
HOW TO CUT A CARD 
 

1) Find evidence from a reliable source and find a few paragraphs with statements that 
prove your point (Warrants) 

2) Copy and paste the evidence from the start of the first paragraph with warrants to the 
end of the last paragraph with warrants (One paragraph is probably not enough to 
prove your point)  *NOTE: If you don’t copy and paste full paragraphs, you are card 
clipping and can be disqualified from tournaments* 
Ex:  

After reviewing and analyzing the various arguments that have been put forward over 
the centuries to protect domestic producers it seems clear that none of them can 
withstand a close analysis. There is no need to protect domestic producers from foreign 
competition, for a variety of reasons. One of the most obvious reasons is that 
protectionism results in a deadweight loss. There are more losers than winners. 
Protectionism is a negative-sum game. Even if it were a zero-sum game, that would not 
be sufficient reason to justify the practice because protectionist legislation is, by its 
nature, special interest legislation. Domestic producers misuse government power to 
feather their own nests at the expense of the general public. There are also questions of 
rights violations, which are discussed elsewhere (Block and McGee, 1995).  
 
NAFTA and GATT both contain protectionist features, although some portions of these 
agreements do reduce some trade barriers. They are a mixed bag, in that they have 
elements of both protectionism and free trade. In a sense, then, labeling such 
agreements as "free trade agreements amounts to mislabeling and deception.  
 
The only trade policy that benefits the general public is one of total, immediate and 
unilateral free trade. Such a policy is also the only one that is not suboptimal. It is the 
only policy that does not favor special interests (domestic producers) at the expense of 
the general public.  

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 



3) Remove spaces between paragraphs (If you have Verbatim, the condense button will do 
this for you) Set the font to the proper formatting (font, size, etc.) for your event  

Ex: 

After reviewing and analyzing the various arguments that have been put forward 
over the centuries to protect domestic producers it seems clear that none of them 
can withstand a close analysis. There is no need to protect domestic producers 
from foreign competition, for a variety of reasons. One of the most obvious 
reasons is that protectionism results in a deadweight loss. There are more losers 
than winners. Protectionism is a negative-sum game. Even if it were a zero-sum 
game, that would not be sufficient reason to justify the practice because 
protectionist legislation is, by its nature, special interest legislation. Domestic 
producers misuse government power to feather their own nests at the expense of 
the general public. There are also questions of rights violations, which are 
discussed elsewhere (Block and McGee, 1995). NAFTA and GATT both contain 
protectionist features, although some portions of these agreements do reduce 
some trade barriers. They are a mixed bag, in that they have elements of both 
protectionism and free trade. In a sense, then, labeling such agreements as "free 
trade agreements amounts to mislabeling and deception. The only trade policy 
that benefits the general public is one of total, immediate and unilateral free 
trade. Such a policy is also the only one that is not suboptimal. It is the only policy 
that does not favor special interests (domestic producers) at the expense of the 
general public.  

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



4) Underline the warrants you found earlier and any other important info in the evidence 
(keep in mind the underlined sections need to make sense without the text in between) 

Ex:  

After reviewing and analyzing the various arguments that have been put forward 
over the centuries to protect domestic producers it seems clear that none of them 
can withstand a close analysis. There is no need to protect domestic producers 
from foreign competition, for a variety of reasons. One of the most obvious 
reasons is that protectionism results in a deadweight loss. There are more losers 
than winners. Protectionism is a negative-sum game. Even if it were a zero-sum 
game, that would not be sufficient reason to justify the practice because 
protectionist legislation is, by its nature, special interest legislation. Domestic 
producers misuse government power to feather their own nests at the expense of 
the general public. There are also questions of rights violations, which are 
discussed elsewhere (Block and McGee, 1995). NAFTA and GATT both contain 
protectionist features, although some portions of these agreements do reduce 
some trade barriers. They are a mixed bag, in that they have elements of both 
protectionism and free trade. In a sense, then, labeling such agreements as "free 
trade tt agreements amounts to mislabeling and deception. The only trade policy 
that benefits the general public is one of total, immediate and unilateral free 
trade. Such a policy is also the only one that is not suboptimal. It is the only policy 
that does not favor special interests (domestic producers) at the expense of the 
general public.  

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



5) Shrink all font that isn’t underlined to 8 pt (if you have Verbatim the shrink button will 
do the entire paragraph for you). 

Ex: 
 

After reviewing and analyzing the various arguments that have been put forward over the centuries to protect domestic producers it seems 

clear that none of them can withstand a close analysis. There is no need to protect domestic 
producers from foreign competition, for a variety of reasons. One of the most obvious reasons is that 

protectionism results in a deadweight loss. There are more losers than 
winners. Protectionism is a negative-sum game. Even if it were a zero-sum game, that 
would not be sufficient reason to justify the practice because protectionist 
legislation is, by its nature, special interest legislation. Domestic producers 
misuse government power to feather their own nests at the expense of the general 
public. There are also questions of rights violations, which are discussed elsewhere (Block and 

McGee, 1995). NAFTA and GATT both contain protectionist features, although some portions of these agreements do reduce some trade 
barriers. They are a mixed bag, in that they have elements of both protectionism and free trade. In a sense, then, labeling such agreements as 

"free trade tt agreements amounts to mislabeling and deception. The only trade policy that benefits the 
general public is one of total, immediate and unilateral free trade. Such a policy is also the only one that is not 

suboptimal. It is the only policy that does not favor special interests (domestic 

producers) at the expense of the general public.  
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



6) Above the paragraph of evidence write a tag, a sentence (or a few sentences) that 
summarize the specific point your evidence proves and connects it to your overall 
argument 

Ex: 

Protectionism actively places people lower on the social ladder, perpetuating 

structural violence and enabling rights violations to become commonplace. 

 
After reviewing and analyzing the various arguments that have been put forward over the centuries to protect domestic producers it seems 

clear that none of them can withstand a close analysis. There is no need to protect domestic 
producers from foreign competition, for a variety of reasons. One of the most obvious reasons is that 

protectionism results in a deadweight loss. There are more losers than 
winners. Protectionism is a negative-sum game. Even if it were a zero-sum game, that 
would not be sufficient reason to justify the practice because protectionist 
legislation is, by its nature, special interest legislation. Domestic producers 
misuse government power to feather their own nests at the expense of the general 
public. There are also questions of rights violations, which are discussed elsewhere (Block and 

McGee, 1995). NAFTA and GATT both contain protectionist features, although some portions of these agreements do reduce some trade 
barriers. They are a mixed bag, in that they have elements of both protectionism and free trade. In a sense, then, labeling such agreements as 

"free trade tt agreements amounts to mislabeling and deception. The only trade policy that benefits the 
general public is one of total, immediate and unilateral free trade. Such a policy is also the only one that is not 

suboptimal. It is the only policy that does not favor special interests (domestic 

producers) at the expense of the general public.  
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



7) Make your cite below the tag by typing out or copying the author name and 
qualifications, title of article, publisher, date published, date accessed, URL, and page 
numbers 

Ex: 

Protectionism actively places people lower on the social ladder, perpetuating 

structural violence and enabling rights violations to become commonplace. 

Walter Block (currently holds the Harold E. Wirth Eminent Scholar Endowed Chair in Economics 
at the J. A. Butt School of Business at Loyola University New Orleans.) “Do We Need 
Protectionism?” p. 9, Loyola University, July 7, 2011,  DOA:5.10.17 
https://papers.ssrn.com/sol3/papers.cfm?abstract_id=1881052 
 
After reviewing and analyzing the various arguments that have been put forward over the centuries to protect domestic producers it seems 

clear that none of them can withstand a close analysis. There is no need to protect domestic 
producers from foreign competition, for a variety of reasons. One of the most obvious reasons is that 

protectionism results in a deadweight loss. There are more losers than 
winners. Protectionism is a negative-sum game. Even if it were a zero-sum game, that 
would not be sufficient reason to justify the practice because protectionist 
legislation is, by its nature, special interest legislation. Domestic producers 
misuse government power to feather their own nests at the expense of the general 
public. There are also questions of rights violations, which are discussed elsewhere (Block and 

McGee, 1995). NAFTA and GATT both contain protectionist features, although some portions of these agreements do reduce some trade 
barriers. They are a mixed bag, in that they have elements of both protectionism and free trade. In a sense, then, labeling such agreements as 

"free trade tt agreements amounts to mislabeling and deception. The only trade policy that benefits the 
general public is one of total, immediate and unilateral free trade. Such a policy is also the only one that is not 

suboptimal. It is the only policy that does not favor special interests (domestic 

producers) at the expense of the general public.  
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

https://papers.ssrn.com/sol3/papers.cfm?abstract_id=1881052


8) Shrink the cite to 8pt font and type the authors last name and last 2 digits of the year it 
was published at the front of the cite in normal font size 

Now you have a card! 

Protectionism actively places people lower on the social ladder, perpetuating 

structural violence and enabling rights violations to become commonplace. 

Block 11 Walter Block (currently holds the Harold E. Wirth Eminent Scholar Endowed Chair in Economics at the J. A. Butt School of Business 

at Loyola University New Orleans.) “Do We Need Protectionism?” p. 9, Loyola University, July 7, 2011,  DOA:5.10.17 
https://papers.ssrn.com/sol3/papers.cfm?abstract_id=1881052 

 
After reviewing and analyzing the various arguments that have been put forward over the centuries to protect domestic producers it seems 

clear that none of them can withstand a close analysis. There is no need to protect domestic 
producers from foreign competition, for a variety of reasons. One of the most obvious reasons is that 

protectionism results in a deadweight loss. There are more losers than 
winners. Protectionism is a negative-sum game. Even if it were a zero-sum game, that 
would not be sufficient reason to justify the practice because protectionist 
legislation is, by its nature, special interest legislation. Domestic producers 
misuse government power to feather their own nests at the expense of the general 
public. There are also questions of rights violations, which are discussed elsewhere (Block and 

McGee, 1995). NAFTA and GATT both contain protectionist features, although some portions of these agreements do reduce some trade 
barriers. They are a mixed bag, in that they have elements of both protectionism and free trade. In a sense, then, labeling such agreements as 

"free trade tt agreements amounts to mislabeling and deception. The only trade policy that benefits the 
general public is one of total, immediate and unilateral free trade. Such a policy is also the only one that is not 

suboptimal. It is the only policy that does not favor special interests (domestic 

producers) at the expense of the general public.  
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

https://papers.ssrn.com/sol3/papers.cfm?abstract_id=1881052


If you need to shorten the card for time purposes you can do a few things 
1) Go back through the underlined section and highlight phrases from the underlined 

sections so you have a version to read that is simply warrants and connecting phrases 
2) Un-underline and shrink words or phrases that are just fillers or extra info 

Here is what a finished card should look like: 
 

Protectionism actively places people lower on the social ladder, perpetuating 

structural violence 

Block 11 Walter Block (currently holds the Harold E. Wirth Eminent Scholar Endowed Chair in Economics at the J. A. Butt School of 

Business at Loyola University New Orleans.) “Do We Need Protectionism?” Loyola University, July 7, 2011, 
https://papers.ssrn.com/sol3/papers.cfm?abstract_id=1881052 
After reviewing and analyzing the various arguments that have been put forward over the centuries to protect domestic producers it seems 

clear that none of them can withstand a close analysis. There is no need to protect domestic 
producers from foreign competition, for a variety of reasons. One of the most obvious reasons is that 

protectionism results in a deadweight loss. There are more losers than 
winners. Protectionism is a negative-sum game. Even if it were a zero-sum game, that 
would not be sufficient reason to justify the practice because protectionist 
legislation is, by its nature, special interest legislation. Domestic producers 
misuse government power to feather their own nests at the expense of the general 
public. There are also questions of rights violations, which are discussed elsewhere (Block and 

McGee, 1995). NAFTA and GATT both contain protectionist features, although some portions of these agreements do reduce some trade 
barriers. They are a mixed bag, in that they have elements of both protectionism and free trade. In a sense, then, labeling such agreements as 

"free trade tt agreements amounts to mislabeling and deception. The only trade policy that benefits the 
general public is one of total, immediate and unilateral free trade. Such a policy is also the only one that is not 

suboptimal. It is the only policy that does not favor special interests (domestic 

producers) at the expense of the general public.  
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



 
If necessary or desired you can add implications or impacts under the card. These are just short 
points you make yourself to explain how your card affects the round or links to another 
argument. A card with implications looks like this: 
 

Protectionism actively places people lower on the social ladder, perpetuating 

structural violence 

Block 11 Walter Block (currently holds the Harold E. Wirth Eminent Scholar Endowed Chair in Economics at the J. A. Butt School of 

Business at Loyola University New Orleans.) “Do We Need Protectionism?” Loyola University, July 7, 2011, 
https://papers.ssrn.com/sol3/papers.cfm?abstract_id=1881052 
After reviewing and analyzing the various arguments that have been put forward over the centuries to protect domestic producers it seems 

clear that none of them can withstand a close analysis. There is no need to protect domestic 
producers from foreign competition, for a variety of reasons. One of the most obvious reasons is that 

protectionism results in a deadweight loss. There are more losers than 
winners. Protectionism is a negative-sum game. Even if it were a zero-sum game, that 
would not be sufficient reason to justify the practice because protectionist 
legislation is, by its nature, special interest legislation. Domestic producers 
misuse government power to feather their own nests at the expense of the general 
public. There are also questions of rights violations, which are discussed elsewhere (Block and 

McGee, 1995). NAFTA and GATT both contain protectionist features, although some portions of these agreements do reduce some trade 
barriers. They are a mixed bag, in that they have elements of both protectionism and free trade. In a sense, then, labeling such agreements as 

"free trade tt agreements amounts to mislabeling and deception. The only trade policy that benefits the 
general public is one of total, immediate and unilateral free trade. Such a policy is also the only one that is not 

suboptimal. It is the only policy that does not favor special interests (domestic 

producers) at the expense of the general public.  
 
There are 2 implications 

1) Because my criterion for this round is minimizing structural violence, the fact that my 
opponent is supporting protectionism, a system that actively worsens structural 
violence, there is no way my opponent can access my criterion or achieve my value of 
morality. 

2) The increase in rights violations turns my opponent’s argument by proving they 
worsen the conditions in the countries they claim should adopt protectionism. This 
means that this evidence itself is an independent voter proving you cannot vote for 
the debater espousing rights abuses. 


