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Pro Sample Case 
 

We stand PRO on the resolution, "Resolved: Countries should prioritize climate change 

adaptation over mitigation." 

  

We’ll start with definitions 

 

First, The National Aeronautics and Space Administration defines climate change adaptation as 

“adjusting to [the] actual or expected future climate... with the goal of reducing our vulnerability 

to the harmful effects of climate change.”  

 

Second, they also define climate change mitigation as “reducing emissions of and stabilizing the 

levels of heat-trapping greenhouse gases in the atmosphere… in order to reduce the human 

impact on climate change as a whole.”[1] 

 

Third, according to the Cambridge English Dictionary, to prioritize is “to arrange in order of 

importance . . .”[2] Therefore, this debate is about whether adaptation or mitigation should be 

focused on more with the limited resources, research, and political will we have available. If we 

win the majority of resources should be focused on adaptation, the pro will win this debate. 

Meanwhile, the con must win the opposite. Multi-tasking is not prioritizing, so neither side 

should be able to defend mitigation and adaptation should both happen in large degrees. 

  

Our framework is Protecting Quality of Life 

 

If we win adaptation is the most effective way of protecting an average citizen’s quality of life 

from climate change, the pro should win this round. 

 

Contention 1: Climate Change Mitigation is Ineffective 
 

Sub point A: Domestic Policies Fail  

  

Claim: Domestic mitigation policies are rarely implemented or enforced 

  

Warrant: According to International Policy Digest, “‘Although China’s environmental laws are 

relatively strong, its enforcement and implementation are weak . . . This is a problem because 

local governments are often more concerned with economic growth than with the environment, 

and polluting companies are often key generators of local economic activity. Since local 

governments control the budget and staffing of the bureaus, there is a strong incentive to ignore 

environmental violations for the sake of the economy.”[3] 

  

Impact: Even when mitigation policies are implemented, they’re not enforced because limiting 

polluting companies hurts the economy immediately, taking away the political will for 

enforcement domestically. 
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Sub point B: International Agreements Fail 

  

Claim: For mitigation to work, all countries must work together since climate change is a global 

problem. However, this rarely happens and when it does, it is ineffective at solving the problems 

of climate change for three main reasons according to The Guardian.  

  

Warrant: First, “many agreements . . . fail . . . because governments are also signing up to other 

treaties on trade or the economy that consistently "trump" environment.” 

Second, “Rich countries have . . . promoted a[n] . . . agenda which . . . opens up poor countries to 

very powerful corporations who are able to lobby, bully . . . or just ignore . . . environmental 

laws and agreements.” 

Third, “there are simply too many bodies now making too many agreements. . .” There are 35 

UN organizations “located in different places, often with overlapping . . . mandates. . .”[4] 

 

Impact: Even when treaties are put in place, there are many barriers to achieving their goals. 

Competing interests and treaty congestion prevent any real change, and treaties that are passed 

are weak and ineffective. Thus, little mitigation actually happens.  

  

Contention 2: Adaptation works 
  

Claim: Climate change adaptation can prevent future disasters and reduce their impact.  

  

Warrant 1: According to European Commission, “It has been shown that well planned, early 

adaptation action saves money and lives later. Examples of adaptation measures include: using 

scarce water resources more efficiently; adapting building codes to future climate conditions. . . 

building flood defences . . . developing drought-tolerant crops. . .” [5]  

  

Warrant 2: New York and London adaptation plans are happening. According to Inside Climate 

News, New York is “elevating electrical infrastructure . . . researching floodwalls, restoring 

swamplands . . . and other coastal flood protections.” London is also pursuing flood protection. 

[6] 

 

Impact: Adaptation tools work. Smaller, local actions avoid political gridlock caused by 

international negotiations because they have more input from the community and customize 

solutions according to local needs. Focusing resources on preparing for the effects of climate 

change helps save money and lives when those disasters actually occur. 

 

Therefore, to better protect the quality of life of citizens, adaptation policies should be prioritized 

in order to significantly reduce harms caused by the changed environment. 
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Contention 3: Urgency 
  

Claim: Mitigation is too little, too late. 

 

Warrant: According to CoastAdapt, “Efforts to limit greenhouse gas emissions are insufficient to 

avoid the risk of impact from climate change and sea-level rise . . . International efforts to reduce 

emissions of greenhouse gases are increasing. Nevertheless, there is growing recognition that 

these efforts will be insufficient to limit global warming to 2 degrees Celsius or less . . . the level 

widely regarded as leading to dangerous climate change. Climate change impacts are therefore 

inevitable.”[7] 

 

Impact: Adaptation will be necessary to address these risks. For example, according to the 

Australian government, around 200,000 residential buildings are at risk of flooding from a 1.1 

meter sea level rise, risking economic damages up to $63 billion dollars.[8] 

 

Flooding of infrastructure, increased frequency and severity of natural disasters, and droughts 

impacting crops all threaten the very foundations of our societies. Since climate change impacts 

are inevitable at this point, governments should prioritize adaptation policies to best fulfill their 

responsibility to protect their citizens from catastrophic outcomes, thus protecting their quality of 

life. 

 

For these reasons, we urge a pro ballot.  
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