Public Forum Case Structure – Constructive, 4 minutes
(Words in BOLD will be stated exactly, Italicized words are to help you fill in the blanks)

“According to ___source______, ___quote/stat/fact_________” 
(Beginning Quote - a Statistic, Fact or some History that provides a brief overview of your position, this may come from a part of evidence you use later in your case.  It must be VERY BRIEF.  *Many debaters do not do this, so you will appear more topical, and will help the Judge prepare to listen, remember what side you’re on, and understand your side more clearly.):

“Because we agree with this (idea, sentiment, expressive wisdom, etc.), we seek (support (pro), negation (con)) of the resolution:
Resolved:   (insert this month’s Resolution verbatim – DO NOT change the wording for the opposite side, you simply will “negate” it as it’s written)
“To clarify the Resolution, the Pro (or Con) would like to clarify the following terms:” (define any/all terms that need to be clarified for the Judge, that may not be common knowledge, or that you may want to define slanted toward your side of the topic.  NOTE:  You must HAVE ALL definitions available during the Debate.)
(Source: book, author, author qualifications, year published, page number, etc.)

1.  Word(s) or Phrase(s), BRIEF definition, SOURCE
2.  Word(s) or Phrase(s), BRIEF definition, SOURCE
3.  Word(s) or Phrase(s), BRIEF definition, SOURCE
Next… How will you and your partner FRAME the round?  Use observations to (a) clarify your position, clarify specific parts of the Resolution, or (b) note specific societal, individual or governmental need, significance, goals, or (c) give background info that needs to be identified or pointed out so that the Judge can properly WEIGH the round)
“Observation One:”  (ex. “Public subsidies do not necessarily equal huge tax hikes, therefore, the Pro side will focus on aspects of subsidies that are a combination of several types, often voted for in bonds or referendums by the citizens of local communities)
“Observation Two…” as needed…further clarification
“To better understand today’s topic, the Pro (or Con) will provide the following 2 (or 3) areas of analysis… First, _claim___, Second, _claim_ and Finally, _claim__.” (This is your Signpost, or preview of your upcoming Contentions, to help the Judge flow more accurately.  *Many debaters do not do this, so this will make your side clearer and easier to follow.) 
“Contention 1:” (make your first CLAIM, ex. “Public subsidies used for professional athletic organizations, or PAOs, harm local economies.  *Do not simply cite a word as your claim, ex. “Contention One, Economy”)
Subpoint A – (a sub-CLAIM under this Contention.  If your contention is long, you can divide it into 2-3 subpoints (ex. Two WAYS the contention harms local economies:  “P.S.s harm local businesses, and P.S.s harm local taxpayers”) to make it easier to follow for the Judge, rather than trying to follow one long contention)
· According to…. Evidence A - (Source: book, author, author qualifications, year published, page number, etc.)

· Explanation of Evidence A – (WARRANT)

· Link between Evidence and Claim – (WARRANT)

· According to…. Evidence B – (Source: book, author, author qualifications, year published, page number, etc.)
· Explanation of Evidence B – (WARRANT)

· Link between Evidence and Claim – (IMPACT)

· Sum up the Argument - 

· Tie the Contention into the Resolution - 
Subpoint B – (sub-CLAIM)

· According to…. Evidence A - (Source: book, author, author qualifications, year published, page number, etc.)

· Explanation of Evidence A – (WARRANT)

· Link between Evidence and Claim – (WARRANT)

· According to…. Evidence B – (Source: book, author, author qualifications, year published, page number, etc.)
· Explanation of Evidence B – (WARRANT)

· Link between Evidence and Claim – (IMPACT)

· Sum up the Argument - 

· Tie the Contention into the Resolution - 

“Contention 2:” (make your second CLAIM)

Subpoint A – (a sub-CLAIM under this Contention)

· According to…. Evidence A – 
· Explanation of Evidence A – (WARRANT)

· Link between Evidence and Claim – (WARRANT)

· According to…. Evidence B – 

· Explanation of Evidence B – (WARRANT)

· Link between Evidence and Claim – (IMPACT)

· Sum up the Argument - 

· Tie the Contention into the Resolution - 

Subpoint B – (sub-CLAIM)

· According to…. Evidence A - 
· Explanation of Evidence A – (WARRANT)

· Link between Evidence and Claim – (WARRANT)

· According to…. Evidence B – 

· Explanation of Evidence B – (WARRANT)

· Link between Evidence and Claim – (IMPACT)

· Sum up the Argument - 

· Tie the Contention into the Resolution - 

“Contention 3:” (make your third CLAIM)

Subpoint A – (a sub-CLAIM under this Contention)

· According to…. Evidence A - 
· Explanation of Evidence A – (WARRANT)

· Link between Evidence and Claim – (WARRANT)

· According to…. Evidence B – 

· Explanation of Evidence B – (WARRANT)

· Link between Evidence and Claim – (IMPACT)

· Sum up the Argument - 

· Tie the Contention into the Resolution - 

Subpoint B – (sub-CLAIM)
· According to…. Evidence A - 
· Explanation of Evidence A – (WARRANT)

· Link between Evidence and Claim – (WARRANT)

· According to…. Evidence B – 

· Explanation of Evidence B – (WARRANT)

· Link between Evidence and Claim – (IMPACT)

· Sum up the Argument - 

· Tie the Contention into the Resolution - 

Therefore, because of these arguments and their (positive/negative) impacts on the (society, community, government, etc.), I ask you to (agree/disagree) with today’s resolution and vote for the (Pro/Con).  I am open for Crossfire.
