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Background 

Water conflicts are nothing new to the international community as fights over water as a resource for 

drinking and agriculture, water ways for transportation, and water as a means of energy have been 

plentiful.  As McKinney and Thorson (2015) explain, in only the Western United States, each state has 

been involved in a water dispute with a neighboring state for water resources and right of travel.  

Furthermore, outside the United States, countries across the globe have been heavily involved in water 

conflicts.  The Pacific Institute (2016), one of the world’s leading water “think tanks,” notes that 

between 2011 and present nearly 100 disputes have played out over control for freshwater resources 

ranging from legal to military interventions.  Because water is a necessary resource to maintain most life 

and the fact that freshwater resources are increasingly more difficult to utilize, cultivate, and maintain 

(Kuzdas, et al., 2016), this controversy is an essential area for debate.  

 

I argue that an area focused on water development and conflict would allow debaters to examine policy, 

critical assumptions concerning values, and possible alternatives to a system rife with disagreement.  In 

particular, this area presents opportunities to debate what Shiva (2002) argues is the most predictable 

flashpoint for resource wars.  Further, the controversy area is flexible enough that resolutions could be 

focused on either using an international actor or the United States federal government to provide 

variety to both Affirmative and Negative teams, while still providing ample core ground to each side in 

the debate. 

   

Affirmative Research – Sample Arguments 



Energy Development – This advantage area would be specific to how water is used as a resource to 

produce energy.  For example, the development of Ocean Thermal Energy Conversion technology could 

allow for cleaner energy production using the ocean’s temperature to create energy.  This type of 

technology could be used to trade off with other forms of problematic energy production in the form of 

coal, nuclear, or natural gas. 

Superbugs – This advantage ground would speak to the literature that focuses on how “dirty” water 

helps to create more elusive and deadlier diseases.  Parry (2013) argues that water supplies not only 

helped to create the Avian Flu outbreak (H7N9), but also help to spread the virus through unsanitary 

drinking water sources.  The lack of clean drinking water is a substantial concern for the World Health 

Organization and several prominent NGO’s who monitor disease emergence and spread (WHO, 2016).  

Agricultural Development – This affirmative ground focuses on the need for water to grow crops and 

maintain livestock.  Watkins (2016) notes that many crops are becoming more water intensive, but have 

a decreasing access to water.  Water tends to trade-off between potable drinking/use and agricultural 

use.  This is particularly true with California’s use of water for almond growth.  This advantage area 

could focus on food pricing as well as the impacts of starvation.  

Negative Research – Sample Arguments 

Alternative Actor Counterplans – Someone(s) has to implement policy or intervene in the development 

or conflicts over water.  This leaves a lot of room for agent counterplans that encourage a nuanced 

debate over the appropriateness of an actor as well as the necessity of an agent’s engagement.   For 

example, debates over the European Union, World Health Organization, NGO’s, or United States being 

involved in an area is an essential piece of this controversial conversation.  

 



Water Rights Side-Taking – In any conflict, when an entity is asked to intervene, actors are asked to take 

sides.  In doing so, this leaves actors open to not only criticisms concerning international relations (fem 

IR, cosmopolitanism, etc.), but to disadvantages and case arguments stemming from the actor picking a 

winner and a loser in a dispute.  These types of choices and policies have impacts to credibility and 

future relations between nations and international organizations. 

Eco-Managerialism – A third area ripe for engaged discourse concerns how the actor interacts with the 

environment. The critical literature is on-point in that the way governments manage resources for 

human gain can be problematic.  Further, this body of literature explains that marginalized groups are 

often the ones that pay the cost of water policy.  For example, Abers and Keck (2009) indicate that 

minority groups often lose water rights and resources to fund and expand development for majority 

populations.  Moreover, there is a sizeable critical literature base for water conflict and development 

that would be useful to debaters. 

Potential Resolutions 

Resolved: The United Nations should substantially increase its development of potable water sources in 

the rebel-held territories of the Syrian Arab Republic. 

Resolved: The United Nations should intervene for the Republic of Kazakhstan in the Irtysh River dispute 

with the People’s Republic of China. 

Resolved: The United Nations should increase its water assistance program to the Republic of Haiti. 

Resolved: The United Nations should make and enforce the Strait of Hormuz as a zone of free passage. 

Resolved: The United Nations should intervene for the Islamic Republic of Afghanistan in the Hari Rud 

River dispute with the Islamic Republic of Iran. 



Resolved: The United Nations should create a policy to globally enforce Resolution 64/292 provisions of 

water and sanitation as human rights.   


