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2022 POLICY RESOLUTION #3 

The United States Federal Government 
should substantially reform its policies 
regarding affordable housing. 

BACKGROUND 

As a young adult, making money felt surreal. 
How can I possibly spend an entire $120 
paycheck? It was incomprehensible that 
adults made thousands of dollars every 
year. As an adult, it becomes painfully 
obvious where the extra money goes: bills. 
Basic necessities such as housing, food, 
clothing and utilities all cost money. Far too 
often, these expenses put incredible 
pressure on families and even result in 
people choosing some necessities over 
others. On any given night, 200,000 of the 
500,000 homeless population in America 
lack any reasonable form of shelter.1 

Even families that can afford shelter often 
feel the financial strain on their budget. 
Families still must pay for their children’s 
education, preventative medical care, 
automobile repair, food, retirement, and 
other necessities alongside their housing. 
Spending too large a proportion of monthly 
income on housing means less spent on 
other areas, even if the other areas are also 
essential.2 Juggling an unbalanced budget 
has consequences (e.g. opting for cheaper 
food affects your health as cheaper food is 
rarely healthy and often fuels obesity).3 As 
quality of life inevitably deteriorates, 
physical and mental health concerns sharply 
increase. These medical concerns add more 

strain to an already strained budget, 
creating a vicious cycle. 

How much money should people spend on 
housing in order to balance the budget? The 
federal government and lending 
organizations believe that affordable 
housing should equal no more than 30% of 
an individual's income, allowing for 70% of 
the income to pay for other necessities and 
ensuring financial freedom.4 Studies have 
shown roughly 40 million families are living 
in conditions that exceed this 30% 
threshold, with almost 20 million families 
paying over 50% of their income just for 
housing.5 

Housing affordability is affected by a 
cacophony of factors playing into an 
undersupplied housing market. As supply 
dwindles and demand grows, housing prices 
skyrocket ever higher.6 In the middle of 
historic prosperity, America faces an 
intriguing and vital question: how much 
more would our families thrive if housing 
was made increasingly affordable? Under 
this resolution, debaters step into the 
federal government’s shoes, seeking to 
make a difference for millions of families 
desperate for solutions. 

STRENGTHS 

Housing policy is an extremely balanced 
topic with compelling tension across 
economic, political, and philosophical 
thought. The government can plausibly 
justify increased controls and more 
economic freedom as solutions to specific 
problems. Judges will be uniquely tuned in 
to debater’s impact calculus because the 
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policies discussed will be immediately 
relevant to the judge in the real world. 
Understanding how housing functions will 
be a tremendous benefit to debaters long 
after the year ends. When the time comes 
for debaters to find their own housing, these 
hotly contested debates will turn into vital 
real-world knowledge. 

WEAKNESSES 

Housing policy may initially feel dry. Some of 
the research will require an understanding 
of loans, mortgages, and economic concepts 
that initially feel unapproachable. The actual 
policy changes can be relatively technical. 
Workable housing policy demands 
specificity, and debaters used to more 
general reforms will struggle to find solvent 
plans. If debaters can realize the dramatic 
real-world impact of these concepts, this 
resolution will come to life. 

AFFIRMATIVE TOPICS 

• Federal regulations regarding housing 
• Tax breaks for homeowners 
• Federal loan standards 
• Interest rates 
• Faircloth Amendment 
• Historical inequities and redlining 

policies 
• Federal action v. incentives 
• Housing market v. regulations 

NEGATIVE TOPICS 

Negative teams have a litany of economic 
principles to persuasively reject a number of 
affirmative policies. If we deregulate the 
housing market further, would we risk a 
catastrophe like the mid-2000s housing 
market bubble exploding? If we regulate the 

market more, will it incentivize growth or 
trap the market under even more red tape 
that prevents growth? Many policies such as 
zoning, rent, and more are handled 
primarily at the state and local level. 
Overzealous affirmative teams that overstep 
those boundaries with well-meaning policies 
are at risk for strong federalism critiques on 
constitutional grounds. With public housing, 
a fierce debate can rage about the 
government’s proper role in providing 
housing. This resolution lends itself to 
strong solvency and powerful disadvantages 
for well-researched and economically 
literate negative teams. 
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