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Summary: 

The European Union Counterplan is a negative off-case position that proposes to change the affirmative plan’s agent of implementation from the United States federal government to the European Space Agency (ESA), who will work with the European Union (EU).  In other words, instead of NASA or the DOD doing the plan, the negative argues that the European equivalent to NASA, the ESA, should do the plan instead. 

What Else You’ll Need to Run With This CP 

The India Relations DA, or other reasons why action by the U.S. federal government action is bad.  Disadvantages to the United States federal government doing the plan are essential to make the counterplan a uniquely attractive option for the judge to vote on.  It’s also necessary in order to prove that your counterplan is competitive – that is to say – that the counterplan is mutually exclusive with the plan.

Key Words and Phrases:

Counterplan: A counterplan proposes a policy alternative to the affirmative plan.  The goal of the counterplan is to solve all, or nearly all, of the affirmative while at the same time proving that the counterplan avoids disadvantages to the plan.  With the ESA counterplan, you’ll argue that the European Space Agency can do the plan as well or better than NASA or the DOD, and that it has the added benefits of bolstering EU Leadership and avoiding a collapse in relations with India (it avoids the India Relations DA.)

Competition: To test whether or not the CP is a reason to reject the affirmative Plan you ask two questions.  First, is it impossible to do both the Plan and the CP at the same time?  If the answer is yes, then we are forced to choose.  The second question: Is it the case that we should not do both the Plan and the CP at the same time?  If the answer is yes, then it is illogical to do both together.  In either of these cases the negative also has to prove that the CP is better than the Plan.   This test is used to establish whether the CP meets its test of “competition.”
Net Benefits: Reasons why the counterplan is a better than the affirmative plan. The net benefits to the EU Counterplan include EU leadership and any disadvantage to U.S. federal government action. 

Mutually Exclusive: Unable to do both at the same time. 

European Space Agency (ESA): The European Space Agency (ESA), established in 1975, is an intergovernmental organization dedicated to the exploration of space,. There are currently with 19 member states.  Broadly stated, the ESA is the European equivalent of NASA.

European Union (EU): The European Union (EU) is a confederation of 27 European states that cooperate on supranational policies (policies that applies to all member states.) It has evolved several of its own institutions, including the European Parliament, and the European Central Bank. While the ESA is not formally an agency of the European Union, it cooperates with the EU in various way. 
European Union/ESA CP

Argument Summary

Answering Counterplans on the Affirmative:

At first, debaters have a hard time answering counterplans until they get used to it.  Most teams are used to comparing the Plan to the status quo, not to a CP.  Experienced teams eventually learn how to design their affirmatives with the common counterplans in mind.   

Here are some ideas:  Find reasons that the CP does not solve the affirmative Harm area as well as the Plan (called a “solvency deficit”).   Ask to read the CP and look for wording mistakes in the text.  Present new affirmative advantages, ones that the CP does not solve very well. Challenge the CP if it does not have any specific solvency evidence.   Come up with arguments for why it would be better to “do both” the Plan plus the CP.    

Argue that the best policy would be to combine the Plan with part of the CP – this is referred to as a “permutation.” For example, you may suggest going out on a date to a movie.  Your object of interest suggests instead going to dinner.  You initially say, well why not “do both” and go to dinner and a movie?   The response by your date is that there isn’t enough time to do both.  So then you come up with the “permutation” of going to the movie then going out to get dessert (the best part of dinner, after all!).  If the “perm” ends up being the wisest course of action, there is no reason to reject the initial idea of going to a movie, which is part of the permutation.

Some Specific Answers to the EU Counterplan:

1.    EU CP Can’t Solve Case:  If you’re affirmative has an advantage that is based off of U.S. action (i.e. plan solves for U.S. hegemony/the U.S. aerospace industry), the EU Counterplan would not be able to solve that advantage, since the United States does nothing in the world of the counterplan

2.    EU Solvency Deficit/Net Benefit Arguments: A smart affirmative team would as the negative about the specifics of their affirmative plan. Technically, the ESA is not part of the EU and won’t be for several years. If that’s the case, then how does the EU benefit from the ESA doing the plan? Other items you’ll want to bring up include issues with ESA funding and ESA management. 

3.    Permutation: Permutations are arguments in debate that test a counterplan’s competition.  If you can prove that doing both the plan and the counterplan at the same time is a better idea than only doing the counterplan, you prove that a counterplan isn’t competitive and should be rejected.  This is a great argument to make if the negative doesn’t have an external net benefit (reasons why U.S. action is bad.)
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