Thinking through your HoPC topic - Stasis
To frame your topics, you have to guide your audience into a particular point of view. To do that, you have to be sure your not communicating at cross-purposes. This is where your framing questions come in.

As a group, work through these questions so you know how to sculpt your discussion and come to an understanding about the reasons your topic is controversial. At one or more of these points, there will likely be a divergence of factual attentiveness, ways of looking at it, or approaches to addressing an issue or problem.

Your job in this video is to explain how something came to be controversial. Inevitably, it will have to do with the various ways in which people understand the topic.

A Question of Fact or Conjecture?

Is there a question about what’s true or not true? What’s real or not? For example, arguments that have often gotten in the way of climate policy have been those that make the case that climate change isn’t real. 

Another example might be regarding the death penalty. Some may not see any problem with it, others may. A question of fact would demands evidence. Someone who does see a problem with it might point to the imperfection of the system and the many numbers of people who have been exonerated (or not) and take off of death row after being proven innocent.

A Question of Definition?

Another place movement on a topic can get caught up is in the way it’s defined. Someone might agree that climate change is indeed real, but the way they define it can be different. For example, someone might say it’s manmade, and someone else might say it’s not. You can see how this could stop particular efforts to forestall its effects.

If we’re talking about the death penalty, one person may define it as a method of justice. Another might define it as state sanctioned murder. Again, these points of view make it very difficult to move forward to a level of policy.
A Question of Value?

This level asks if the topic, as defined is right or wrong, good or bad. 

A person who might agree that climate change is happening, might argue that it won’t be as bad as the effects of eliminating jobs in the fossil fuel industry, putting many people out of work or they might argue that it’s unfair that the United States be asked to do more if countries like India and China are held to the same standards. Another person might see the long-term effects unfolding and argue that there’s a moral obligation to do what we can now to mitigate the damage that will be done.
A person who opposes capital punishment might argue that it’s a punishment unfairly given (because of race or social class, for example). They might argue that it’s morally wrong to take a life and that two wrongs don’t make a right. A person supporting the death penalty make the old “an eye for an eye” argument or might say that it would be unjust to make taxpayers spend so much to keep a killer alive.
A Question of Policy?

Here is where the rubber meets the road. The question at this level is:
What do we do about it?

Do we enact laws and subsidize green energy production even if it means losses in coal country?

Do we continue investing in fossil fuels technology because the economy can’t withstand more job losses?

Do we put moratoriums on death sentences until we’re sure the system can’t make a mistake?

Do we continue implementing the death penalty even if the drug cocktails are no longer available and can’t guarantee a painless death?

Topic Idea____________________________________________________________________________________

Question of Fact: Do people agree that this is an issue of concern? What are the facts as held by those who hold opinions on this matter?

Question of Definition: Do people understand and define the topic the same way? (Abortion: either murder of an innocent or private decision of reproductive health)

Question of Value: What is the moral character of the topic or position?

Question of Policy: What do we do about it?

