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This House would ban violent video games until primary school ends.
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] Round?2:

This House believes that the government should promote artificial meat.
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1.Eco-friendly (Environmental)

(claim)

- We believe promoting artificial meat will improve
environmental problems like CO2 emissions.
(reason)

- Because artificial meat are created by tissue

(example)

[ theconversation.com artificial meat| THRZR

engineering, which doesn’t need farms, many cows.

\_- Gas emissions: 78% in the industry by cow.

/

2. Animal protection (animal rights)

(claim)

- We believe we should protect animals by replacing
with artificial meat.

(reason)

- Because artificial meat doesn’t need to kill animals
and doesn’t waste precious lives by food disposal.

(example)

/(.

\_- Junk foods: Lots of food disposed by expiring date/

other ideas?
Avoid mad cow disease
Healthy nutrition Aatural beef more health

1.Safety (Food security)

(claim)

- We believe dangerous meat should be away from
consumers and the market.

(reason)

- Because IVM(in vitro meat) or lab-grown meat
are still in progress, their safety or physical effects
are not guaranteed.

\_(example) — IVM may affects health of children.  /
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Opposition

2.Industrial damages

(claim)

- We believe artificial meat subsidiary would make
loss of the cattle business and consumer choices.

(reason)

- Because artificial meat becomes cheaper & people
easily shift into them, and industry can’t sustain.

(example)

\_- Market -> many cheap products, fewer farmers. /




