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Dear opponents, judges, audience,
        The resolution for today’s round is that 'THIS HOUSE WOULD PROMOTE BIO-FUELS'.

         To establish the framework of our debate round we'd first like to define some key terms in the resolution. 

To promote means to prefer, support or invest money in further development as well as encourage a more active usage of something
By bio-fuels we understand fuels produced by plants and trees
        Now that we have defined the resolution for you, we'd like to offer the criterion for today's debate: that is sustainable development for future generations. As the affirmative, we believe that all people and especially younger generations have the right to prosperous future.

 Our position in today's debate is that promoting bio-fuels is extremely important for sustainable development of human beings in the future. The negative team should prove that promoting bio-fuels is not a better way of promoting the sustainable development.  At the end of the debate, ladies and gentlemen, you should vote for the side which better proves their position in the debate.

We are going to uphold our value from the two perspectives:

1. Economic

2. Environmental
1. Argument is that BF is the better way to solve the fossil fuels (FF) crisis.

Sub-point A. BF are cheaper than other energy recourses. To prove this claim we could show you a growth of prices for corn and oil for a period of 60 years. In 1948 the prices for corn was 1.25$ per bushel and for oil 2.50$ per barrel. In 2008 the price for corn was 5$ per bushel and for oil – 135$ per barrel. That evidence explains that it is absolutely not-profitable to use oil as a fuel now and bio-fuels are cheaper to get. If we will use BF it will promote better economic situations for future generations
Sub-point B. BF are more accessible. 

________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________

2nd Argument is that BF make less harm for the environment
Sub-point A. BF combustion products are more eco-friendly. 
_______________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________
As we can see we have less detrimental effect to the atmosphere caused by BF and it would definitely help us to save more clean air for future generations

Sub-point B. BF are less harmful for Earth surface.
__________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________

Sub-point C. For producing bio-fuels we could use forestry by-products. The residue that is limbs, tops and small-diameter-trees – is not used in most commercial timber operations. Auburn University researches a cost-effective way to gasify this biomass material and ultimately convert it into fuel. This way we will not need to cut down new tress for that particular purpose – that is producing BF. We could use the residue of what was already cut. Therefore we don’t waste these parts of trees. Thus, we could save nature for the future generations.

              For all these reasons I urge you to vote you for the affirmative and now stand open for cross-examination. Thank you!
Value Case Example: for educational purposes ONLY.


