While preparing the project, we did not want to be blinded by our intuitions and first impressions
of the contemporary debating formats. For this reason, we started working on a paper on
different formats and different positions they take on certain issues. Below we will share a table

regarding our preliminary findings.
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Considering the ADAB project’s aspirations of virtuous + analytical conduct on the one hand and
different positions taken by different debate formats on the other, we would like to ask you the
following questions:

1. Contemporary debate formats work through certain time limitations. For example, the
opening government speaks X minutes, and opposition is allowed Y minutes for a
response. Concerning time limitations:

e What do you think are their benefits and drawbacks?

e What other types of limitations can be conceived to replace them?

e What would be the benefits and drawbacks of moving away from
time-limitations to limitations on, say, the number of arguments, premises,

sources?

In the British Parliamentary Style, the participants are randomly appointed to certain
positions, with the idea that this will help debaters to sharpen their critical thinking and
open-mindedness. How would asking people to become opponents and proponents of
positions that they prefer to hold make a difference? Meaning, say, if you are pro-choice or
pro-life, you get to defend what you believe, for example. What would be the benefits and
drawbacks of such a design?

In our ongoing work concerning an alternative debate model, we incline towards a
one-on-one debate format, rather than towards debate teams. What would be the benefits



and drawbacks of such a choice made in this domain? What are the benefits and
drawbacks of having teams and team members? What are the uses of four teams
competing as in the case of the British Parliamentary?



