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Section Heading

Some speech text. To be, or not to be--that is the question: Whether 'tis nobler in the mind to suffer the slings and arrows of outrageous fortune or to take arms against a sea of troubles and by opposing end them. To die, to sleep -- no more -- and by a sleep to say we end the heartache, and the thousand natural shocks that flesh is heir to.

Affirmative is wrong

Prof. John Hurried (professor of environmental science at Harvard) and Prof. Joe Expert (PhD in everything), October 2009, International Institute of Everything, Harvard Law Review, "The Affirmative is wrong", Vol. 293, No 21, accessed May 11, 2011, http://www.harvardlawreview.com/get.php?nothing
The Kirk University team performed an advanced spectroscopic analysis of forensic neurotransmitter catalysts using a recently-discovered variant form of Meaninglus Latinus spores to determine the validity of the Affirmative team's claims.

It may be doubted that any system of thought arranged upon the lines herewith proposed can be a success. The fact of its accomplishment, alone, important as it must be, is no proof of method. For instance, the correct relation between any two facts is one that must be investigated along the lines of thought best correlated to these facts.

The results, outlined in this really long and very authoritative-sounding report written up by a lot of people with more PhDs than the Negative team has sticky notes, clearly show that the Affirmative team is wrong.
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