Opposition Strategy Exercise

You have just listened to the opening speech of the Prime Minister in an impromptu debate. Here are the notes that you took. You have 7 minutes to put together an opposition case.

BIRT: The UN Security Council be Disbanded.

Def'n: UN Security Council = UN Security Council

Disbanded = Be replaced by a new Peace Council

Principle: The UN Security Council is ineffective and unrepresentative.

Status Quo: The UN Security Council is made up of 15 countries who are elected on a rotating basis. 5 of those seats are for permanent members Russia, China, France, the UK and the US. The 5 permanents have Veto power. The council can enact embargoes and send in troops.

Plan: Replace the Security Council with similar Peace Council that will have no permanent members and no Veto. It will still be able to send in troops and enact embargoes.

Point 1: The UN Security Council is dominated by the US. 

The United States uses its veto power to push people around and to do things like go into Iraq. Because it has the Veto no one can do anything about it but it can make the Security Council send troops places.

Point 2: Veto gets abused too much. 

Countries with the Veto use the Veto to have their way because you can't go against them or they'll just Veto you. Why do these countries get the Veto anyway? It's not fair.

Point 3: Not representative.

Only one of the 5 countries isn't a European country (China). No countries from Africa or the Middle East. These regions need representation too. Right now the Security Council is too focused on the interests of the West.

Point 4: It is Ineffective

The Security Council never gets anything done. It couldn't stop Saddam Hussein and then when the US tried to do something about it, it got locked in a deadlock. France shouldn't have all of this power.
BIRT: the CRTC abandon Canadian Content laws.

Def'n: CRTC = Body in charge of regulating Radio and TV broadcast

Abandon = eliminate entirely

Canadian Content laws = the rules that require that a minimum amount of time be devoted to Canadian Content during the broadcast day.

Principle: The laws are outdated and make it hard for Canadian broadcasters to compete.

Plan:  Abandon the laws entirely and let Canadian broadcasting companies choose their program based on any merit they want.

Point 1: It is unfair to non-Canadian performers and artists.

Because of the rules, Canadian artists have an extra advantage over other artists. This means that there is a disproportionate number of Canadian artists on the air. That's discriminatory and unfair.

Point 2: It promotes bad Canadian art.

If the shows and artists aren't good enough to compete with the foreign shows on their own then they don't deserve to be there. Canadian artists and producers should be trying harder so that they can compete with shows from the US.

Point 3: It makes it hard for Canadian broadcasters to compete with US stations. 

If people don't want to watch Canadian television, then they'll just switch to American stations. This makes Canadian stations lose market share. Then they can't sell ads to businesses or make money and if we don’t do this they’ll go out of business

Point 4: It makes it hard for Canadian businesses to advertise.

Canadian businesses can afford to advertise on US stations, it is too expensive. No one watches Canadian stations because of the bad programming, so there is no point in advertising on Canadian stations. This hurts local businesses.

BIRT: Zoos should be banned.

Def’n: Zoos: places where wild animals are kept and displayed to visitors

Banned: get rid of the displaying part, entirely.

Principle: Zoos are businesses, which is bad for the animals.

Plan: All zoological parks will be closed to the public. Other projects like breeding endangered species can continue.

Point 1: It’s not fair to display animals to the public

How would you like it if people stuck you and a cage and other people looked at you and threw stuff and you and shouted at you and banged on the glass? Not very much.

Point 2: Zoos favour flashy animals over less appealing ones

Zoos need to attract visitors, so they tend to focus their research and work on endangered species that are attractive or exciting in some way. This is a very bad way of prioritizing our research.

Point 3: Because Zoos are businesses, the almighty dollar rules.

Zoos need to make money to survive. If a zoo stops making enough money then maybe it will starve the animals to try to make ends meet. Maybe it will force animals to spend even more time out in the open.

Point 4: Zoos take animals to unnatural places.

Giraffes aren’t supposed to live in cold climates like Canada or in wet climates like San Francisco. It’s bad for them no matter how we try to pretend it isn’t. They are supposed to live free out in the wild.

BIRT: We should open Space to Commercial Exploration

Def’n: Open Space to Commercial Exploration: Encourage private corporations to explore the far reaches of space.

Principle: We need to get off of the Earth and into Space. Companies will do this faster than governments.

Plan: Eliminate all restrictions to the commercial exploration of space. Make it easier for companies to send astronauts and so on up. Reduce safety regulations. Allow companies more freedom.

Point 1: It’s too dangerous to stay on just the planet Earth.
The environment is collapsing; there is a constant risk of biological or nuclear war. Keeping all of humanity stuck to one planet is like putting all of your eggs in one basket. We need to get out so that if the Earth goes wrong, there will still be some people left.

Point 2: The government is too slow. 
We landed on the moon in 1969. It is now 2004 and the US is only just starting to make plans to go back. That’s too long. Red tape is to blame. Companies could get up and running much faster.

Point 3: There is commercial value in space.
The company who manages to bring back the abundant resources of the moon and asteroid belts will stand to make a fortune. Not to mention all of the amazing research that can be done in zero or low gravity. Companies would jump at the chance to exploit space.

Point 4: Some risk is acceptable.
We are being too cautious in exploring space. What if Marco Polo had refused to go out East because it was “too dangerous”? We need to accept that space exploration is a risky business and go ahead and do it anyway. That’s how exploration gets done.
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