
Sample arguments for the motion.�
This	House	believes	that	
International	economic	sanctions	
bring	more	harm	than	good	for	
solving	conflicts. �

Structure/Teamwork�
-Consistency in points,�
Signposts, role division�

Dynamism�
(Response/Linkage)�

-Make clash and relevant�
Issues through debate.�

-Clarify clash and issues.�

Persuasion/Expression�
-choice of words,�

 speech organisation�



                            Round1:�
This	House	This	House	Believes	That	international	economic	sanctions	bring	more	harm	than	good	for	solving	conflicts..�

ESUJ Debate Club - Practice meeting(2025.11.30 (Sun.))�

1. Justification of preventing conflicts�
（Claim）�
-We believe that economic sanctions indirectly affect ambitions�
  and motivations to continue military operations.�
�
（Reason）�
-Because direct military actions would make conflicts widely�
 spread its risk of casualties and disorder among countries for�
 finding path of ending conflicts.�
 In the long term, economic sanctions make military power�
 of conflicting countries weaker and moderate military balances�
 by eliminating economic power/international reputations.�
�
（Example）�
-Benefits of economic sanction:�
  a. Legitimate process: multilateral move with the United Nations.�
     – to deter military aggression or to force aggressor to�
        withdraw its armed forces.�
  b. Precedent of stopping war:�
     – Taliban war in Afghanistan, Attack on Iraq (Invasion of�
        Kuwait) ruined civilians during/after the war.�
        It took longer time, cost and lots of casualties with US forces.         �

1. Citizensʼ direct suffer in living�
（Claim）�
-We believes that economic sanctions would not bring better�
 results or ending or stopping international conflicts.�
�
（Reason） �
-Because economic sanctions affects domestic economy but,�
 no political leaders status or motivation to peace talks or stop�
 military operations.�
�
（Example）�
-Russia and Belarus: a conflict with Ukraine started with�
 a military ambition or fear of military balances of western Europe�
 and eastern Europe. Even if economic sanctions brought for years,�
 Putinʼs motivation to military aggression would not be decreased.�
�

Proposition/Government� Opposition�

Background: Throughout international conflicts between nations in the history, economic sanctions have been used by major countries�
Or international organisatioins against different countries as a response to a policy or course of action that is deemed unacceptable. It is�
sometimes said that sanctions are often rarely successful in changing a countryʼs situation. In order to achieve goals, what is the better�
way and benefits with economic sanctions or other approaches?�

Stance: Economic sanctions takes long time, but it has a room for�
            negotiations for political leaders and pursue peaceful process.�

Stance: Economic sanctions more damages to citizens of conflicting�
           country, rather than leaders.�
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2. Safer approach without military intervention�
（Claim）�
-We believe that economic sanctions have more legitimate and�
  peaceful way of solving conflicts even if it takes time.�
�
（Reason）�
-Because economic sanctions can directly damages national�
 leaders and their families economically (freezing the assets like�
 land, gold, stocks owned outside their countries).�
 It would likely to stop ambitions and motivations to continue�
 military operations by single or multilateral countries.�
�
（Example）�
-Russia:�
  Former president of Ukraine (Pro-Russian), commander of�
  Russian navy. Their assets was frozen caused by Invasion of�
  Crimea.�
-North Korea:�
  Leadersʼ and multi-national(state-owned) corporationsʼ assets�
  frozen by the United Nations and advanced countries caused by�
  developing missiles and weapons of mass-destruction.�
�

2. Possibilities of solving conflicts �
（Claim）�
-We believe that economic sanctions rather isolate leaders in�
 conflicting nations and stimulate radical military move.�
�
（Reason） �
-Because military hardship with fewer economic resources would�
 make militants and leaders motivated to have inhumane, radical�
 behaviours towards civilians or people in the battle fields.�
�
（Example）�
-Political leaders:�
  The bad war situation, economic hardship and international�
  isolation for political leaders, they would have more highly�
  motivations to have more more military aggressions or radical�
  move, like massacre, use of weapons of mass destructions.�
-Militants:�
  Insufficient supplies for military operations link to motivations�
  like rubbery, massacre of civilians and huge destruction of�
  territories by losing rationality. �

Proposition/Government� Opposition�

Background: Throughout international conflicts between nations in the history, economic sanctions have been used by major countries�
Or international organisatioins against different countries as a response to a policy or course of action that is deemed unacceptable. It is�
sometimes said that sanctions are often rarely successful in changing a countryʼs situation. In order to achieve goals, what is the better�
way and benefits with economic sanctions or other approaches?�

Stance: Economic sanctions takes long time, but it has a room for�
            negotiations for political leaders and pursue peaceful process.�

Stance: Economic sanctions more damages to citizens of conflicting�
           country, rather than leaders.�
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Sample definition / Reference�
(Definition)�
Definition:�
 Economic sanctions are aiming at preventing illegal, military acts by restricting economic, financial 
capabilities by nations or international organisations like the United Nations.�
�
Conditions:�
1. Affecting supply chain of conflicting countries by restricting amount of trades like Natural resources, 
daily commodities and�
     stocks, etc.�
2. Freezing organisations or individual financial assets or restricting payments and capital transactions.�
�
Purpose:�
  Stopping conflicts or wars, and incentives negotiations.�
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Sample definition / Reference�
(Reference)�
●Sanction Scanner – What Are Sanctions: Economic and Trade Restrictions�
 https://www.sanctionscanner.com/knowledge-base/what-are-sanctions-financial-and-trade-restrictions-1039�
�
�
�
�
�
�
�
�
�
�
●Sanction Scanner – How Economic Sanctions Work?�
 https://www.sanctionscanner.com/blog/how-economic-sanctions-work-516�
�
●Norwich University – Do Economic Sanctions Work?�
 https://online.norwich.edu/online/about/resource-library/do-economic-sanctions-work�
�
�
�
�
�
●朝⽇新聞(Globe+) -経済制裁、過去100年の「成功率」は？ 効く国と効かない国、分け⽬はどこに�
 https://globe.asahi.com/article/14660629�
�
●CoinPost編集部 - 初⼼者でもわかる「経済制裁」とは｜仮想通貨への影響も解説�
 https://coinpost.jp/?p=406135�
�
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Comments/Questions after debate.�
(Questions)�
Q1. Do we need a same process of definition as you raised?�
A1. If you cover the following aspects, you could have own ones... �
 a. Could we identify issues of debate?�
 b. Could we shared a same concept about target?�
�
Q2. For the Oppositin side, can we say economic sanctions make military power weaker?�
      e.g. foods for soldiers, sanctions leads to suffer citizens with poverty, shortages of facilities�
             and deployment.�
A2. If you could explain how it could happen with timeline, it is okay.�
�
Q3. In summary speeches, what can we say?�
A3. Summary speeches are expected to pick up clashes and issues. New examples are accepted,�
      but new points are not allowed. �
�
Q4. In the Opposition summary speech, what could we say to win the debate?�
A4. Judge will take into consideration with issues and response, so when you make summary speech,�
      you could provide clear criteria in LOR(Opposition summary)  with expecting how the Proposition�
      would raise issues and respond to your side.�
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Comments/Questions after debate.�
(Comments/Feedback for debate round)�
1. Sanctions citizenʼs damage; analysis of economy, military(opp)�
2. Solve conflicts? Change?�
3. Bring conflicts? �
�
Analysis of goals with sanctions – could explained and analyzed more.�
Illustration – what happened after invasion?�

Possible	examples	
Russia	–	Ukraine:	Crimea,	Invasion	of	Ukraine(2022),	Crimean	Crisis	(2014)	
																a.	economic	sanctions	caused	by	merger	of	Crimea	from	the	US,	Japan.	
																b.	economic	sanctions	caused	by	Invasion	from	US,EU	
																																																			(reject	from	SWIFT	–	international	financial	transaction)	
Afghanistan	–	Taliban	and	Al-Qaeda	(1999	to	2002)	
																										a.	economic	sanctions	caused	by	refusal	to	handover	of	terrorists.	
North	Korea	–	weapons	of	mass	destruction	
Africa	–	Massacre(Ethnic	cleansing)		in	Darfur,	Sudan	
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Motion – Stance - Arguments (relations)�

�
�

R� E�

C�

Argument 3�
R� E�

C�

Argument 2�
R� E�

C�

Argument 1�

Value, Point of View  (STANCE)�

Government�
(support/prove the motion)�

R� E�

C�

Argument 3�
R� E�

C�

Argument 2�
R� E�

C�

Argument 1�

Opposition�
(oppose/disprove the motion)�

Value, Point of View (STANCE)�

MOTION�
(topic given to debaters before the preparation time) �

R� E�

C�

Argument�

Argument�
Claim (C) : What you want to deliver for the Judge and Audience.�
Reasoning (R) : An explanation why your claim or point is important�
                           for the debate.�
Example (E) : An illustration with data  to visualise argument and�
                         make them persuasive.  e.g. past events, statistics, analogy�

Stance�
   A vision that your teamʼs basic position (agree / disagree)�
to the motion with value and point of view. (Team Line)�
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Flow of preparation time (sample)�

�
�
�

�
�
�

�
�
�

�
��

�

[1~2 min.] �

[3~10 min.]�

[11~18 min.]�

[19~20 min.]�

- Brainstorming�
- Motion Analysis (Spirit of the motion, Interpretation of motion �

- Definition / Case Setting �
- Stance (Team Line)�
- Arguments �

- Making own speech (examples, link to Case / Team Line)�

- Confirm with your partner�
  (speech role, consistency of expressions e.g. Signpost)�


