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Argument Framing Tool

Intervention Historical Analysis Chart (continued)
Instructions
Consider each of the main arguments you plan to make to support your guidelines. Use this tool to assess and consider any counter-arguments
	
	What initial arguments are you making? How are you supporting them?
	What counter-arguments might an opponent make?
	How can you address or prevent these 
counter-arguments?

	Military Intervention Guideline 1: Direct military Force
	This military intervention should only be used in cases where other policies have failed.
It should be the last option of intervention after exhausting all other means and only when the lives of Citizens are at stake.
	The military action should be used in all cases where there is fighting and loss of lives between the conflicting groups
	I would encourage the involvement of other members in a discussion to air their views and help us reach a consensus.

	Military Intervention Guideline 2: Deterrence 
	It should be used in occasions when there are possible threats of nuclear war and the use of other weapons of mass destructions.
	An opponent could argue that the use of this method is not efficient. That the method shows weakness to an enemy because it’s a sign of fear of possible nuclear war consequences.
	The best way to address this counter argument is to offer a platform for negotiation and make an informed decision by considering both extremes of the argument.

	Military Intervention Guideline 3 (optional):
Use of military threats
	These military interventions can be used where diplomatic and economic interventions have failed. Consequently, it should be used where there are escalating conflicts.
	An opponent could call for these interventions to be applied early in areas where conflicts are witnessed to help reduce the effects of possible war.
	 The best way to address this is to evaluate both arguments are assess the positive and negative effects of both viewpoints.




	
	What initial arguments are you making? How are you supporting them?
	What counter-arguments might an opponent make?
	How can you address or prevent these 
counter-arguments?

	Diplomatic Intervention Guideline 1:


Negotiation
	This approach of conflict resolutions should be used when the parties are willing to find a solution together.
	The approach could be tried in all circumstances before the use of military interventions.

	All both arguments are accurate. However, I would encourage the opponent to consider the willingness of the parties towards the resolving of the conflict. And how this could affect the resolution of the disputes.

	Diplomatic Intervention Guideline 2:


Peace keeping missions
	Before undertaking a peace keeping mission in war areas or areas experiencing conflicts. The government should consider the following factors.
1. Consent of parties
2. Impartiality
3. Non use of force except in self defense
	An opponent could suggest that these factors are not necessary while conducting the peace missions. S/he may argue that US as a super power access authority to neutralize conflict where necessary without considering the stances of the disagreeing parties. 
	The best way to reach a consensus on this matter is to involve the peace keeping movements in the discussion and also seek an experts advice

	Diplomatic Intervention Guideline 3 (optional):


Mediation
	In this interventions method, US should only be involved when there is a need to foster peace and the parties are in agreement to the mediation.
The US Government should be impartial and independent when acting as a mediator between conflicting nations.
	An opponent could argue that this intervention could fail since the parties could change their minds. And result to more adverse effects.
	The best way to counter the opponent’s sentiments is to help him or her realize that all the interventions involve some kind of risk as the result is never pre-meditated.



	
	What initial arguments are you making? How are you supporting them?
	What counter-arguments might an opponent make?
	How can you address or prevent these 
counter-arguments?

	Economic Intervention Guideline 1:

       Economic Sanctions
	US can reinforce sanctions on countries which disobey as its only cost is economic which is better compared to the military action. 
This can be used in situation where armed intervention is not warranted.
	An opponent can argues that economic sanctions affect is punitive even to those who are not engaged in the conflicts hence it should not be used in addressing conflicts 
	Both arguments are factual. However, I would encourage a further discussion of the subject by comparing both the advantages and disadvantages of using this method.

	Economic Intervention Guideline 2:

Withdrawal of foreign aid
	The withdrawal of foreign aid to countries experiencing conflicts is a good move to encourage political reforms in a country. The method is effective compared to military action it is non-violent
	An opponent can argue that this intervention method is less effective as it could not affect those who are involved in the war directly.
	The best way to counter this argument is by encouraging the opponent to conduct a further research of the topic and to identify some of the cases where this intervention method were applied and review the whether the method worked.

	Economic Intervention Guideline 3 (optional):
Bargaining trade-offs
	This can also be a peaceful way of resolving conflicts. It can be used in cases where the conflicts are minor. Through negotiation, the parties can come into agreement which resolves the conflicts. 
	The opponent can argue that this method cannot offer a lasting solution as the conditions may change which may cause on of the parties to revolt.
	[bookmark: _GoBack]The best way to resolve this is by having a candid discussion with the opponent and exchanging ideas on the said topic
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