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] Round1:

This House believes that advertising is harmful.
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This House believes that hosting the Olympics is a good investment.
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Proposition Opposition

1.Regeneration in local area h /I.Waste of money A

(claim) (claim)

- We believe that hosting the Olympics bring better || - We believe that hosting/bidding the Olympics
social infrastructures. is totally waste of money for local citizens.

(reason) (reason)

- Because bids for Olympic games usually connect - Because nomination of hosting takes longer period
with city planning or urban developments. and lots of spending from tax money from citizens.

(example) (example)

\_- London2012: Highway, facilities / \_- Nearly 10 years on the bids. -> primary balance /
2.Economic boost and benefits h /Z.Damages on local people A
(claim) (claim)

- We believe that people and region can get benefits | - We believe that hosting the Olympics never bring
economically before/during/after the event. economic benefits, rather damages to local people.

(reason) (reason)

- Because Olympic games is very good opportunity - Recent Olympics have never made profits. Rather,
to promote city’s reputation and invite investment it sacrifice lives in local area.

(example) (example)

\_- New jobs for the preparation and sightseeing spots.\_- Facilities->destroy living area, low quality/usage /




