thinking about topicality rather than just reading it.  Again, for those teams that would like examples, contact me.
4. So what are the rules to this novice packet?  The major rules haven’t changed.  You are still limited to the arguments in the packet until the beginning of November.  This means you MAY research new evidence on any argument in the packet.  In November, this argument restriction comes off and students are only limited to the plan texts in the packet (implement an ASAT system, establish a lunar colony, and engage in an immediate program of space debris removal).  There is also a no counter plan / no Kritik rule for the entire season.
5. What about the details of how the plans are implemented?  This question is particularly relevant to the space debris affirmative as the plan text does not specify one method of removal. The key here, as everywhere, is found in the question, “Is it in the packet?”  Within the files for space debris, for example, more than one method is discussed.  The affirmative has the option of defending any or all methods of debris removal found in the packet.

6. How are the plans funded?  Please note that funding is by “normal means”, in this case defined as normal (deficit) budget spending.  This is to keep the debate on economic choices a viable avenue for debate.

7. What if an argument has only affirmative cards or only negative cards?  The packet committee tried hard to minimize situations like this, but rest assured that in the rare instance where this is an issue, you ARE allowed to research cards to counter what is in the packet.  The reasoning is that the argument is already in the packet and negation of that argument logically follows.

8. What about on-case arguments that could be DAs such as the economy or hegemony?  The key again is whether the arguments are in the packet.  You can form them any way you choose.  So, instead of solvency or straight turns, you can argue them in the form of a disadvantage as long as the arguments themselves don’t change.

9. Are we limited on topicality to the words in the packet?  Yes.  This is the one minor exception to the general argument rule.  The packet this year has more freedom than in the past but opening it up to any definition on a word would make this a very hard debate for new debaters that typically struggle with technical topicality.    You are also limited on the standards and voters you can use.  However, you do NOT need to use the generic definitions provided for the standards and voters.  Feel free to rewrite them to fit the definition/violation you are running.

10. What do I do as a judge if a debater violates the rules of the packet?  The judging rules on the novice packet have not changed.  They remain as follows: “In the event that an argument is presented from outside the novice evidence packet, the judge should not consider that argument in their decision, regardless of whether the issue is raised in the debate. If the affirmative team presents a plan that is not found in the novice evidence packet, they should receive a loss. Tournament directors should enforce these novice evidence packet restrictions.”
11. What if I have additional questions?  Email Dan Hansen at hanseda@masd.k12.wi.us
