Ladies and gentlemen, dear adjudicators, and esteemed opponents,

Today, I stand before you to address some points brought up by the
opposing team regarding the implementation of universal healthcare.
Firstly, the opposition argues that universal healthcare would lead to
increased taxes and financial burden. However, in reality, studies have
shown that universal healthcare streamlines administrative costs,
allowing for significant savings in the long run. Countries with
universal healthcare often spend less on healthcare overall compared to
those without it.

Secondly, the claim was made that universal healthcare might reduce the
quality of medical services due to increased demand. In truth, universal
healthcare encourages preventative care, which reduces the need for
costly emergency interventions and improves overall health outcomes.
Furthermore, having a universal system attracts more professionals
dedicated to serving the public, thereby enhancing the quality of service
through increased funding and resources.

Lastly, the opposition fears long waiting times. It is essential to note
that universal healthcare systems that are well-managed, such as those in
certain European countries, maintain efficient service delivery times
through effective planning and resource allocation.

In conclusion, universal healthcare is not only a moral obligation but
also a practical approach to ensure that every individual has access to
necessary medical care without the fear of financial hardship. Thank you.



