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Austin Freeley ' classifies debate into two broad categories. One is
substantive debate and the other is educational debate. According to Freeley,
substantive debate refers to the authentic debate in legislatures, courts, hearings,
and the like. It aims to make real decisions about an issue in the status quo. The
focus of the debate is on the decision itself, that is, whether or not a decision can be
made after the debate. Educational debate, however, refers to academic debate
aimed to provide an educational opportunity for the participants to develop their
oratory and reasoning skills and display their talents in these areas. The focus of
this kind of debate is on the quality of the arguments instead of the decision. If the
audiences care anything about the decision, it would be the decision on who wins
the debate. In this book, I intend to use the term academic British parliamentary
debate, because the formats and strategies covered are mostly targeted at debate
tournaments following the British parliamentary debate style.

Academic British parliamentary debate is a competition of ideas and requires
a good command of language skills, thinking skills and rhetorical or persuasive
skills. To debate in English for us Chinese debaters is even more challenging
because we are required to debate in a language which is not our native tongue.
This book is prepared to answer most frequently asked questions in academic
British parliamentary debate tournaments.

There are altogether six modules in this book. In Module 1, I answer frequently
asked questions concerning the British parliamentary system and debate tournaments,

including the basic ideas of the British Parliament and the fundamental issues of

1 Freeley, Austin. Argumentation and Debate. Cited in McCroskey, J. C. (1962). Still more
debate over debate. The Forensic of Pi Kappa Delta [J], 48: 7-9.
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debate tournaments regarding different tournament styles, motions, cases, and POlIs.
In Module 2, I discuss the basic structures and strategies of the Prime Minister’s
speech, answering questions on the construction of the three most fundamental
elements: how to begin a Prime Minister’s speech, how to build the substantiation
part of a PM’s speech, and how to conclude a Prime Minister’s speech. In Module
3, I cover two basic issues in the Leader of the Opposition’s speech: how to rebut
the arguments of the Prime Minister and how to organize the opposition arguments.
In Module 4, I describe three different types of strategies including repairing-
oriented rebuttal strategies, refutation-oriented rebuttal strategies, and expansion
strategies. In Module 5, 1 focus on extension strategies, namely, how to extend a
case in a reasonable way, including how to pick out a missed argument, how to
defend a weakened argument, how to expand an existing argument, how to respond
to an opposing argument and how to compare the effectiveness of two different
models. In addition, I talk about two rebuttal strategies on responding to opposing
arguments and questioning consistency. In Module 6, I deal with summary models
and strategies on the clash points in the debate round in question.

My debts are many: to Professor Dong Junfeng (#{214) at Zhejiang Wanli
University who made this book possible with his constant encouragement and
inspiring ideas, in particular, to the series of projects designed to reach the goal of
“improving students’ language proficiency through authentic speeches on
systematically designed themes”; to Mr. Rhydian G. Morgan and Ms. Li Xi (Fi%,
Cecilee) who read the manuscript of the book and offered helpful comments; to
Miss Julia Miki¢, Miss Maja Nenadovi¢, Miss Leela Koenig, Miss Sharmila
Parmanand, Mr. Rhydian G. Morgan, Mr. Suthen Thomas (Tate), Mr. William
Bernard Jones, and Mr. Yoni Cohen-Idov, who have contributed to the book with
sample debate speeches on a number of motions to make it a better one than it would
otherwise have been—these speeches are to be published by Zhejiang University
Press in the book Selected Speeches of International Debate Champions and Best
Speakers; to Ms. Li Juanjuan (%4545, June) and Ms. Li Xi who offered me
numerous opportunities to act as an adjudicator and put into practice what I have
figured out for the book and improve them reasonably; to Professor Steven Johnson,
Mr. Loke Wing Fatt, Professor Robert Trapp, and Professor Gary Rybold for their
inspiring ideas in their debate training sessions in China; to Mr. Chen Guohe (P [E
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F1), Director of the Experiments and Assets Administration of Zhejiang Wanli
University and Ms. Zhang Honglin (5K4L#f) from the same department for their
constructive suggestions and patient instructions for the project financing the
publication of the books; to Mr. Fu Bin ({#) from Shanghai, Mr. Jin Zuoxiang
(&:AE4f), Mr. Kui Wanchun (Z5 /7 %), Mr. Liu Chenhai (Xl 5#§), Mr. Ma Zhiyuan
(&), Mr. Ye Luming (M #8), and Mr. You Shuncai (JLJiiii4) from my
home province, Qinghai, for their true friendship and constant encouragement. To
them I am profoundly grateful. I must thank Tashi Dorje (FLFGZ ), currently a
cardiologist at Fudan University, who made it possible for me to witness in Thailand,
with the sponsorship from Foreign Language Teaching and Research Press due to his
excellent achievement in the 2003 CCTV National Public Speaking Contest, the
great impact of competitive parliamentary debate on the development of college
students’ thinking skills, language skills, and communication skills, which, in fact,
initiated my academic interest in competitive parliamentary debate. I must also thank
my colleagues, including Mr. Hu Shuyi (##%%), Ms. Shen Lemin (V£ /5 8), Ms.
Wang Honglin (£ #K), Ms. Zhan Minna (/5 #(4), Mr. Zhao Genzong (B 57%),
and the members of the Debating Society from Zhejiang Wanli University for their
constant support and understanding. I am particularly conscious of how much I owe
to Ms. Zhang Chen (7K ) who edited the manuscript and offered helpful comments.

Fan Qiqing
Zhejiang Wanli University
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Module 1

Academic British Parliamentary Debate

This module has been prepared recognizing that we are new to the field of
debate, more so to debating in English. It focuses on some of the most frequently
asked questions concerning academic British parliamentary debate on the basis of
the FLTRP Cup, the Asian-United Debate Championship (AUDC—the former
All-Asians Intervarsity Debate), and the World Universities Debate Championship
(WUDC). To begin with, it introduces the British parliamentary system and what
authentic British parliamentary debate looks like. The focus then shifts to the basic
issues concerning academic British parliamentary debate, including different styles,
motions, cases, and POIs. Note that there are slight differences between the
academic British parliamentary debate in the WUDC style and the Asian style, but
the principles discussed in this module apply to both. At the end of the module, we

should be able to answer the following questions:
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e What is a parliament?

e What is the British parliamentary system?

e What is the difference, if any, between the authentic British parliamentary debate
and the academic British parliamentary debate?

e What is a motion?

e What is a debate case?

e What is a POI?

Lo
82 1. Parliament

A parliament is a legislature consisting of people who have the power to make,
amend or repeal laws. Except for legislation, a parliament also has the obligation to
scrutinize the Government in hope that it fulfills its duties and responsibilities
properly. In Britain, it consists of the House of Commons and the House of Lords.
The House of Commons is made up of members chosen by the electorate, or
people who have the right to vote. The House of Lords comprises members most of
whom are appointed by the Queen on the recommendation of the Prime Minister or
of the House of Lords Appointments Commission.

The Party that wins most seats in the House of Commons in a General
Election forms the Government and the leader of the Party usually becomes the
Prime Minister. The largest minority Party becomes the Opposition.

The parliamentary system originated in the United Kingdom of Great Britain
and Northern Ireland and spread to countries like Canada, Australia, India, the
Republic of Ireland, Jamaica, Malaysia, New Zealand, Singapore, and Malta. The
UK Parliament, which is in the district of Westminster in London, is comprised of
the House of Commons and the House of Lords and the Queen. It “examines what
the Government is doing, makes new laws, holds the power to set taxes and
debates the issues of the day. The House of Commons and the House of Lords each

plays an important role in Parliament’s work™'. “Generally, the decisions made in

1 The UK Parliament. About Parliament. Retrieved on June 29, 2011 from: http://www.
parliament.uk/about/.



