[ ESUI Debate Club for Adults - #&£(2018.12.15(1)) | pounda:

This House would abolish death penalty.
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This House believes that recreational marijuana should be legalised.
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roposition Opposition
1. Prevention of organisational crimes A /1. Not justifiable A
(claim) (claim)
- We believe accepting soft drugs prevent gangs - We believe allowing drugs by the government is
or criminal groups from financial capabilities. quite non-sense and not justifiable.
(reason) (reason)
- Because allowing soft drugs by the government - Because soft drugs become message ‘drugs are
minimising trades with criminals in the market. okay.” by the government.
(example) (example)
\_- Netherlands: tried to eradicate drugs, but failed. / \ - ‘Drugs are authorised things, even risky’. W
N\ (. N

2. Better control of drug abuse

(claim)

- We believe soft limitation on drugs lead better
control of drug abuses among people.
(reason)

- Because harder control can’t manage people’s
desire, allow unlimited addictions.

(example)
\_- Soft drugs: people accessible to drugs & relaxed. /

2. Escalation of drug abuse
(claim)
- We believe allowing drugs rather destroy people’s
rational mind and spread addictive habits.
(reason)
- Because there’s no clear distinction between
soft or hard, and moderate usage of drugs.
(example)

\_- Market -> spread, knowledge and curiosity.

v




