DEBATE Should life-treatment drugs be free or sold for a price? (45min)

The teacher should oppose groups of 4 students in favour or against the decision to offer critical drugs for free. 
The affirmative stance is that governments and NGOs should administer life-treatment drugs for free to the poors. Scholars observed that people at the BoP not necessarily prioritize the purchase of life-treatment drugs in conditions of poverty (Dupas, 2009). Evidence also shows that even a marginal increase in price can lead to a reduction of usage even for essential or life-saving products (Cohen and Dupas, 2010). 
The negative stance affirms that a price should be associated even to life-saving drugs. Evidence shows that BoP customers are more likely to use products such as life-treatment drugs if they have to pay for it. For example, Ashraf et al. (2010) found that although charging higher prices for chlorine reduced demand, BoP customers willing to pay were increasingly using the product. Kremer and Miguel’s research (2007) shows that even for live-saving drugs, customers consider not only economic aspects, but also social aspects. 

Each group should: 
· Identify with the tutor which argument it wants to stand for. 
· Discuss and define the topic and the available options.
· Prepare a 7 minutes argument and a 3 minutes rebuttal to the argument of the other team. 
· Present the argument and the rebuttal 


