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Pro/Con Debate

A pro/con debate examines a controversial topic from both sides: pro and con. It pro-
motes critical thinking, understanding of diyerent perspectives, and the abilitT to argue 
convincinglT.

Process of a Pro/Con Debate

Topic Selection: An interesting and current topic is chosen that oyers both pros and 
cons.

Group Division: whe students are divided into tEo groups - a pro group and a con group. 
jach group prepares arguments to support their position.

Preparation: jach group researches facts, gathers information, and structures their 
arguments. whis includes formulating claims, •nding Pusti•cations and examples, as Eell 
as preparing for potential counterarguments.

Debate:

B Introduction: A moderator introduces the topic and explains the rules of the debate.

B Argumentation qhase: whe pro group presents their arguments, folloEed bT the con 
group.

B Discussion qhase: Coth groups discuss the presented arguments and ask zuestions.

B Lonclusion qhase: jach group summariQes their main arguments.

ReAection: After the debate, participants reRect together on the presented arguments 
and the course of the debate. wheT can also zuestion their oEn opinions and beliefs.

dgvantahes of tme Pro/Con Debate

Prokotion of Critical TminIinh: Wearners learn to analTQe, evaluate arguments and draE 
Eell-founded conclusions.

Bkprovekent of Cokkunication SIills: qracticing clear and convincing speaking.

Hroageninh zoriYons: Wearners understand complex topics through diyerent vieE-
points.

Huilginh ConNgence: Wearners gain con•dence bT defending their opinions.
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woutube: dnikal Testinh Pros dng Cons
wo Eatch the Toutube video Pust scan the H' code. 

Fatch the video. qaT attention to hoE the arguments are formulated and presented and Ehat role theT 
plaT in the discussion. whink about Ehat makes a good argument and hoE it contributes to the structure 
of a debate.

qotes 

Oere Tou can make some notes.
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Cmoose tme correct ans.er for eacm Wuestiony 

-mat is tme prikar? hoal of presentinh counterarhukents in a proMcon gebateE

wo confuse the opponent wo demonstrate the abilitT to understand diyerent perspectives

wo extend the debate duration wo entertain the audience

-m? is it ikportant to sta? on topic gurinh a gebateE

It helps to confuse the opponent It prevents the audience from getting bored

It ensures that the arguments are relevant and focused It alloEs for more time to speak

zo. goes tme use of evigence support an arhukent in a gebateE

It confuses the opposition It entertains the audience

It makes the argument more credible and convincing It helps to •ll time

-mat is tme beneNt of a clear ang lohical structure in a gebateE

It extends the duration of the debate It alloEs for more emotional appeals

It impresses the Pudges Eith complexitT

It ensures that the arguments are easT to folloE and understand

-micm of tme follo.inh is a Ie? cmaracteristic of an eFective rebuttalE

Introducing neE unrelated points Discrediting the opponent personallT

DirectlT addressing and refuting the opponent–s points Ignoring the opponent–s arguments



Pro/Con Debate
Name: Date:

Sort tme parahrapms 

A pro/con debate is a method Ehere a controversial topic is examined from tEo sides: the pro 
side that supports it, and the con side that opposes it. whis tTpe of debate helps to understand 
various perspectives on a topic, promote critical thinking, and develop the abilitT to argue 
persuasivelT.

"irst, an interesting and current topic is chosen that oyers both supporting and opposing 
arguments. Snce the topic is chosen, the participants are divided into tEo groups ? a pro group 
and a con group.

A moderator introduces the topic and explains the rules of the debate. whe debate begins Eith 
the argumentation phase, Ehere the pro group presents their arguments, folloEed bT the con 
group.

qro/con debates enhance critical thinking skills bT learning to analTQe, evaluate arguments, and 
draE Eell-founded conclusions. AdditionallT, pro/con debates improve participants– communi-
cation skills bT practicing to speak clearlT and convincinglT.

AfterEards, the discussion phase folloEs, Ehere both groups discuss the arguments presented 
and ask zuestions. "inallT, the debate ends Eith the conclusion phase, Ehere each group 
summariQes their main arguments.

jach group prepares arguments that support their position.

whis tTpe of debates also broadens the participants– horiQons, as theT deepen their understand-
ing of complex topics bT listening to diyerent vieEpoints. "inallT, pro/con debates strengthen 
self-con•dence since participants have to present and defend their opinions in front of others.
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Bntroguctor? RekarI
Oere, the topic of the debate is introduced, the issue in zuestion is clearlT formulated, the relevance of 
the topic is explained, and an overvieE of the most important pro and con arguments is provided Eithout 
taking a position. It serves to set the frameEork for the folloEing discussion.

Smoulg tme Governkent Bnvest 1ore 1one? in Rene.able 2nerhies to 3ihmt Clikate 
CmanheE

whe topic UMhould the government invest more moneT in reneEable energies to •ght climate change1U 
is of signi•cant importance and ayects manT aspects of our lives. whis debate is relevant because it 
raises critical environmental, economic, and social zuestions that concern not onlT policTmakers and 
businesses but also everT citiQen Eho is impacted bT climate change.
qroponents of increased government investment in reneEable energies argue that it is essential for 
reducing greenhouse gas emissions and mitigating the eyects of climate change. wheT highlight that re-
neEable energT sources such as solar, Eind, and hTdroelectric poEer are cleaner and more sustainable 
alternatives to fossil fuels, leading to long-term environmental bene•ts and potential economic groEth 
through the creation of green Pobs.
Lritics, hoEever, caution that such investments rezuire substantial public funds, Ehich could strain 
national budgets and divert resources from other pressing needs. wheT also point out that the transition 
to reneEable energT might not be as seamless as anticipated, involving technological challenges and 
potential disruptions to current energT sTstems and markets.
whis debate is complex and multifaceted, involving both environmental imperatives and economic 
considerations. A balanced and fair discussion is essential to Eeigh the diyerent arguments and reach 
an informed decision.
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Tips for eFective preparation

DeNne Ie?.orgs: Mtart Eith a list of keTEords and phrases that describe Tour topic. 
'e•ne the keTEords during the course of the research.

2valuate sources: Lheck the credibilitT of the source. qrefer academic and reliable 
Eebsites, and verifT the authoritT of the author or the institution.

TaIe notes: 'ecord the most important information, source details, and zuotes. Also, 
note critical zuestions that arise during the research.

Cokpare sources: 2se multiple sources to get diyerent perspectives and verifT the 
information.

Pa? attention to currenc?: Gake sure that the information is up-to-date, especiallT for 
fast-moving topics.

Cite ang bibliohrapm?: Lollect complete citation information for each source Tou use in 
order to create a correct bibliographT.
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Collection of sources

2se the provided sources to strengthen Tour arguments for the debate. 'ead the information carefullT, 
select relevant facts and examples, and criticallT evaluate them. Incorporate these speci•callT into Tour 
argumentation to present Tour position in a Eell-founded and convincing manner. whis ensures that 
Tour debate is Eell-prepared and coherent.

1aterial: Collection of sources for pro ang con arhukents

ProMdrhukents:

(. Title: UInvesting in reneEable energT can help mitigate an energT crisisU
 Source: Forld jconomic "orum
 Sukkar?: whis article discusses hoE investing in reneEable energT is necessarT to avoid future 
energT crises and to combat climate change. It highlights the signi•cant investment rezuired, 
particularlT citing India–s transition to net-Qero.
 Relevance: Mupports the argument that reneEable energT investment is crucial for preventing 
energT crises and addressing climate change challenges.

). Title: U3overnments are continuing to push investment into clean energT amid the global energT 
crisisU
 Source: International jnergT AgencT 4IjA0
 Sukkar?: whe report shoEs that governments EorldEide have allocated substantial funds to 
support clean energT investments, amounting to 2MD (.5‘ trillion since )’)’.
 Relevance: Oighlights the ongoing global governmental support for reneEable energT invest-
ments, emphasiQing its economic and environmental bene•ts.

5. Title: UCuilding a whriving Llean jnergT jconomT in )’)5 and CeTondU
 Source: whe Fhite Oouse
 Sukkar?: whis blog post outlines the 2.M. government–s agenda to increase energT generated 
from clean sources like solar and Eind, aiming to loEer energT costs and improve energT re-
silience.
 Relevance: Demonstrates the 2nited Mtates– commitment to reneEable energT investment as part 
of a broader economic and climate strategT.

‘. Title: U'eneEable energT and the 2M: whis 5-step plan can make it happenU
 Source: Forld jconomic "orum
 Sukkar?: whe article discusses a three-step plan for accelerating reneEable energT development 
in the 2M, balancing development, local resistance, and communitT bene•ts.
 Relevance: qrovides a strategic frameEork for implementing reneEable energT proPects, account-
ing for various challenges and bene•ts.

V. Title: ULlean energT is boosting economic groEthU
 Source: International jnergT AgencT 4IjA0
 Sukkar?: whe analTsis reveals that clean energT contributed signi•cantlT to economic groEth in 



India, Eith substantial investment in neE solar poEer capacitT.
 Relevance: Oighlights the economic bene•ts of reneEable energT investments, shoEing their 
contribution to 3Dq groEth.

ConMdrhukents:

(. Title: UCusting the mTths around public investment in clean energTU
 Source: Nature
 Sukkar?: whis article examines the criticisms of public investment in clean energT, addressing 
concerns about government picking Einners and enabling rent-seeking behavior.
 Relevance: qrovides a critical perspective on government subsidies and public investment in 
reneEable energT.

). Title: UEwhe honeTmoon is overF: 'eneEable energT plan under •reU
 Source: MkT NeEs
 Sukkar?: whe report criticiQes the Wabor government–s all-reneEables energT future plan, high-
lighting Ufatal RaEsU in the Integrated MTstem qlan.
 Relevance: qoints out potential RaEs and challenges in government plans for reneEable energT 
transitions.

5. Title: ULlimate change: EhT government failure to act isnFt the problemU
 Source: whe Lonversation
 Sukkar?: whe article argues that public and private investment in reneEable energT alone maT 
not be suGcient to combat climate change, highlighting other necessarT actions.
 Relevance: jmphasiQes the limitations of relTing solelT on investment for addressing climate 
change.

‘. Title: UDiagnosing friction in reneEable investmentU
 Source: "uzua Mchool of Cusiness, Duke 2niversitT
 Sukkar?: whe analTsis identi•es barriers and friction points in reneEable energT investments, 
particularlT in the 2.M., before the InRation 'eduction Act.
 Relevance: Oighlights the complexities and barriers in reneEable energT investments that can 
hinder progress.

V. Title: ULhallenges for 'eneEable jnergT qreventing AdoptionU
 Source: w'HMw
 Sukkar?: whis article outlines several challenges in the transition to reneEable energT, including 
•nancial costs, land-use rezuirements, and balancing energT demands.
 Relevance: qrovides a comprehensive overvieE of the hurdles in adopting reneEable energT, 
emphasiQing the •nancial and logistical challenges.
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Structurinh of arhukents
wo be Eell-prepared for a pro/con debate, it is advisable to think about Tour argumentation in advance. 
2se the results from Tour research and develop arguments. Gake sure that each argument is logicallT 
structured and supported bT evidence from sources. SrganiQe the arguments clearlT so that theT can 
be eyectivelT presented in the debate.

xy Claik 

Fhat is Tour main claim1 "ormulate a clear and precise statement and Erite it doEn.

4y drhukents 

FhT is Tour claim true or important1 qrovide at least tEo valid reasons that support Tour claim.

5y 2jakples 

Fhich examples can Tou provide to support Tour arguments1 2nderstandable and concrete cases or 
data are helpful here.
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6y Conclusion 

Fhat conclusion do Tou draE from Tour arguments and examples1 Gake sure that Tour conclusion 
logicallT folloEs from the previous points.

7y Counterarhukents 

Anticipate possible counterarguments and think about hoE Tou can respond to them.
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Rules for a pro/con gebate
whe folloEing rules help ensure that the debate is fair, respectful, and productive, and 
that all participants have the opportunitT to express their opinions and listen.
xy Respectful Bnteraction

B LourtesT and 'espect: jverT participant speaks politelT and respectfullT. qersonal 
attacks and derogatorT remarks are not alloEed.

B Wistening: jverTone listens attentivelT to the arguments of the other side and alloEs 
the speaker to •nish.

4y SpeaIinh Tikes

B wime Wimit: jach group has a set amount of time to present their arguments 4e.g., V 
minutes per group0.

B "air Distribution: whe moderator ensures that speaking times are evenlT distributed 
and that no group dominates.

5y Structure of Contributions
B LlaritT and Mtructure: Arguments should be presented clearlT and structured 4claim, 

reasoning, example, conclusion0.
B No 'epetitions: Arguments should not be repeated multiple times, unless theT serve 

to reinforce a neE point.

6y BnterOections ang Bnterruptions
B No Interruptions: Fhile a participant is speaking, theT should not be interrupted. 

InterPections are alloEed during designated phases.
B Huestion qhase: where is a speci•c phase for zuestions, Ehere both sides have the 

opportunitT to address and inzuire about the arguments of the other side.

7y 1ogeration
B Impartial Goderator: whe moderator neutrallT guides the debate and ensures adher-

ence to the rules.
B wime Ganagement: whe moderator keeps track of speaking times and politelT but 

•rmlT interrupts in case of overruns.

:y Preparation ang Researcm
B whorough qreparation: jach group prepares thoroughlT and researches facts to 

present Eell-founded arguments.
B 'eliable Mources: SnlT trustEorthT and veri•able sources should be used.

;y ReAection
B Debrie•ng: After the debate, there is a reRection phase Ehere participants think 

about the course of the debate and the arguments presented.
B "eedback: qarticipants provide each other Eith constructive feedback to improve 

their debating skills.



dggitional inforkation for teacmers: ejakple gebate

whis is hoE a pro/con debate about Tour debate zuestion could look like:

2jakple of a ProMContra Debate on tme Topic: Smoulg tme Governkent Bnvest 1ore 1one? 
in Rene.able 2nerhies to 3ihmt Clikate CmanheE

Goderator: Felcome to todaT–s pro-contra debate. Sur topic is: Mhould the government invest more 
moneT in reneEable energies to •ght climate change1 Sn the pro side, Ee argue that increased in-
vestment in reneEable energies is essential for reducing greenhouse gas emissions and mitigating the 
eyects of climate change. Sn the contra side, Ee contend that such investments rezuire substantial 
public funds that could strain national budgets and divert resources from other pressing needs. Wet–s 
begin Eith the opening statements.
Pro Sige
 <peninh Statekent:
 qro weam: Investing more moneT in reneEable energies is crucial for combating climate change. 
'eneEable energT sources such as solar, Eind, and hTdroelectric poEer produce little to no greenhouse 
gas emissions, making them far cleaner and more sustainable than fossil fuels. CT reducing our reliance 
on fossil fuels, Ee can signi•cantlT decrease our carbon footprint and mitigate the adverse eyects of 
climate change. AdditionallT, increasing investment in reneEable energT technologies can stimulate 
economic groEth through the creation of green Pobs and innovation in the energT sector.
drhukents:

(. 2nvironkental HeneNts: 'eneEable energies signi•cantlT reduce greenhouse gas emissions, 
Ehich is essential for combating climate change and protecting our planet for future generations.

). 2conokic Gro.tm: Investing in reneEable energies can drive economic groEth bT creating neE 
Pobs in the green energT sector and fostering innovation.

5. 2nerh? Bngepengence: Increasing the use of reneEable energies can reduce our dependence on 
foreign oil and enhance national energT securitT.

Contra Sige
 <peninh Statekent:
 Lontra weam: Fhile the goal of reducing greenhouse gas emissions is important, investing substantial 
public funds in reneEable energies raises signi•cant concerns. Much investments maT strain national 
budgets and divert resources from other pressing needs such as healthcare, education, and infrastruc-
ture. Goreover, the transition to reneEable energT is not Eithout challenges. wechnological limitations, 
energT storage issues, and disruptions to existing energT sTstems and markets must be carefullT 
considered.
drhukents:

(. 2conokic Strain: Warge-scale investments in reneEable energies can strain national budgets and 
divert critical funds from other essential public services.

). Tecmnolohical Cmallenhes: whe transition to reneEable energT involves signi•cant technological 
challenges, including energT storage and grid integration, Ehich maT not be easilT or zuicklT 
resolved.

5. 1arIet Disruptions: 'apid shifts to reneEable energT can disrupt existing energT markets and 
sTstems, potentiallT leading to economic instabilitT and Pob losses in traditional energT sectors.



Discussion Pmase
 Goderator: whank Tou for Tour opening statements. NoE, both sides Eill have the opportunitT to 
respond to the arguments of the opposing team and pose zuestions.
Pro Sige Response:
 qro weam: Fhile Ee acknoEledge the economic concerns, the long-term bene•ts of investing in re-
neEable energies far outEeigh the short-term costs. whe reduction in healthcare costs due to improved 
air zualitT and the potential for economic groEth through the creation of green Pobs are signi•cant 
advantages. AdditionallT, technological advancements are continuallT being made to address energT 
storage and grid integration challenges, making the transition more feasible.
Contra Sige Response:
 Lontra weam: Fe agree that reneEable energT has long-term bene•ts, but Ee must be cautious about 
the immediate •nancial impact on national budgets. Diverting funds from essential services could have 
severe consezuences. "urthermore, the speed at Ehich technological advancements can resolve current 
challenges is uncertain, and Ee must be pragmatic about the pace of transition to avoid economic 
disruptions.
Closinh Statekents
 Pro Teak:
 In conclusion, investing more moneT in reneEable energies is a necessarT step to address the urgent 
issue of climate change. whe environmental, economic, and energT securitT bene•ts make it a EorthEhile 
investment that Eill paT oy in the long run.
Contra Teak:
 In summarT, Ehile the goals of reducing greenhouse gas emissions and promoting reneEable energies 
are commendable, Ee must be mindful of the immediate economic impacts and technological chal-
lenges. A balanced approach that considers the complexities of the transition is essential.
Goderator: whank Tou to both teams for this insightful debate. Fe Eill noE reRect on the arguments 
presented and consider the diyerent perspectives shared todaT.


