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CDE Debate and Extemp Camps.
The Best in the Nation.

More rounds, More classes, More success, Guaranteed.

* In 1990 became the first U.S. debaters to win the World College Debate Championship.
* In 1991 CDE graduates won two events at Nationals plus second and fourth place trophies.

* In 1993 CDE graduates won three events at Nationals plus two second places
and two third place trophies.

* In 1994 CDE graduates were the first U.S. team to ever win the
World High School Debate Championships. And at N.F.L, Nationals
5 of the 12 Lincoln Douglas finalists were CDE graduates!

in 1985 CDE graduates won three National Championships.

in 1996 CDE graduates took second in L.D. Nationals, won three
National Extemp Championships, and second in debate nationals.

This year YOU are invited to join us.

Lincoln Douglas and Extemp Camps: July 2-July 17, 1998. $1,125.
(Held at Northern Arizona Univ. in Flagstaff).

Team Debate Camp: July 19-August 8, 1998. $1,125.
(Held at the University of Utah, Salt Lake City).

Costs include tuition, room, meals, free tourist day, 1,500 debate blocks or 400 articles,
24 critiqued practice rounds. Acceptance guaranteed or money refunded.
Alumni get 10% price reduction, commuters charged 40% less.

Bothcamps willbe headed by WILLIAM
H. BENNETT, the former national de-
bate champion, author of over 50 texts
and books, and coach of 9 national
champions and championship debate
teams.

Teacher-student ratio is guaranteed to
be 8-1 orlower. Class actions are moni-
tored.

Each camp is limited to the first 60
applicants. An $85 application fee must
accompany entry. Check or credit card
accepted.

S N

Mail to: CDE, P.O. Box Z, Taos, N.M. 87571
Phone: (505) 751-0514 Fax: (505) 751-9788

VISA {d Team Debate

Name

(1 Linceln Douglas

[ Foreign Extemp
Mas
s [ 1 Domestic Extemp

J Generic Extemp Phone #

Mailing Address

| have enclosed my $85 application check {or CC # and expiration). Send me my full packet today.




CDE DEBATE HANDBOOKS FOR 1998-99: |
RUSSIA

E-!%DE HANDBOOK EW
1998 EXCLUSIVE NEGATIVE BLOCES ON:
‘ 1. Generic Disadvantages
US - RUSSI A Economic Growth Brain Drain
Costs Sensitive Tech Loss
P OLICY Hegemony Zhirinovski
Volume One North vs, Sonth Nationalism
East vs. West NATO
Unilateral Action China
North Korea Anti-semitism
Privitization Poverty
Elderly Rearmament
Belo-Russia Ethnic Repression
Mideast Qil Caspian Sea
';_- Y Iraq Resurgence Strategic Minerals
CDE William H. Bennett ghj Russ-Serb Alliance
+ e 4'—5h 2. Generic Economic Harm Blocks
CDE HANDBOOK . A .
COMPLETE. EACH 1908 3. Generic Topicality (the, substantially),
BOOK HAS OVER chapge, its, policy, towards)
200 DIFFERENT 4. Generic Justification (the, United
NEGATIVE BLOCKS U S - RUS SIA Stales, its, policy, Russia)
» 5. Generic Counterplans:
and pt(he case specific POLICY N Study
blocks will ALL be on Volume Two IMF EEU
next year’s specific ' . - NGOs
topic. Rated the best 6. CASE SPECIFIC NEGATIVE ATTACKS
handbooks published Environment Pollution
in both Texas and 3%‘1&53 . i:"c- Disa_rml-{
Naticnal camp errt_)rlsm- ommunist Resurg.
comparisons. _ e A o B
CBE Wi 1 e Toxic Waste Power Grid
s B'J Space Coop and More
ORDER -
TODAY cDE makes only ONE printing. When CDE HANDBOOK @'7
the books are sold no more are available. Qur 1998-1999
handbocks have sold out for the {ast sight years,
don’t wait too long to buy yours. U.S. - RUSSIA
Cost is $25 for each Volume, $62 for the set. POLICY
Postage is prepaid if you pay in advance. It is added Viluurns Three

to your bill if you use a purchase order. Volumes are
unbound for easy filling, ad $5 each if you wish bound

copies. .
P Mail Today
TESTIMONIALS
“Unique evidence and arguments unavailable elsewhere.” J. Prager, Calil.
“I wouldn't go a year without CDE." V. Zabel, Deer Greek CDE : e et
* So much more complele than all the cther handbooks that | den't see And Staff
hew they stay in business.” J. Dean, Texas !]J
g
[l .
= Mail to: CDE, p.0. Box , Taos, N.M. 87571 Q Affrmative Cases BOOK .............corvcovrnennns. $44
. (505) 751-0514
FAX: 505-751-9788 DD KEIK vt sn e %39
(4 or more copies — $29 each)
Name
- 0 The Really Big Theory Block Book............... 545
Mailing Address
G Debate Handbooks, 3 VOIS ..cooceevive e $69




THE BEST DEBATE RESOURCES FOR 1998/1999

NTC’s ‘BIG 3’
DEBATE TOPIC
BOOKS

Russia’s Changlng

Foreign PolicY

Im}j&@ts

1. Russia’s Changing Future:

U.S. Foreign Policy Impacts

The Complete Resource Handbook

Analyzes the problems, outlines the issues, and
offers supporting evidence for this year's topic. Also
provides names and addresses of organizations
publishing relevant material.

Softbound, #PA0430-7, 1-3/$29.96;
4+/$21.85

2. Determining U.S. Foreign Policy

i T v
eyt i< o DT foreigh policy

Fow HhE Uiited Siabs ¥ "

‘hnplzmmﬁ spward Rustds

De‘tﬁfmi“i‘ng
1.5, Foreigh
Policy Towar

Russia

e of the Tssues

An (Overvd
pelated 9

of the United States Toward Russia
related issues, ramifications, alternate
‘_ 3. Russia: Friend or Foe
i s Many of the essays and articles have appeared in

school debaters.

Save $25.55 on TEAM SPECIAL

1-800-323-4900 Save $54.95 on Topic Special
& National Textbook Company

Toward Russia
Everything debaters need to grasp this
Rassias solutions, more,
A Critical Analysis of the United States
din Doty . specialized journals and other scholarly publications
Softbound, #PA0431-5, 1-3/$26.59; 44/$19.94
Set of 9 books (3 of each title)
Set of 3 books (1 of each title)
w division of NTC/Contemporary Publishing Group

An Overview of the Issues Affecting the Policy
year’s topic. Includes empirical findings,
Eriend or Foe Softbound, #PA0432-3, 1-3/$26.59; 4+/519.94
Government’s Policy Toward Russia
';":;N,.,.',n Wi generally not available in [ibraries used by high

SAVE on SETs!

TOLL-FREE TODAY: #PA5486-X ........ Cereresanaaaes $159.95
HPASG36-X . ...0c0vecrvinvcrrnnnnes $54.95

H|= 4255 West Touhy Avenue ¢ Lincolnwood, Minois 60646 » 1-800-323-4900 = Fax: 1-800-998-3103 e e-mail: ntcpub@tribune.com




WM Woons Tate, Jk., PresmenT
MonTGoMERY BELL ACADEMY

4001 Haromio

Nasuvieis, TN 37205

PHOME samE as Fax

615-269-3959

Frank Srerwa, Past PresDENT
MurLen HioH ScHooL

3601 §. Lowm. Brvo.
Denver, CQ 80236

Puong: 303-761-17464

Fax: 303-761-0502

HaroLp KsLLor
DavenporT-WEST HiGe Scuoor
1505 W. Locust STREET
Davaveckt, 1A 52804

ProxE: 319-386-5500 Exr, 357
Fax: 119-386-5508

Rooer Brasaiax
MaNHATTAN HigH ScHooL

2100 PoviTz Ave
MannarTaN, K8 66302-3899
Puone: 785-587-2100
Fax: 785-587-2132

GLENDA FERGUSON

Herrracs Haie Hien Scuoon
1800 N. W. 122w
Oxraroma Ciry, OK 73120
PHoNE: 405-749-3033
Fax: 405-751-7372

taken to determine the best specch coach of the
Century, or indecd the entire eentury. It would
be Lanny Dean Naggelin.

Lanny and his wife B. J. eompiled a
coaching record in speech and Lincoln Douglas
at San Antonio (TX) Jefferson and Churchilt
High Schools that is unequaled: National
Championships in LD 1981, Boys Extemp
1981, 1982, 1984, (and with Ron Krikac) DI
1985 and HI 1986. Four of Lanny's students
were second at Nationals. Twenty-two
reaehed the Final Round.

Lanny's teams won the National
Sweepstakes in 1979, 1980, 1983, 1985 and
the Bruno E. Jacob Award in 1986. Four times
Naegcelin was NFL Coach of the Year.

The Naegelins' teams dominated NFL
district competition winning 6 distriet plaques
and three district sweepstakes trophics. Lanny
coached the district's top NFL point student
six times and twicc coached the Leading Point
Student in the U.S. Churchill earned two
leading Chapter Awards.

Mr. Naegelin was founding chair of the

Donus D. RoBERTS, PAST PRESIDENT
WaTerTown HigH ScHool,

200 - 9tn StreeT N.E.
WanmTown, SD 57201

Puons: 605-882-6316

Fax: 605-882-6327

Bro. RENE S1ERNER, FSC

La Sarsr Couless Hion School
8605 CHELTENHAM AVE.
Wynomoor, PA 19038

Prowe: 215-233-2911

Fax: 215-233-1418

Don CRARTRER

Park Hrr HicH ScreoL
7701 N.W. Baray Roan
Kansas Ciry, MO 64153
Prong: 816-741-4070
Fax: 816-741-8739

Tep W. Brcu

(GLENpROOK Morte Hiol ScrooL
2300 SuermER Roab
Noertp=aook, 1L 60062
Prowe: 847-272-6400

Fax: 847-509-2676

THE ROSTRUM

Official Publication of the National Forensic League
(USPS 471-180) (1SSN 1073-5526)
James M. Copeland
Editor and Publisher
P.O. Box 38
Ripon, Wisconsin 54971-0038
(920) 748-6206
The Rostrum (471-180) {3 published monthly, except July and August each school year
by the National Forensic League, 125 Watson St, Ripon, Wisconsin 54971. Periodical
postage paid at Ripon, Wirconsin 54971. POSTMASTER: send address changes to THE
Rostrum, P.O. Box 18, Ripon, Wisconsin 54971.

SUBSCRIPTION PRICES

Individuals: $10 one year; 515 two years. Member Schools $5.00 each additlonal sub.

On the Cover: NFL President Lanny Dean Naegelin.
23rd May 1943 - 22nd February 1998,

Next Month: Focus on Supplemental Events. District Results.

FAREWELL TO LANNY

Tn 1950 the NFL named the Top Speech Coach of the First Half of
the 20th Century, John Davies of Kenosha (WI) HS. No poli need be

second part of the 20th

Lanny and B. J.

Central Texas District. Earlier he had been chair in West Texas. As chair
he earned NFL's Gold Award. L. D. was first elected to the Executive
Council in 1987. He was elected NFL President in 1996.

His many honors include: NFL Hall of Fame; President, Texas

Speech Communication Association and Texas Forensic Association;
TSCA Teacher of the Year; Distinguished Service Award for Teacher
Excellenee from Trinity University; Emory University Gold Key Coach;
Texas Forensie Assoeiation Distinguished
Service Award; Associated Press Presidential
Debate evaluator; PTA National Life Member-
ship.

His obituary in the San Antonio Light
recalled, "Naegelin's record of achievement is
best measured in the lives he touched. Inthe
students who today argue cases before the
Supreme Court; who teach at Oxford Univer-
sity and at major universities throughout the
United States; in the young people who
pursue theatrical and writing careers with the
enthusiasm and dedication he instilled in them;
in the eclectic easts ofhis original all-school
musicals who bonded and grew under his
direction; in the multitude of students and
friends who are daily influenced by his lessons
in excellence. Lanny Naegelin embraced living,
laughter, and learning and gave others the
chance to join in his celebration. He taught not
only the art of speech and the beauty of
words, but how to speak the language of life
articulately and passionately. . .. This gentle
giant of education was an inspirational leader whose fervor for the arts
earned him and his students widespread recognition.”

Although we will miss Lanny, he will continue to live in NFL, as
we strive to meet his standard.

Lanny Naegelin Memorial Scholarship Fund

Frost National Bank c/o Carmen Chandler, P. Q. Box 1600, San Antonio, TX 78296

Gateway Nationals '98 Tournament information -- see pages 64 - 75.

R: 1998 GATEWAY NATIONALS LINCOLN LIFE L/D TOPIC

In the United States' justice systern, due process ought to be valued above the pursuit of truth when they are in conflict.

The Rostrum provides an open forum for the forensic communiry. The opinions expressed by contributors to the Rostrum are
their own and not necessarily the opinions of the Naiional Forensic League, ils officers or members. The National Forensic
League does not recommend or endorse advertised products and services unless offered directly from the NFL office.



UNIVERSITY OF KENTUCKY

Home of The National Tournament of Champions

1998 POLICY INSTITUTES

Three Week
Institute

June 19 - July 12, 1998
Tuition -- $540
Housing/Meals -- $546

1998 INSTITUTE FELLOWS

Raja Gaddipati
MBA, TN

Am-y Mclntyre
El Cerrito, CA

Jake Foster
Head Royce, CA

Sean Lobo
Glenbrook Morth, IL

Sarah Miller
Unv. School, TN

One Week
Institute

June 19 - June 28, 1998
Tuition -~ $325
Housing/Meals ~ $255

1998 INSTITUTE STAFF
{others 1 be added)

‘ERIK CORNELLIER: Senior Champion debater, Miehigan State University; Institute

Instructor, Northwestern, 1997, and Michigan State, 1996.

DANIEL DAVIS: Champion debater, University of GA; runner up 1997 NDT National
Champicn; first place USC, Navy; semi-finals, Harvard; Instituie Instructor, Texas,
Emory, and Kentucky.

DAN FITZMIER: Senior champion debater, Emory University; Institute Fellow,
1993; Kentucky and Emory Institute Staff, 1996 and 1997.

STEPHEN HEIDT: Senior Champicn debater, Emery University; Institute Instructor
at Emory University, 1997.

JOSHHOE: Debate Coach, formerly Arizona State, currently North Texas State Coach;
CEDA National Champion debater, CSU, OK; Institute Instructor, UMKC, Arizona
State, Emporia State and Kentucky.

GEORGE KOUROS: Senior champion debater, Emory; Institute Fellow, 1994; TOC
National Champion, 1995; Institute Staff, Emory, Stanford and Kentucky, 1996-'97.

GORDON STABLES: Champion debater, George Mason University; currently, Debate
Coach, University of Georgia; Institute Instruetor, Michigan Classic 1996 and 1997,
(George Mason, 1993, 1994, 1995, 1996.

JON SULLIVAN: Senior Champion debater, Michigan State University; Institute
Instructor, Michigan State, 1996 and 1997.

ANNE MARIE TODD: Champion debater, Emory University; former Institute Fellow;
Institute Instructer, Emory University and Stanford, 1996 and 1997.

JASON TRICE: Dcbate coach, Michigan State University; CEDA National Champion
debater, Michigan State University; Institute Instructor, Kentucky and Michigan State,
1996 and 1997.

Guest Lecturer:
DR. DAVID HINGSTMAN: University of [owa

Housing Direetor:

M$. ALMA NICHOLSON: Collins Hill HS, GA

For an application to Institute and scholarship information, write to:

Dr. J. W. Patterson, Director of Debate
205 Frazee Hall
University of Kentucky
Lexington, Kentucky 40506-0031
(606) 257-6523

Kate Eickmeyer
Greenhill, TX

Travis Swearingen
MBA, TN

1998 INSTITUTE FELLOWS

Tina VaIkanoff
Head Royce, CA

Srikanth Reddy
Appleton-East, WI

Mal Hulbanni
Groves HS, MI

Todd Finc
Glenbrock South, IL

~40!

Rashad Evans
Newark Science, NY




UNIVERSITY OF KENTUCKY

Home of
The National Tournament of Champions

1998 Lincoln-Douglas Institutes

Three Week Two Week
Institute Institute

June 19 - July 12, 1998 June 19 - July 5, 1998
Tuition -- $540 Tuition -- $440
Housing/Meals -- $546 Housing/Meals -- $395

1998 INSTITUTE STAFF
JASON BALDWIN: (THREE WEEKS -- FULL TIME)
1997 Philosophy Graduate, Wheaton College, IL; LD debater, Vestavia
Hills, Alabama; first place LD wins: TOC; two times at Glenbrooks
and Glenbrooks Round Robin; St. Mark's; Barkley Forum; Wake
Forest and Bronx RR. Taught at five institutes including Kentucky,
Towa, Samford, Emory, W1.

teve Davis
Roosevelt HS, 1A

MICHAEL K. BIETZ: LD Coach, Hopkins HS, MN; Unv. MN.
Philosophy major; has coached debaters to elim rounds at Bronx, St.
Mark's, Greenhill, Glenbrooks, Harvard, NFL and TOC, member
TOC Advisory Council and TOC Tab Room Staff member.

LEAH HALYORSON: Rising sophomore Philosophy-Psychology
major, Reed College, Portland, OR; four year LD debater, Apple
Valley, MN; participant in three LD RR's: Bronx, Glenbrooks and
MBA, first place Bronx; TOC; two times State Champion in
informative speaking and original oratory.

Lindsey Jandal
Grapevine HS, TX

SCOTT ROBINSON: 1997 Graduate, Political Philosophy, Unv of Texas,
Dallas; 1994-1997 LD Coach, Newman Smith HS, Dallas; Coached
debaters to elim rounds at many tournaments including semi-finalists
at Emory and Isidore Newman, contributing writer to Paradigm
Research, Inc., on NFL-LD topics with emphasis on applying
political philosophy; member, 1997 Kentucky Institute Staff.

Ben Silbermann

Institute Philosophy and Aims Rostefel- 58, A

The staff believes that fixed approaches to what is best for L-D are
counter-productive: we believe that a variety of strategies and arguments,
with varying levels of justification are possible. We therefore encourage
the participants to think of the justifications for their strategies and argu-
ments before, during and after debating. In order to emphasize this thought-
ful justificatory approach to debate, we last ycar offered, over the course
of three weeks:

--advanced philosophy lectures and discussions on Kant,

utilitarianism, virtue ethics, social contract theories, and
alternatives to social contract theories

tMax Clarke
San Antonio Lee HE, TX

--lectures, panel discussions, demenstrations, and extensive Left: Justin
question-and-answer sessions on strategy Hemndon
. . . . . Newmman
--small-group brainstorming sessions on possible L-D resolutions )
. Smith HS, TX
--library research
--seminars to discuss relevant philosophical essays read by all Right:
partlc?lpants _ ) ) ) Ben Schultz
~-practice rounds on possible NFL resclutions, with extensive oral Stuyvesant,
critiques by the faculty. NY

Quite simply, we aim to teach clear, thoughtful, reasonable argumen-
tation.

application and Institute and scholarship mformation, write to:

1998 INSTITUTE FELLOWS

Michacl Osofsky
Isidore Newman, LA

Emily Pryor
Hopkins HS, MN

Heidi Kamp
Apple Valley HS, MN
. =g

_"

Julie Aymkya
Randolph HS, NJ

Institute Options

The Two-Week Institute: Lectures and Discussions, with minimal
practice rounds.

The Three-Week Institute: A third week of practice rounds; ad-
vanced, small-group sessions; and even more individual attention.

Dr. J. W. Patterson, Director of Debate
205 Frazee Hall
University of Kentucky
Lexington, Kentucky 40506-0031

(606) 257-6523




A Tnadition of Excellence for Ouven 35 Years
THE JAYHAWK DEBATE
INSTITUTE

TWO WEEK SESSIONS
June 14 - June 27, 1968
June 28 - July 11, 1998

JAYHAWK EXTENDED DEBATE INSTITUTE
June 21 - July 11, 1998

LINCOLN-DOUGLAS INSTITUTE
June 28 - July 11, 1998

Outstanding Faculty: The squad leaders include college debate coaches and exceptional senior
debaters from around the nation. This year the Institute will be headed by Dr. Scott Harris, KU’s
Director of Forensics. Many of the topic and theory lectures will be given by Dr. Robin Rowland,
KU’s former Director of Forensics, and author of the annual NTC topic analysis textbook. Other
members of the faculty include authors of topic and theory articles appearing in the Forensic
Quarterly and the Forensic Educator.

Outstanding Resources: The University of Kansas holds over 5 million volumes in its
library system. The campus also includes a full Federal Documents depository, science and
engineering libraries and the University of Kansas Law School.

Outstanding Value: Over the last four years the Jayhawk Debate Institute has maintained an 8
to 1 faculty to staff ratio. Students who attend have a chance to work with a variety of college
coaches. Qur students leave Lawrence prepared to debate a variety of positions that can be used on
both local and national circuits.

No Hidden Fees: Your fee covers all expenses related to camp participation, except for personal
entertainment, laundry, etc. Deposits, copies of lab assignments, and meals are all included in one
low price.

Sessions include:
Instruction on intermediate and advanced policy debate
(first and second session)
Lincoln-Douglas Debate Institute (second session only)
Three week Jayhawk Extended Debate Institute
Special guest lectures on the national topic and debate theory

Low cost: $780.00 for either two week session or the Lincoln-Douglas camp, and $1050.00 for
the special three week session. These fees include all tuition, yoom and board.

For more information contact: Jayhawk Debate Institute (or call 785-864-3265)
3090 Wescoe Hall
The University of Kansas
Lawrence, KS 66045-2177




GETTING THE MOST FROM SUMMER
DEBATE INSTRUCTION

Summer debate programs are, for
many coaches, a decidedly mixed blessing.
Every summer thousands of students in-
vest millions ia summer workshops. By and
large they return ¢nergized about the com-
ing year of competition, and they mainly
return well prepared to argue the new reso-
lution. But ¢very coach who sends students
away has also heard the occasional "horror
story," and faced students who returned
dissatisfied or disappointed. More impor-
tantly, every coach understands how hard
it is to retain reasonable control of her or
his own program when students repam with
their cartons of evidence, convinced they
know everything about everything.

This creates a difficult bind. Coaches
want their students to be competitive, and
summer instruction ¢an be decisive in that
process. Yet they also want to steer stu-
dents toward the best programs, and as-
sure a high quality experience. Making good
decisions is tough, however, given the avail-
able information. The dozens of pages of
workshop advertising that appear every
spring in this magazine produce important
revenue for the NFL and disseminate im-
portant information about dates, stafls, and
logistics, but often fail to answer the most
common coach, parent, and student ques-
tions. The ads can tend to blur together af-
ter a while, and every workshop claims to
have discovered the magic keys to the elimi-
nation round kingdom. This problem even
arisgs with some of the increasingly sophis-
ticated brochure materiais now distributed
by mail and web site. Accordingly, some
teachers feel they have little more to go on
in recommending programs than word of
mouth or reactions from their own studenis.
Yet word of mouth tends to lag behind the
times. While student opinion lcaders have
definite views about the elite programs, they
often have little basis from which io judge
workshops that mainly attract mid-level and
younger students,

Relying on student post-camp expe-
ricnces can be misleading too. Students
have an understandable self-interest in per-
suading their coaches of their own ¢nor-
mous work effort. ‘The nuimor mill makes more
of inevitable disciplinary events than they
ofien warrant, and intense programs arg ri-
mor-mill echo chambers. And o, apart from

by Dr. David Cheshier

seeing the proof in the competitive pudding,
student reports, even from mature debat-
ers, can be hard to evaluate. I sometimes
wonder if judging the benefits of a month's
debate instruction based on after-the-fact
reports isn't a little like assessing a Secre-
tariat performance by sniffing him as he re-
turns to the stable.

It's not my point here to defend sum-
mer instruction, although with many col-
Ieagues I am committed to doing it well, ina
way that supplements the work you do
when debaters return home. Rather, I'd like
to offer some advice about how to assure
that your students benefit from their sum-
mer expertence. What follows comes from
Iy own experience as an institute director,
but more importantly from years of observ-
ing quality high school coaches who have
devised systems that seem tc get it right,

Picking an Institute You Can Trust

Although all workshops tend to look
the same on first contact, they differ might-
ily. Some have made their first priority ac-
cessibility, and so they keep costs as low
as possible, even though this necessarily
comes at the expense of instructional qual-
ity. The cost for renting dormitory space
does not vary that much between nation-
ally advertised programs, and the same is
true for food costs. And so, given the lim-
ited pool of high quality and expericnced
instructors, there are not that many places
to cut costs. One can run a shoster program.
But it can be difficult to do the necessary
work in a shorter scssion. One can decide
to save mongey by hiring more people from
in-house. That decision can produce out-
standing staffs depending on the quality of
the sponsoring program. But they will tend
to be younger and less experienced. Or one
can seve by providing fewer pooled re-
sources; thus a camp may decide not to pro-
vide all students with all the evidence pro-
duced in so-called "lab" groups.

Other programs charge everything
they feel necessary to provide the highest
quality instruction, but the downside to that
is obvious to every gasping parent who
encounters the price tag. The premier sum-
mer programs do cost a bundle, especially
when one calculaies the true total costs
(transportation, lost summer income, spend-

ing money plus all the fees.) They usually
run longer, which makes summer planning
around school and vacations more prob-
lematic. And yet the important benefit is, to
be blunt, better and more comprehensive
instruction.

I'm not trying to applaud one zp-
proach over the other. The best programs
that hirc younger staffs work to compen-
sate for that by imposing a more rigorous
common curriculum and by pairing younger
and older teachers together, while camps
with more experienced teaching staffs may
give individual instructors more curriculas
leeway. And the premier high-priced pro-
grams often offer extensive scholarships,
and work hard to keep costs under control.
The worst try to have it both ways by pre-
tending to offer high quality at low prices
when what they are really doing is hiding
costs, They cither refuse to advertise the
costs of evidence photocopying which will
hit students when they show up, or they
leave out food package costs 10 make them-
selves look cheaper. Or they advertise an
experienced staff, when infact the big names
will only be making an appecarance.

Another imporiant difference in per-
spective reflects differing philosophical
approaches. Some institutes run on what I
would term the old "Georgetown” model.
That approach is to hire the best people
you can find, and give them maximum time
and scheduling flexibility to do what they
feel necessary with students under their
charge. The benefit of this approach is that
when lab leaders can determine the sched-
ule for the whole day, the best can adapt
mstruction o their student's experience
level. The minimal central oversight model
also empowers lab leaders to run enormously
beneficial marathon practice scssions, as Dr.
David Glass did successfilly in Washing-
ton for many years. The downside is, of
course, that this "free market model” places
students more at the mercy of a particular
instructor's quality. If the instructor is ener-
getic and matches well with your student,
the experience will be unsurpassable. If the
instructor is not a fit, or lacks the necessary
discipline and commitment, the result can
be a real disappointment.

The other major approach, and one
which today characterizes workshops at-
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tractive to older and more talented debat-
ers, follows the old "Northwestern” model
(my reference is to the David Zarefsky/
Erwin Chemerinsky approach, still followed
in important respects by the present NU
summer programs). The idea is to more
tightly control the overail curriculum, and
to carefully schedule student time from the
start of the day to its end. The major benefit
of this model is that students can know with
reasonable certainty exactly what instruc-
tion they will receive, regardiess of the spe-
cific 1ab leader. This model permits debaters
to have scheduled interaction with more of
the staff. The downside is that on occasion
students can feel like they are being herded
through a common schedule that doesn't
maximally serve any onc of them.

I'm describing polar models, and few
programs perfectly fit the extremes I've de-
scribed (even perhaps the old Georgetown
and Northwestern programs). Within the
almost universally used lab system, it can
be hard to tell which approach underwrites
a given program, But it matters, sometimes
tremendously. Students respond differently
1o different curricular orientations. Yet there
is no perfect system, and each model has
its defenders (as evidenced by the fact that
in the 1970's Northwesiern and Georgetown
competed every summer for the best stu-
dents),

So what can you do to ensure that
you're helping to pick the right program for
your student? Talk to the institute director.
Ask how many hours a day students spend
in supervised lab time. Ask how many of
those hours are typically taken up with
"work sessions," where students sit to-
gether in a kind of supervised study hall,
cutting evidence, and how many are taken
up with strategy discussions or drill work.
Find out how many hours are spent in
massed lectures, Ask what guidelines gov-
ern the use of lab time. Are lab leaders ex-
pected to introduce a specified set of con-
cepts? Are there guidelines for drill work in
which cvery student participates? To what
extent are practice opportunities concen-
trated in the last three days of the program?
Is all of a student’s work distributed to all
other students? Does every student par-
ticipate in the writing of her or his own affir-
mative? How is theory taught - in seminar,
in mass lecture, when it comes up in lab
discussion? How much of the ¢vidence
work product is originally researched by the
stadents, and how much comes from pre-
pared materials like handbooks? What per-
centage of workshop revenue goes into

actual instruction (as opposed to overhead,
housing and food, or profit)?

Visit the summer programs to which
you send the most students. Even if you
choose not to ¢nroll in a teacher program,
can't stay for the duration, spend two days
or more on site, Ifyou are willing to contrib-
ute tournament judging, the director may
be able to house you at no charge. See for
yourseIf how students are supervised, and
what instruction they receive. Sit through
some of the practice debates, to see what
level of feedback is being provided. What
kind of library access do students have?
More importantly, how much help do stu-
dents receive in the library: are they let loose
in the stacks while the staff takes off, do
teaching staff also work in the library, or is
there a specific library staff?

What percentage of the practice de-
bates are judged by the senior staff, and
how many are judged by younger college
assistants? Qverall, how many hours a day
are students interacting with senior staff,
and how many are they unsupervised or
supervised by college students or assis-
tants? Are faculty in residence with stu-
dents, providing direct supervision, or is
there a different residence hall staff? To what
degree does the program exhibit an eager-
ness to adapt its instruction to the student's
home circuit? To what cxtent does it scem
interested in promoting certain arguments
or approaches? How comifortable are you
with those approaches, whatever they are?
Are there writien policies that make clear
what student infractions can result in sus-
pension? Have students ever been sent
home pursuant to those policies? If the an-
swer to this last question is yes, by the way,
you should be encouraged, as opposed to
feeling panic about mayhem potential.

To what extent are classes and lab
groups tracked? How diverse is the student
population? How is the student diversity
reflected in the composition of classes and
Iabs? How many women and minorities ar¢
placed in the upper labs? Are women and
minorities fully represented on the staff, and
active in the program's lecture and teaching
schedules?

Whether you feel welcome at the col-
lege summer program you visit matters.
While one can't expect to become the full
time object of atiention during a visit, if
you're ignored and fecl marginalized, that
sometimes reveals a not-so-subtle hostility
to high school work that your students will
absorb, and which will complicate your post-
instifute work with themn. Are there high

school teachers on the teaching staff? How
visible are they as part of the overall pro-
gram?

Obviously you should talk to other
coaches whose advice you trust, You'll find
that some put their students through a pre-
dictable track of summer programs in which
they have confidence (e.g., to mention one,
and there are many others: Iowa for sopho-
mores, Michigan or Northwestern for jun-
iors, either Michigan or Dartmouth's four
week programs for seniors). Others prefer
to send younger students to quality regional
camps. Some run their own-in-house work-
shops. Still others steer students away from
the high rep workshops, figuring they will
stand out and receive more attention at
strong second tier programs.

Whatever your approach, this advice
applies whether you, the students, or the
parents play the more dominant role in mak-
ing workshop choices. If the 1atter, then you
can still have an enormous influence sim-
ply by collecting information and making it
available to debaters and their parents. If
the former, these ideas will be easy to incor-
porate into your existing approach.

Making Sure your Student Gets the Most

From the Institute Experience

The most common strategy for guar-
anteeing a good institute experience for
debaters once accepted is to specify a lab
request. There's nothing wrong with that,
of course, since the choice of Iab leader can
make a big difference in the quality of your
debater's experience. But in several ways
the request process can easily go wrong,
Institute directors tend to get morc requests
for their own groups that they can handle,
and so coaches who select only one insiruc-
tor as "acceptable” will sometimes find their
requests nullified once the lab fills up. And
in general, requests tend to cluster around
the two or three best known teachers. If one
or two pames are all you can provide, you
may find your students are randomly placed
in other groups.

Other information is useful to those
who track labs. Details about debater
records helps somewhat, but often not as
much as you might think, since workshop
directors may know nothing about the spe-
cific regional circuit where experiences were
accumulated. So beyond specific name re-
quests and record information, communi-
cate something about the needs of the stu-
dent. Does s/he require close supervision,
or is he or she self-disciplined? Do you pre-
fer that your students received a more con-

.



centrated skill work? Or do you want a bal-
ance of both? Describe the extent to which
the student has done his or ker own re-
search in the past year, Is the student easily
intimidated, or gregarious? Does s/he usu-
ally do better when given very detailed step-
by-by-step instruction, or is s/he more a free
spirit who chafes under close supervision?
How does the student do with partners?
What schedule do you intend to have the
student travel in the coming year?

There is sometimes the temptation
pair your own students together in a work-
shop lab. In certain circumstances {for in-
stance, where the two have never debated
together and need to learn how) that ar-
rangement can work well. Most of the time,
your program will benefit more by splitting
up students, so that each participates in a
different 1ab and with a different partner. The
resultant diversity usually produces more
evidence, and enriches the total instruction
your students will receive over the course
of the summeer, Find out if the program you're
considering will take your preferences into
consideration.

The first days of a summer program
are always a whirlwind for debaters. Trans-
planted into a strange environment, over-
loaded with information about the new
topic, adjusting precariously to the rules
and the schedule, a whole week can be lost
if students don't stay focused. In my expe-
rience, two factors (beyond previous atten-
dance at a summer workshop) are often de-
cisive in detcrmining how long this adjust-
ment will take. The first factor is whether or
not the student has done any work on the
new topic. Students who arrive totally ig-
norant of the topic tend to waste the first
couple days just getting their bearings, and
precious (and expensive) time is forfeited.
Of course many programs start work on the
topic in the spring. It shows. Students who
have done work on an affirmative, who have
read a couple of introductory books on the
topic, or who (best of all) have done some
debating on the new resolution jump out of
the gate much more quickly than their col-
leagues. It doesn't matter whether early work
is scattershot, on affirmatives you plan to
drop later on, unfocused completely, or im-
peded by more important work on the old
topic: the more that occurs before arrival,
the more the student will get out of the pro-
gram. Insist that your students do reading
on the topic before they arrive. Far too many
students arrive at workshops to tell me and
others they were asked to read for instance,
the Forensic Quarterly, but never did.

Of course one of the main jobs of
summer workshops is to provide compre-
hensive instruction on the new topic. My
point is simply this: students who have even
a rudimentary understanding of the topic
before they arrive will get up to speed as
much as a week earlier than their peers.

The other factor that tremendously
slows down arriving students has o do with
whether the student has ever encountered
a college library before. All institutes 1know
of provide basic orientation in library use.
But the number of studerts and the urgency
of early orientation often means a student
will not fully figure out how to efficiently
use the library until halfway through the
program. Given how much the attention the
typical workshop allocates to research, this
can severely hinder a stadent's success, and
also produce an inadvertent impression that
the student has less experience and re-
search aptitude that they actually have.

Again, a big part of any workshop's
job is to teach students how to use a col-
lege library. But those students who have
already been oriented to a local college or
academic library, and who have been walked
through the basics of the research process,
will get a lot more out of the first week of the
institute experience that those who are see-
ing one for the first time.

In the early days of an institute, stu-
dents have a tendency to keep quict about
their work preferences. They do so because
they are in a new environment surrounded
by strangers, and because they realize they
have little understanding of the new topic.
One downside is that debaters are often put
to work on arguments they deplore, which
has obvious implications for the energy they
will bring to the job. Lab instructors under-
stand this, and so they work to explain new
positions right away in detail, to encourage
questioning by debaters, and to afford stu-
dents maximum leeway to pick the argument
they will work on. But you can help the pro-
cess by being in communication with your
student immediately before, and in the carly
days of a program. Try to focus their think-
ing. Help them think about what affirmative
or negative arguments they will work on.
Help lab leaders out by urging your stu-
dent to verbalize her or his preferences early
on, if only in confidential conversation with
lab instructors. It is vasily easier to accom-
modate lab and argument preferences ex-
pressed carly on than to deal with upset
and dissatisfied students later in a program.

9
Keeping Students a Part of Your Pro-
gram After They Return

Some of the dissatisfaction focused
on college workshops derives from the bad
expericnce some have with returning stu-
dents. Having been immersed in a particu-
lar program's perspective on the topic, stu-
dents may return with new arguments you
know will not be well received at area tour-
naments, Sometimes students will have ab-
sorbed the basic gist of a controversial theo-
retical position, but cannot explain it very
well to you, which can contribute to a sense
that college programs are derailing debat-
ers with weirdness. Since older debaters are
often necessarily involved in instructing
your novices, bizarre theory can spread like
avirus.

There is alse the "imitation effect.”
Students learn an enormous amount
through their interaction with pecrs, and by
simply putting into practice the habits they
observe in debaters more successful than
themselves, Mostly those habits are good,
but sometimes they're terrible. A couple of
years ago the student-consensus "best
debater” at a major summer program where
1 taught was incomprehensible. It seemed
as if the whole top of the circuit was incom-
prehensible for the next two years. Several
years before that the best debater (by stu-
dent lights) hailed from Chicago's north
shore, and exhibited a particular inflection
then common to that region where the pitch
dropped off at the end of every sentence.
Again, 1 seemed to hear that annoying in-
flection across the top of the circuit for the
next two seasons.

The common problem in all these
cases is how fo retain leadership of a de-
bate program once students return, and
sometime show to reassert your own influ-
ence as coach, I've heard some teachers say
that they engage in a basic process of "re-
programming" at the end of every summer,
but that is really too extreme a description
for what I have in mind. I'm simply referring
to the process by which freshly encrgized
students with new and innovative ideas can
be productively reincorporated into the
squad they lefi behind at the start of the
summer.

The trick is to take charge of the In-
stitute work product. Insist that your stu-
dents pool all of the thousands of pages of
evidence into one squad set. Then, together
with your top two or four students, system-
atically rebrief the entire set before the start
of the season. That way, when your stu-
dents start the season, they'll be debating
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off the "Vestavia” evidence, and not the
"Stanford" evidence set. The process of
rebriefing is an cye-opener for every coach
who does it. They soon realize just how
much garbage is produced at summer pro-
grams, not as a consequence of the
program's poor quality, but simply as a func-
tion of the fact that these many pages are
produced by often inexperienced high
schoolers. They find evidence gems buried
and mistagged in otherwise mediocre briefs.
They come face-to-face with the full redun-
dancy of summer workshop evidence sets.

The task of rebriefing everything
sounds daunting, but it isn't as difficult as
it sounds. Simply reducing overlap in argu-
menis, deciding to discard awful arguments,
and setting aside affirmatives you don't plan
to run reduces the set to a manageable pool
of arguments. Read quickly through those
affirmatives to pull out evidence that will be
useful for other arguments, but beyond that
you need not rebrief or travel with extrane-
ous affirmative evidence.

The process I'm describing is one
many coaches initiate, but along the way it
often falls apart, and important work doesn't
get done in time for the early tournaments.
That explains my recommendation that the
rebriefing be done by your top team, or top
* two teams, Instead of handing out an argu-
ment to every student, which holds your
argument set hostage to the varying
strengths and weaknesses of your students,
arrange work sessions where you and your
top students are the principals. Within that
group of three or five, go argument by ar-
gument. Have every person read the cards,
so that the decision to discard cards is not
a oneg-person decision. Then cut the goed
cards out, file together, and go through the
bricfing process together. Talk through the
argament as you go. At the end index the
entire position, write a first-line version to
be read when the argument is introduced,
and have quick mini-debates on the posi-
tion 50 that vou can hear it debated. In-
volve yourself in this process as much as
possible.

The benefits of such an organiza-
tional process are substantial, At the end,
you'll have a new set of arguments which
assimilates the best summer, handbook, and
originally researched evidence. Because
you will have been involved from start to
fimish, it will reflect your input and your
advice about how best to tailor arguments
for the relevant circuit, And your top teams,
instead of sitaply knowing a couple of ar-
guments well, will have a comprehensive

understanding of the topic which will serve
them exceptionally well in the carly tourna-
mentz. Tt will also better equip them to coach
your novices, and to answer their topic ques-
tions. Finally, you'll have far fewer pagesto
photocopy for all of your teams, saving a
considerable sum.

‘Whenever I propose this idea, I hear
the objection that it leaves out mid-level
debaters. Some react that the system seems
designed to foster a top-team mentality. For
the majority of squads, where only two/four
teams will be competing at the top regional
or national level, it's a moot point. Only if
vou have a huge number of varsity teams
who will travel heavily is the elitism con-
cern appropriate. But under those circum-
stances, mid-level debaters can be produc-
tively involved. So long as the most experi-
enced students are at the heart of the work,
vou can adapt my recommendation in a
number of ways. You might organize stu-
dents into groups, where each group in-
cludes your top two dcbaters, have them
go through rebriefing, and then bring you
in at the final briefing stage. And of course
there is other work to be done, where less
experienced teams can take the lead: new
arguments to be researched, holes to be
filled, affirmatives to write, updates to re-
search and brief. After the main briefs are
produced, every team shouid do drill work
on the position. Once the season is under-
way, every student can and normally would
be given assignments that further diversity
the argument set, all in a process that you
direct and coordinate. Presuming we agree
the final goal is to bring all of your students
up to speed on the topic, I am simply pro-
posing you start by concenirating on the
most experienced branching out from there,
as opposed to a much harder to control sys-
tem where bits and picces are attempted by
every student.

Conchusion

These tips address only a few of the
questions that arise when facing summer
workshop decisions. Many other issues
crop up: how to deal with especially young
students or novices who scek summer in-
struction, how to gauge dorm supervision
and program safety, how to assess the rela-
tionship a prograni has with its sponsoring
institution and the nature of the governing
academic oversight, whether students
should attend multiple programs in a single
summer, the extent to which schools should
fund rais¢ for institute-bound debaters, to
mention only a few.

It all boils down to this: the more you
know, the better your student's sammer ex-
perience, before, during, and after the fact.
Take charge of the institute selection pro-
cess and its work product, so that your de-
baters will receive the great instructional
benefit without exposing your program to
the potential downsides of summer instruc-
tion.

{Dr. David Cheshier, director of debate
at Georgia State University, has taught
at 26 summer programs. He is former
director of the Georgetown University
debate institute and currently is division
coordinator of the debate institute at The
University of lowa).

(Snider from page 24)

sixth, and computer skills last. Michael
Forrest, executive director of NACE, notes
that even the top technical and consulting
firms are hiring more liberal-arts students,
"which underscores the importance of com-
munications over more transitory technical
skills." Interpersonal skills are revealed asa
major factor in the success of managers and
executives (The Orange County Register,
April 15, 1996; Pg. D07, "On Working").

Oral communication skills may be
even more important in small business as
opposed to a corporate business environ-
ment. In evaluating the skills needed to be
successful in small business, Miriam Pep-
per listed excellent communication skills as
being as important as being a sclf-started
and level of commitment (Miriam Pepper,
The Kansas City Star, January 26, 1995; Pg.
BI, "It's time to think small"),

As we get closer to the new millen-
nium, it appears to be more and more the
case that speech communication training,
in the classroom and through forensics,
trains students to succeed on the job, in
the community, and in the family, We ne-
glect such training at our peril. Educational
planners and administrators need to realize
that speech communication is not just an-
other subject to be taught, but a skill which
benefits students and our society in many
different and important ways.

(Alfred C. Snider, Edwin W. Lawrence
Professor of Forensics, University of
Vermont, is the founder of Debate
Central: Debate's Biggest Website at
hitp://debate.uvm.edu/)
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SPECIAL LECTURER

DR. DAVID ZAREFSKY

| Dean :
! The School of Speech
Northwestern University

| B.S., M.A,, Ph.D., Northwestern University; Dean, The School of Speech, Northwestern University,
Evanston, Ninois. More than 30 years involvement in debate and forensics: national high school champion,
nationally acclaimed coach, veteran director of the National High School Institute in Speech (the model
for all other “good” forensics institutes), lecturer, consultant, author; past president of SCA; husband and
father of two.

Dr. Zarefsky gave major attention to the importance of competitive debate in his keynote address to the
International Communication Association in Amsterdam. Dr. Zarefsky’s “Paradigms” lectures and “Logic”
seminars have been enjoyed by lowa participants for more than a decade. Professor Zarefsky may well have given more lectures to
high school students on dehate than any person living. None would disagree that any lecture by Dr. Zarefsky is expertly delivered.
Students particularly enjoy the opportunity to ask questions after the lectures and sessions. Dr. Zarefsky is available to speak
personally with teachers and students at Slater Hall on the last night of his visit. It is a singular honor to have him returning in 1998,

FACULTY

THOMAS E. SULLIVAN, Former teacher
and director of forensics, Highland Park
High School, Dallas; B.S., University of
Wisconsin, M.A., Baylor University; his
teams have won every major speech and
debate tournament in the forensics world.

MIKE L. EDMONDS, Dean of students,
Colorado College, Colorado Springs; B.A., o
theater and English; M.A., Ph.DD., University  Thomas Sullivan Mike Edmonds Richard Edwards
of Mississippi; 1984 Hall of Fame graduate,

University of Mississippi; several national

individual events champions and finalists; board of directors,
William Faulkner Debate Tourpament.

RICHARD EDWARDS, Professor, Baylor University, Waco, TX; .
B.A., M A, Ph.D., The University of lowa; designed and perfected 12 |nter|_1atmnat Center
the Tab Room on the Mac program that has revolutionized The University of lowa
tourpament management; long time member of the wording lowa City, IA 52242
committee for the national high school topic; editor and author of

dozens of articles and publications for ligh school teachers and 319/335-0621 (Phone) 319/835-2111 \F2x)
students on debate.

June 22 - July 5, 1998

TEACHERS ARE NOT AN AFTERTHOUGHT AT IOWA!
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In debate circles, Dr. Cheshier is a heavy hitter. . ]

David M. Cheshier, Division Coordinator

DAVID CHESHIER, Division coordinator, assistant professor and director of debate
at Georgia State University In Atlanta, B.A., Wake Forest, M.A., Ph.D. Iowa; former
director, Georgetown, veteran lab leader at Jowa and Dartmouth institutes. Dr.
Cheshier is regarded as one of the most outstanding debate Iab leaders in the nation.
His devotion and dedication have earned him the admiration and respect of students
and coaches from across the country. He has tanght and lectured to thousands of
students at dozens of summer programs over the last 16 years. He has edited
numerous handbooks for debaters, written topic papers and directed dozens of
tournaments, His work is evident in every aspect of the policy debate division.

MICHAEL ANTONNUCCI: Student at the University of
Towa; Baird Debate Forum Member; assistant coach,
Cedar Rapids Washington High Schocl, Cedar Rapids,
IA; former debater at Lexington High School,
Lexington, MA; Kentucky Fellow; Glenbrook Round-
Robin; Walter Ulrich Award recipient; published poet.

CHUCK BALLINGALL, Director of Debate at Damien
High School; B.A., University of Redlands, he has
coached many teams to the late elimination rounds of
every major tournament; former high school and
college debater; Vice
President of the National
Debate Coaches Association.

PAUL BELLUS, Debate coach,
The University of lowa; B.A
M.A., University of Nebraska,
Omaha, NE; former debate
coach, Westside High School,
Omaha, NE; coached
numerous champions
including TOC, NFL, and
state champions; recipient of
numerous coaching and
Jjudging awards.

Paul Bellus, Debate Coach,
University of Iowa

OMAR GUEVARA, Ph.D. candidate at Wayne State
University, Detroit, MI; former Baird Debate Forum
member; numerous high school and college debate
awards; B.A., Towa; M.A., Miami of Ohio.

FATHER RAYMOND HAHN, Headmaster, director of
forensics, Cathedral Prep, Erie, PA; B.A., St. Mary’s
Seminary College, M.Div., School of Theology, St.
Mary’s University; Key Coach, NFL Double Diamond.

DAVID HINGSTMAN, Assistant professor and director of
debate, The University of Jowa; Phi Beta Kappa; A.B.,
Princeton; J.D., Harvard; Ph.D., Northwestern; coached
several champions including NDT; voted one of the
most outstanding debate crifics in the nation.

MICHAEL JORDAN, Teacher and Director of debate,
Montgomery Academy, Montgomery, AL; B.A.,
Samiford University, Birmingham, AL; former high
school and college debater.

SHERYL KACZMAREK, Teacher and Director of
Forensics, Newburgh Free Academy, Newburgh, NY;
B.S., Carroll College; M.S., University of Illinois;
coached numerous teams to late elimination rounds of
eVvery major tournament.
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TIM MC RAE, Graduate student, Georgetown
University; outstanding former high school
debater, Detroit Catholic Central;
outstanding former college debater,
Georgetown University.

GREG MYRBERG, Teacher at Iowa City West
High School; BS, Kansas, college debater at
KU, English & Debate lowa City West
High School; coached at UNC and Emory;
9] and 88 NLF Nationals, 3 Barkley Forum
Chanipions.

PATUILA NETTI.ES, Teacher and former director
of debate, Woodward High School, Atlanta,
GA; teaches AP Physics; B.S., M.S., Emory
University; Key Coach of the Barkley
Forum; numerous teams in the late
elimination rounds of major national
tournaments including champions.

DAVID O'CONNOR, Former instructor,
assistant debate coach, West High School,
lowa City, 1A; coached nurnerous teams to
lare elimination rounds of every major
national toumament; two-time state
champion; former college debater;
numerous coaching and judging awards;
charter member of Iowa staff.

ANDY PETERSON, Student at The University
of Towa; Baird Debate Forum member; first
round NDT qgnalifier; late elimination
rounds of every college tournament; former
debater, Ottumwa High School, Ottumwa,
IA.

COREY RAYBURN, Senior at The University
of lowa; Baird Debate Forum member; top
speaker at the NDT; two-time first round
NDT qualifier; second place 1996 NDT;
former debater, Jefferson Science.

CI.AY RHODES, Student at Wake Forest
University; former successful high
school debater; numerous
intercollegiate debating and speaking
awards,

KAREN SCOTT, Senior, The University of
Iowa; Baird Debate Forum member;
former debater at Oak Park River
Forest High School; numerous
intercollegiate debating and speaking
awards.

WARREN SPROUSE, Teacher and director
of forensics, Washington High School,
Cedar Rapids, [A; B.A., Oberlin
College, Oberlin, OH; M.A., Columbia
Untversity, New York, NY; coached
numerous teams to late elimination
rounds.

WILLIAM TRAPANI, Ph.D. candidate,
The University of Jowa, lowa City, [A;
debate coach; B.A., M.A., Baylor
University, Waco, TX; outstanding
college debater; coached numerous
teams to late elimination rounds of

Clay Rhodes every major college tournament.

JON WIEBEL, Graduate Fellowship; Ph.D.
candidate, The University of Iowa; Phi
Beta Kappa; B.A. Baylor University,
Waco, TX; ML.A., former debate coach,
University of North Carolina; former
director of forensics, Plano East High
School, Plano, TX; former first round
NDT qualifier; nhmerous
intercollegiate and speaking awards.

Faiher Hahn

Omar Guevara

For an enrollment packet or additional information, contact:
Paul Slappey, director

319-335-0621 or 319-335-2111 (fax)

slappey @blue.weeg.uiowa.edu

National Summer Institute in Forensics
12 International Center
The University of Iowa
Towa City, lowa 52242-1802




LINCOLN-DOUGLAS DEBATE
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Patricia Bailey & Marilee Dukes

PATRICIA BAILEY, Teacher at Homewood High School,

Birmingham, Al; B.A., Huntington College, MLA.,
Montevallo (AL); NFL Diamond Coach, Key Coach,
Barkley Forum; coached NFL. LD champion, numerous
NFL national qualifiers, LD state champion for seven
years running; Former District Chair, Deep South NFL,
Alabama Speech Teacher of the Year Award; National
Topic Seiection Committee for LD debate; Samford and
Iowa Lincoin-Douglas debate institutes.

PAM CADY, Teacher at Apple Valley High School, Apple

Valley, MN; B.S., Southwest State University, M.A.,

Mankato State University; qualified more than 50 stu-
- dents to NFL Nationals; NFL Diamond Key Coach

Award, member NFL LD topic selection committee.

MICHELE COODY, Teacher at Montgomery Academy;

B.S., Spring Hill, M.A_, Auburn University, NFL Dia-
mond coach; TOC advisory board; coached numerous
national qualifiers; Key Coach, Barkley Forum.

HETAL J. DOSHI, Former debater and graduate of Vestavia

Hills High School; Glenbrook Champion; MBA Cham-
pion; Semifinalist Bronx High School of Science, NFL
Nationals; Top Speaker, TOC; three time TOC qualifier.

' DUKES & BAILEY: LD PIONEERS |
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Ms. Bailey and Ms. Dukes are recognized for excellence in
and out of the classroom. At Iowa, they have built what many
regard as the “only summer program” for Lincoln-Douglas
debaters. Their standards, expectations and performance are
nothing short of remarkable, and they demand and get the
best from their very able staff. Their curriculum is organized,
thorough and challenging to the very best students. They have
found the right mix of theory and practice, and year after
year, students come back for more.

MARILEE DUKES, Teacher at Vestavia Hills High School,

Birmingham, AL; B.S., University of Southern Missis-
sippi, ML.S., North Texas State University (Debate Fel-
Tow) Former high school and college debater; 20-year
teaching and coaching veteran; numerous state and na-
tional qualifiers; coached NFL and TOC champions;
NFL Triple-Diamond Key Coach Award; Key Coach of
the Barkley Forum; years of previous summer institute
experience, Blue and Gold Society.

BRIAN FLETCHER, Graduate of West Des Moines Valley

High School, Des Moines, 1A; 1996 Glenbrooks charn-
pion; Champion Bronx Round Robin, MBA Round
Robin, and Glenbrook Round Robin.

RENARD FRANCOIS, Attorney, 1.D., George Washington

University;1990 participant in LD NFL Nationals, Tovr-
nament of Champions, Montgomery Bell Academy
Round Robin; CEDA debater at the University of Penn-
sylvania; previous institutes include Iowa and Samford;
assistant debate coach, Montgomery Bell Academy.

KANDI KING, Teacher at Tom C. Clark High School, San
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ANOOP MISHRA, Director of Birmingham City Revital-
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1998 TEANM DEBATE TOPIT
CRITICAL INTERNATIONAL RELATIONS THEORIES:
APPLICATIONS TO THE RUSSIA TOPIC

by Jason Hernandez and Steve Mancuso

The high school debate topic for the
1998-1999 school year poses the question
of how the United States should change its
foreign policy toward Russia. Although
debate about foreign policy has been rel-
egated to a back-seat compared to domes-
tic issues by the American public, the aca-
demic community in international relations
(IR) has been energized by the end of the
Cold War. The Russia topic will provide a
challenging opportunity for debaters,
coaches, and judges to analyze alternative
theories of international relations. The two
purposes of this atticle are to provide a brief
introduction to Critical International Rela-
tions Theories (CT), and secondly, to sug-
gest how debaters could incorporate this
exciting, but controversial field of IR into
pragmatic debates about US foreign policy.

A Survey of International Relations
Theory

International relations theorists take
what they know about the world and create
theories that rationalize the phenomenon
known as world politics. However, just as
there 1s no one theory of the beginning of
the universe or presidential popularity, there
is no single theory of international relations.
Political scientists, much like the scientists
investigating the origins of the universe,
must piece together theories that explain
past and current events based on the data
they can assemble. This is a daunting task
since either there may not be a single an-
swer to the questions they are asking, or
the unambiguous evidence they need to
provide a fruitful hypothesis may no longer
exist, assuming that it ever did. Some of the
questions posed by these political scien-
tists are: why are democracies less prone to
violent conflict; why can Latin America na-
tions not follow the East Asian develop-
ment sirategy; when do states cooperate;
and, certainly how should the US change
its foreign policy in the Post-Cold War
world?

The primary mainstream International
Relations theories are “Realism™ and “Lib-
eral institutionalism”. Realists believe that
states are situated in the anarchy of world
politics where every state purely looks out

for its own national interest. A concept re-
ferred to as the “security dilemma” stems
from the idea that all states are potential
enemies and that enhancing the security of
one state produces a relative loss of secu-
rity for all others. Realists measure power
according to material capabilities like mili-
tary expenditures, troop levels and natural
resources. Peace, Realists argue, is only
sustainable through a balance of power
among several states, as opposed to a bi-
polar, hegemonic world. The essential com-
ponents of Realism are best summarized by
Kenneth Waltz: states are involved in an
unending struggle with each other, because
that is the nature of states in an anarchic
world; power i1s necessary to survive in it or
to continue to fight; all states are potential
enemies (Waltz, 30).

Liberal institutionalists believe that
states can achieve security through con-
struction of international regimes and struc-
tures. Examples of these structures include
bilateral arms control agreements, like
START Iand START I, and multilateral eco-
nornic institutions like the WT'Q. States can
engage each other through these structures,
learning norms of peaceful cooperation and
developing a common interest in the status
quo. Liberalism is most closely associated
with the work of Immanuel Kant who ar-
gued that peace is achieved through inter-
national institutions and the spread of de-
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mocracy. A prominent example of Liberal-
ism in the American tradition is Woodrow
Wilson’s Fourteen Points during World War
I. Scholars like Bruce Russett and Francis
Fukuyama are prominent Liberals in the aca-
demic literature. A grand debate has taken
place over the last several decades between
advocates of Realism and Liberalism.

Critical International Relations Theo-
ries (CT) developed as alternatives chal-
lenging these dominant paradigms, prima-
rily Realism. Precisely defining CT'is a very
difficult task, but roughly it is an interdisci-
plinary endeavor, combining political sci-
ence, international relations, sociology, his-
tory, psychology and other fields to formu-
late different theories of world politics.
There are many different theories under the
rubric of CT, some examples include
constructivism, identity politics, and post-
stracturalism. The main goal of the CT
project is to provide an alternative to the
Realist view of the world that more accu-
rately explains world politics.

One Critical Theory known as
“Constructivism” or “Identity Politics” is
especially germane to the Russia topic. Iden-
tity Politics explores world politics from the
viewpoint that IR can best be explained by
analyzing a collection of identities, rather
than states. Instead of taking the state as
the given and only relevant unit of analy-
sis, these theorists imagine the possibility




of many different states, many distinct iden-
tities. It then follows that alternative kinds
of states do not treat each other in similar
manners. This approach has been used to
explain many of the hard questions in inter-
national politics that Realism has difficulty
answering.

For cxample, the notion that there is
more than one “Russian state” is a prime
concern of Identity Politics. - Russia’s be-
havior in international politics is an out-
growth of these identities. What are
Russia’s identities? Consider the vast num-
ber of adjectives used to describe Russia in
our everyday discourse in journals and
newspapers. Russia is an “‘ex-communist
state”, it is a “developing state”, it is a
“democratic state”, it is an “Asian state”, a
“nuclear state”, and so on. According to
theories of Identity Politics, we can best
understand Russian behavior by studying
these particular identities and how policy
choices influence these identities. In this
respect, Identity Politics considers a dra-
matically different set of variables than does
Realism.

Furthermore, whereas Realists mea-
sure solely the role of states in world poli-
tics, Critical Theories take a more expansive
course, incorporating actors like NGOs,
transnational corporations and factors like
domestic politics into their explanation of
world politics. CT appeals to a number of
different non-quantitative (“‘post-positiv-
ist” is term in the literature) fields to analyze
world politics, whereas Realists believe that
the influence of religion, culture, history
and other variables is subordinate to pre-
cise measurements of material capabilities.
Finally, critical theorists are very concerned
with the inability of Realism to explain ma-
jor events in world politics such as the end
of the Cold War and the two world wars.

The Relevance of International Relations
Theory In Debate Rounds

International Relations theory is in no
way new to debate. Debaters have always
implicitly relied on IR theory to make argu-
ments even before the advent of “critiques™.
Confidence building measures, trade agree-
ments such as GATT or the WTQ, and cli-
mate treaties are all examples of policies
based upon the rationale of Liberal institu-
tionalism, in that these structures and insti-
tutions should encourage peaceful behav-
ior. Typically arguments against these co-
operative measures are based on a pessi-
mistic, Realist view of the world.

Another common example of the use
of International Relations theory in debate
is the advocacy of disadvantages about
geopolitics, These disadvantages normally
state that the affirmative’s plan exerts US
influence in a particular region or over a
particular issue, and in doing so reduces
the influence of another actor, usually a
country. Such arguments will be common
on the Russia topic, focusing on Japan,
China, and India. These disadvantages are
rooted in Realism, a theory that places pri-
ority on the role of geopolitics, territory and
material capabilities in detertrining security,

Critical IR Theories have commonty
been used in debate as arguments referred
to as “cnitiques.” Negative teams arguing
critiques depict the affirmative plan or case
as a Realist explanation of world politics,
and indict Realism using the work of Criti-
cal Theorists. CT has appeared in debate
rounds under the auspices of critique argu-
ments labeled Threat Construction,
Orientalism, or even simply the title “Real-
ism”. Although Critical Theory can easily
be used in this manner since the literature
supports rejecting the Realist paradigms,
this article takes no position on this par-
ticular framework for using CT. Rather, our
goal is to introduce debaters to Critical IR
Theory and to suggest ways in which CT
can be argued in a traditional policy making
paradigm.

One Critical Theory argument that will
be especially prominent on the Russia topic
is often termed “Threat Construction.”
Threat Construction is an argument
grounded in identity politics which places
an emphasis on identity, meaning and dis-
course in world politics. Advocates of the
Threat Construction position indict the op-
position for “dreaming up scenarios for con-
flict” or for creating “self-fulfilling proph-
esies” through their policies. The evidence
for this argument is derived from studies of
linguistics, discourse, identity, and culture.
Policies aimed at these constructed threats,
and which seek to remedy them with deter-
Tent or hard-line solutions are the target of
this criticism. The policies of the affirma-
tive are sometimes said to create “other-
ness” - in the words of the oft quoted
scholar David Campbell. Examples of cases
that are subject to this criticism are ones
that warn of virulent Russian nationalism
and its expansionist tendencies. A case that
deters potential Russian aggression by sta-
tioning troops in neighboring states would
be another example. A non-military example
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would be a case that uses economic sanc-
tions to influence Russian behavior. One
would argue that these plans created self-
fulfilling prophesies or threais. Accordingly,
if Russia s treated as an enemy or a rogue
then Russia will “learn” to play that role.
These arguments are supported by claims
that identities are constantly changing and
adapting, and are influenced by others or
mutually constitutive. William Wohlforth, a
fellow of international security studies at
Yale University describes this process as it
pertains to Russia.” The contemporary dis-
course of Russia’s new foreign policy elite
resembles a laundry list of the ‘myths of
empire’ excoriated by Westerm scholars (if
not policy makers): belief in the prevalence
of bandwagoning in world politics, the pos-
sibility of falling dominos, the vital impor-
tance of a reputation for power in order to
maintain the country’s status and internal
and extemnal security, and a strongly zero-
sum conception of international security
and economics. It is difficult to persuade
these new Russian strategists that any per-
son knowledgeable about world affairs
could possibly believe such notions to be
myths. Eacli and every one of these propo-
sitions, they believe, was so clearly demon-
strated by Gorbachev and Kozyrev’s expe-
rience on the world scene as to be beyond
discussion" (Wohlforth, 13).

Some affirmative plans will depend
greatly on the theory of Realism. For ex-
ample, this year’s college debate topic re-
quires the affirmative to provide security
assistance to Southeast Asia. A plan that
provides F-16s to the Philippines to deter
China is very reliant on a balance of power
world view, an assumption of realpolitik ra-
tionality among Chinese leaders, an as-
sumption that China is a revisionist state,
and that China’s material capabilities are
equivalent to its intentions. These assump-
tions are clearly Realist. The affirmative
case, thetoric and evidence will reflect this
quite clearly. The affirmative will clamm that
“war is inevitable”, “China seeks power In-
satiably”, “A US presence strikes a good
balance in the region”, “China would not
be willing to fight the US if we show strong
resolve.” These statements clearly reflecta
Realist framework. High school debaters
will encounter similar affirmatives on the
Russia topic.

Critical Theory in a Traditional Policy
Framework
The task of applying these complex

—— ]
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arguments to a policy making paradigm is
not difficult. In fact, much of the language
and the “ivory tower” appearance of Criti-
cal Theory can be stripped away. Adapt-
ing these theories requires debaters to go
beyond evidence to make strong and intel-
ligent link arguments. We offer three sug-
gestions for how to incorporate Critical
Theories into mainstream strategies and
how to facilitate their understanding in de-
bate rounds.

First, the negative should to use the
cross-examination extensively to set-up
these arguments. Using the cross-exami-
nation period to establish the affirmative
assumptions allows discussion to begin at
a casual, conversational pace and therefore
increases the understanding of the nega-
tive position. Affirmatives do not gener-
ally make their Realist arguments or assump-
tions explicit, therefore the cross-examina-
tion is essential to demonstrate how the ar-
guments in the First A ffinmative speech uti-
lize Realist assumptions. In essence, the
negative should ask how the authors in the
First Affirmative speech know their claims
to be true. Take for example an affirnative
plan that stationed troops in near-by states
to deter Russian aggression, The cross-ex-
aminer should tease out the reasons why
the authors of the affirmative solvency evi-
dence believe their approach would prevent
conflict. The cross-examiner should ask
why Russia would be deterred by the affir-
mative policy. If, as is likely, the answer is
“Russia would not risk a war with the US”
the cross-examiner should continue to de-
velop a further understanding of why Rus-
sia would not risk conflict. The subsequent
affirmative response will probably be “The
costs would be too great, to their leader-
ship, economy and people”. The cross-ex-
aminer should then ask if the affirmative plan
prevents Russian aggression in a manner
other than dcterrence. The affirmative
would likely respond that it was not neces-
sary to transform Russia, one only needed
to deter an attack to prevent conflict.

What would the negative have ac-
complished from such a cross-examination?
They would have closely linked the affir-
mative to the assumptions of power poli-
tics and Realism, They would have demon-
strated that the affirmative relies on deter-
rence and on pitting material capabilities
against one another; that only troop levels,
resources and tervitorial conquest matter to
the states in question. The cross examina-
tion would have also established the affir-

mative assumption that policy makers can
accurately predict Russia®s response to the
plan and furthermore, that aggression does
not have to be eliminated at its root but can
be contained or managed. Atthis point the
negative is effectively prepared to advance
the arguments of Critical International Re-
lations Theory.

Second, the negative should present

specific link analysis in the initial argument.

An effective way to “demystify” the lan-
guage of CT is for the negative to put into
their own words an explanation of how the
affirmative plan, case or evidence makes
Realist assumptions and why Realism as a
theory is inadequate or counterproductive.
Drawing upon their accomplishments in
cross-examination the negative should have
no trouble indicating the specific links be-
tween the affirmative claims and the nega-
tive CT arguments.

Finally, the negative should demon-
strate how their “case-specific” evidence
and their “theoretical” evidence are mutu-
ally reinforcing. In the first instance, the
negative can read evidence refuting the
specific claims in the First Affirmative
speech, such as reasoning why Russia will
not go to war unless they feel encircled.
On the second level, the negative can intro-
duce their CT evidence that indicts the para-
digm of power politics. For example, John
Vasquez’'s The Power of Power Politics: A
Critique makes the argument that statisti-
cally the outcome of forcign policies based
upon state-centric, anarchical theorics of
power politics policies tends to be war, not
peace (Vasquez, 200-1). In other words,
when nations try to play power politics to
balance against threats it is more likely they
will cause war than preserve peace. Draw-
ing connections between these two types
of proofs helps makc evidence that seems
abstract and theoretical support a highly
relevant policy concern.

Critical Theory In A Stock Issues
Framework

Critical Theory can be used very ef-
fectively by the negative to challenge the
harm and solvency subpeints of the affir-
mative case. Many affirmative harm con-
tentions will be based upon predictions of
war or instability premised upon Realist
notions. However, it can be argued that the
historical record of Realism to predict con-
flict is fraught with substantial shortcom-
ing. Critics of Realism point to the theory’s
inability to explain the two world wars as a

major fault. Realist theory often assumes
that states are hostile on the basis of static
analysis of a nations military capability, with-
out regard to analysis of that nation’s in-
tentions. Furthermore affimmative cases may
be premised solely upon analysis of state-
centered actors, ignoring the roles that sub-
national actors play in the process of pre-
venting or causing conflict. These strong
theoretical objections can undermine many
of the fundamental assumptions of the af-
firmative harm contentions.

Critical Theories are also very fertile
ground for attacking the solvency conten-
tions of affirmative cases. Affirmatives may
basc their solvency upon assurnptions of
the viability of deterrence, power politics or
balance of power. 1f the affirmative relies
on such Realist justifications for their policy
they must explain why similar policies have
failed in the past. Theoretical evidence can
be used to strengthen plan-specific sol-
vency arguments.

For example, CT indicts the “problem-
solution” approach of Realism. Under this
approach the Realist takes “the world as it
finds it... as the given framework for action.
The general aim of problem-solving is to
make these relationships and institutions
work smoothly by dealing effectively with
particular sources of trouble” (Cox, 128).
The First Affirmative speech typically pre-
sents a classic problem-solution framework.
The speech could pose, for example, the
problem that Russia is selling arms to Iran,
and offer the solution of targeting Ameri-
can economic sanctions at Russia for con-
ducting these sales. The First Affirmative
speech implicitly takes the structures of the
world as given and works within them. Jim
George indicts this approach and cites the
recent conflict in Bosnia as an example of
its failure, arguing that the problem-solu-
tion framework led to an inadequate US
policy which he likened to an anaesthetized
patient fading in and out of consciousness
(George, 199). 1t is argued that Realist poli-
cies solve one security dilemma by creating
another, never truly accomplishing a last-
ing peace. The negative can depict the af-
firmative case and plan as an incomplete
snapshot of world politics that acts on a
temporary problem with an incomplete so-
lution.

Critical Theoryin a Comparative
Advantage Framework
Critical Theories can also be used in
disadvantage and counterplan formats to



demonstrate that the affirmative plan does
not offer a comparative advantage over the
negative policy. Critical Theories can be
used as disadvantages in several ways. The
negative can argue that policy makers are
gradually shifting the way they look at the
world, away from a Realist paradigm, to a
more inclusive view. The negative would
then argue that the affirmative policy, by
implementing Realist reasoning and solu-
tions throws American foreign policy back-
ward, toward the failure and harmful conse-
quences of Realism. The critical element
for the negative to successfully implement
this strategy is proving that the status quo
is not already locked in a Realist mindset.
Such evidence can commouly be found in
articles discussing the influence of CT on
pohicy makers.

Critical Theory can also be used as a
disadvantage in a more specific manner, by
demonstrating the affirmative plan is coun-
terproductive because it is based upen in-
ferior theoretical assumptions. The “self-
fulfilling prophesy” argument is an example
of this type of disadvantage. The nepative
can argue that the affirmative policy causes
Russia to become an aggressive rogue state
by treating it as a nation that must be con-
tained instead of engaged. Again such a
position is made stronger by the incorpora-
tion of both specific and theoretical evi-
dence.

Finally, the negative may be able to
exploit Critical Theory with the use of a
counterplan. The negative can present a
counterplan that offers an alternative to the
affirmative Realist solution, one that com-
petes with the plan through a test of net
benefits. Such a strategy must be consid-
ered very carefully, however as previously
explamed, one of the difficulties in using
CT as a disadvantage withouta counterplan
is that there may be no escape from Realism
or state-centrism by voting negative. Some
negatives respond to this “uniqueness”
problem by counterplanning with adoption
of a*“‘Critical” world view as theirplan. For
example, they could counterplan with adopt-
ing all policies snpported by a certain criti-
cal theorist author, or counterplan by ban-
ning all state-centered foreign policy. The
difficulty with this approach is that the best
policy will likely be the combination of the
affirmative and the negative (often referred
to as “doing both™), in which case the nega-
tive would have failed to meet their burden
of response.

A more narrowly tailored counterplan

strategy would be to incorporate CT into a
very specific alternative. For example, sup-
pose the affirmative plan provided humani-
tarian AIDS assistance to the Russian gov-
eriiment, claiming that AIDS is rampant in
Russia, and that assistanice would solve the
problem. The negative could counterplan
by offering the same AIDS assistance to
Non-Governmental Organizations (NGOs) in
Russia, avoiding a state-centered approach
to the problem. If the negative can demon-
strate that the state is part of the problem n
AIDS policy in Russia, perhaps the gov-
ernment is unpopular in certain subpopula-
tions where the risk of ATDS spread is above
average, a counterplan that cuts out the
government as an actor might be preferable.
The negative could bolster their
counterplan by reading CT evidence that
state actors are too mflexible, too reaction-
ary or just incompetent.

Conclusion

Reading, debating and understand-
ing Critical International Relations Theory
can be intimidating at first. Debaters who
take the time to learn about these theories
will be well placed to take advantage of what
is a highly relevant and powerful analytical
paradigm for the upconing Russia topic. As
we have written, debaters will find CT use-
ful in many situations, but they must be
careful about how those arguments are de-
veloped and explained to ensure their maxi-
mum effectiveness.
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(Steve Mancuso was the greatest debater
of his time! Coached by the legendary
Phyllis Barton, he was NFL National
Debate Champion in 1977 and NCFL
Debate Champion in 1978, As coach at
the University of Michigan, his teams
have twice reached the NDT final round,
he has coached an NDT top speaker and
Michigan was awarded the Rex
Copeland Award as the top ranked
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college debate team in 1997, Stove
debated for J. W. Patterson at the
University of Kentucky, where he was
NDT Top Speaker in 1982, Jason
Hernandez debated at Palmettop (FL) HS
and qualified for nationals in 1995,
finishing 13th place and 6th speaker. He
now debates for Michigan.)

[This article is a summary of a longer
article and evidence book by these two au-
thors available to debaters and coaches
through Paradigm Research at 800.837.9973
or www.iglobal net/paradigm/.]
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This trivia tidbit is for all true soap
opera fans. Parkway West's Tuc Watkins
represented the East Missouri District
in 1984 in San Antonio and was a semi-
finalist at the Eau Claire NFL National
Tournament in 1985. His event was hu-
morous interpretation which may explain
why he got the nod to be in ABC day-
time drama. He played the much-too-
young husband of Dorian in One Life to
Live and was really mean to Monica in
General Hospital.

East Missouri has played match-
maker to many forensic-minded couples,
but none is more significant to us than
our own national tournament leaders--
Becky and Randy Pierce. These two
were coach-competitors before they
became sweethearts. They met while
Randy was coaching for Pattonville and
Becky was at Berkely HS. They are
grand alone and grand as a team, too.
Becky is directing finals and our open-
ing ceremonies while Randy is our over-
all tournament chair and forensics di-
rector at our host school. Nothing could
have been more right than that the two
of them should have been seen selected
as the Teacher of the Year at their re-
spective schools DURTNG THE SAME
YEAR - 1997, They seem to have ac-
complished something that is nearly
impossible--staying married while
coaching their teams to achieve out-
standing success. Their example is one
reason why we think we know how to
get along with each other in an activity
that can be cutthroat. The Pierces have
two lovely daughters. In true forensic
tradition, their eldest has her mom for a
coach at Parkway South HS.
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CX Program: July 26 - August 14, 1998 LD/ Events: August1-14, 1998
SUPERIOR The Stanford National Forensic Institute offers a unique national caliber
PROGRAM: program which features policy debate, LD debate, and NFL events. The

policy program is 3 weeks, the |IE and LD programs are 2 weeks. One of the finest facuities in the
nation will teach students both fundamentals and advanced techniques in a rigorous, carefully
structured environment that caters to the needs of forensics students at all levels. Policy debate
students who have attended an institute of sufficient rigor earlier in the summer may apply for
l acceptance into the “swing lab,” designed for students desiring a 5 week comprehensive program.

SUPERIOR The faculty of the SNFI| is among the finest ever assembled. The majority
FACULTY: of primary faculty will be current and former high school and collegiate
coaches of national repute. Initially confirmed faculty include:

Judy Butler, Georgia State  Randy Lusky, El Cerrito Haijir Ardibili, Kansas
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Sasha Peterson, CPS Kanan Sawyer, Washington BrianHouseholder,Humboldt
SUPERIOR The SNFI is held on the Stanford University campus, located in Palo Alto,
SETTING: CA. Stanford is one of the best universities in the world, and has for several

years running ranked in the top five in the annual U.S. News college rankings. There is no better
location anywhere to study forensics. The campus is safe and secure, being set apart from the city
of Palo Alto, and provides a beautiful setting for the students to study, practice and learn. Around
the clock supervision is provided by an experienced staff which collectively has hundreds of
previous institute teaching sessions of experience. The SNFI specializes inadvanced competitors,
but comprehensive programs at all levels are available.

REASONABLE Policy Debate LD and Events
COST: $1,575 resident plan $1,225 resident plan
$800 commuter plan $645 commuter plan

Given the nature and quality of the 1938 program the cost is quite low. This program,
both in faculty composition and in siructure compares favorably with programs costing
h nearly twice as much. The SNF! maximizes program quality by spending funds on

obtaining superior facilities and faculty. The resident plan includes housing for the
duration of the program, 3 meals a day on most days of the program, tuition and all
required materials. The commuter plan includes tuition and some materials. An
additional $75 application fee is required upon application to the SNFI.

TO APPLY Stanford Debate - SNFI Scholarships in the
&/or INQUIRE: 1678 Shattuck Ave, Suite 305 form of need-based
w or call: (510) 548-4800 Berkeley, CA 94709 aid are available.

www.educationunlimited.com




The National Forensic Consoriium presents

THE STANFORD NATIONAL SWING LAB PROGRAM
JuLY 26 - Aucust 14, 1998

The Stanford Swing Lab Program is the finest academic preparatory program for policy debate students.
To be eligible, students must be varsity level and must have previously attended at least one rigorous debate
institute during the Summer of 1998. The Swing Lab Program is held at Stanford University, one of the world’s
premier research institutions. Faculty include some of the finest and most respected debate educators, the
curriculum is rigorous and carefully executed, and students receive more debates that are expertly critiqued than
any other program of similar quality. The Swing Lab Program has a phenomenal track record: the 1996 and 1997
graduates “cleared” at most national circuit tournaments, including Greenhill, Wake Forest, Bronx, the Bronx
round-robin, Redlands, Loyola, Lexingon, Berkeley, Stanford, and Emory. Recent participants of the swing lab
have won Ist place this year at such tournaments as the Glenbrooks, USC, Stanford, and Lexington.

THE PROGRAM

Expertly Critiqued Debates. Swing Lab scholars will participate in arigorous series of at least a dozen practice
debates beginning on the second day of the camp, with an emphasis on stop-and-go and rebuttal rework debates.

Research, Evidence and Topic Inquiry. The Swing Lab program provides intensive instruction in research,
argument construction, and advanced level technique. Students will gain expertise in the 1998-99 policy debate
topic. The kernels of arguments which are produced by other institutes will be used as a starting point. These
argumentative seeds will be used by program participants to construct entire detailed positions which will include
second and third level extension blocks, modular topic arguments, and major theoretical positions with micro and
macro analytical support blocks.

Advanced Theory. Swing Lab Scholars are assumed to have mastered the basics of debate theory. This
foundation will be used to construct sophisticated and comprehensive positions. Scholars will be immersed in
advanced theory through special seminars that offer unique and rival views on a variety of issues including fiat,
competition, intrinsicness, permutations, justification, presumption, extra-topicality, the nature of policy topics,
and many other issues from the cutting edge of current theoretical discourse.

THE PRIMARY FACULTY

Robert Thomas is a debate coach at Bainbridge Island in Washington, and a former NDT debater at Emory University.
During his coaching career his teams have cleared to late elimination rounds at every major national tournament. While
coaching at Woodward Academy his teams won the Harvard, Glenbrook and Pace Round Robin tournaments. During his
last year of NDT debate he cleared at every tournament that he attended. Mr. Thomas is one of the NFC Directors and has
been teaching at summer debate institutes for over adecade, with nearly 40 individual camp sessions of teaching experience.

Jon Sharp is a debate coach at West Georgia College, and was an NDT debater at Emory University. In his senior year
of debating he won the Harvard and West Georgia tournaments, and the Dartmouth round-robin. He and his partner were
ranked #3 in the nation going into the 1994 National Debate Tournament. He was top speaker at the Pittsburgh, Louisville,
and Heart of America touraments, and in his senior year cleared to late elimination rounds at both the NDT policy debate
national championships and CEDA debate nationals. This will mark his ninth year of

teaching summer debate institutes. NATIONAL
¢ ‘Et‘ﬂl‘rﬁ-‘-‘*-‘"“-' CONSCR T Wy

APPLICATION AND ENROLLMENT

Students desiring to attend the Swing Lab Scholars Program will be admitted on an application-
only basis, and are required to attend at least one rigorous debate institute prior to attendance at the
SNFIL. All NFC camps qualify; other camps will be considered. Complete and send in the NFC
application form, and be sure to circle “Policy” and “Swing Lab” as indicated. Call (510) 548 -
4800 if you have specific questions about the program, or wish to obtain copies of the program
application.

www.educationumlimited.com




Stanford National Lincoln-Douglas Debate Institute

Regular seesion: August 1-14
Swing lab session: August 14-21

Outstanding features of the 1998 institute:

1) 14 fully critiqued practice rounds: most camps offer a practice tournament at the end of
the camp which may offer only four rounds of total experience. At SNFL, your students will not be
sent home with a pile of notes on philosophy and a stack of student researched evidence with mini-
mal visible improvement in their debate skills. Your students will receive practice rounds built into
the daily schedule. Their progress is monitored so that their development is assured!

2) Incomparable staftf: The following staff members are confirmed:

Program Director: Michael J. Major, College Prep

Lab Instructors:

Hedel Doshi, Emory Derek Smith, Harvard University
Allison Groves, Reed College Byron Arthur, New Orleans

Kenneth LeFrance, New Orleans Jessica Dean, Boston University
A.C. Padian, Yale Matt Spence, Stanford University
Additional national caliber staff being confirmed now - check out future

issues of the Rostrum, or see our brochure, for more details!

3) Swing Lab Week Option: The outstanding highlight of this option will be an extra 20 fully
critiqued practice rounds. Students attending other camps during the summer can avail themselves of
this one week experience or students in the regular camp can extend their stay for a total of 34 practice

rounds!

For many LD debaters this is the equivalent of a full year
of competitive LD debate experience in just 3 weeks!

Important Informatien
Dates: Cost:
Stanford LD Institute: August 1-14, 1998 $1,225
Commuter program: August 1-14, 1998 $645
Third week Option: August 14-21, 1998 $750

For additional information and applications contact the NFC at:
1678 Shattuck Ave., Suite 305, Berkeley, Ca., 94709
(510) 548-4800 FAX: (510) 548-0212
or on the web at:www.educationunlimited.com




Stanford National Forensic Institute
Individual Events Program August 1-14, 1998

Dramatic Interpretation...Humorous Interpretation
Oratory...Extemporaneous Speaking...lmpromptu
Thematic Interpretation...Prose...Poetry...Duo Interpretation

The Stanford Individual Events Institute offers a comprehensive program which accounts for
regional differences in style, content, and judging. Students will have the opportunity to work with
coaches and national champions from around the nation. The Institute is designed to provide a
strong techmical foundation in an enjoyable atmosphere, students at all levels of experience will be
accomodated.

The Two Track System of Placement allows advanced students to focus on specific events at an accelerated
pace, while also ensuring that the beginning to intermediate level students advance at a more relaxed pace
while participating in and leaming about a variety of different events. This ensures that upper level
competitors leave camp prepared to immediately step into high level tournament competition. Seminars
are designed to cater directly to areas of student interest. Workshops are provided to instruct new
competitors in basic speaking techniques, and novice workshops meet the needs of both new competitors
and those solely interested in improving general speaking skills without the intention of later competition.

Team Instruction provides students who are involved in a recently formed Forensics team basic techniques
on student coaching. We teach students of all levels how to coach themselves during the course of the year
to maximize their competitive experience and success. The research facilities unique to the Stanford campus
provide an excellent resource for the creation of a comprehensive script library. Institute staff has on hand
hundreds of scripts both to assist student, and to serve as example material. Resource packets are provided
specifically for this group.

Custom Coaching Seminars are a unique feature of the SNFI Events camp. The Institute’s large Lincoln/
Douglas and Policy debate as well as Individual Events staff allow us access to an enormous resource pool
of coaches and former competitors all at the same location.

* Tournament Competition * Individualized Coaching * Frequent Performance Review
* Day Trips * Access to Instructors before and after camp * Advanced Training
* Qutstanding Staff * Two Weeks of Instruction and Performance

“I had never competed before the Institute and now I am taking home First Place
awards! I learned u lot while making friends for life. 1'll be back!!”

- Loan Pham, 1996 SNFI Individual Events camp participant

Resident cost: $1,225 / Commuter cost $645
An additional application fee of $75 is required
For additional information; call (510) 548-5800
SNFI Events Program, 1678 Shattuck Avenue, # 305 Berkeley, CA 94709
www.edocationanlimited.com
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SPEECH COMMUNICATION SKILLS AND SUCCESS:

It has become part of the conventional
wisdom that students need to be prepared
to live in an information age global village,
linked together by new media and interact-
ing in new ways. While this often receives
lip service, the realities of secondary edu-
cation planning do not necessarily reflect
these generally accepted concepts.

Those of us who support the inclu-
sion of speech communication in the edu-
cational system of the 21st century often
need sound arguments and evidence to
support our advocacy. In a 1993 article
("Speech Communication must be empha-
sized in America's High Schools: a survey
of empirical findings,” The Rostrum, Janu-
ary, 1993) I attempted to present empirical
findings so that administrators, teachers,
coaches, parents, and students could act
as strong advocates of orai communication
skills, training, and forensics to their vari-
ous constituencies.

In the beginning of 1997 I was ap-
proached by several interested parties and
asked to share some of my newer informa-
tion with them so that they could continue
to lobby for taking speech communication
skills seriously in s¢condary and higher
education. I thought that it might be appro-
priate to share some of these findings with
the larger communmity.

Inthe 1993 article I argued that speech
communication activilics are an essential
part of living. 93% of waking hours involve
communication activities, with 31% ofthose
waking hours involved in speaking. Vari-
ous measures indicated that young Ameri-
cans are experiencing a communication skills
deficit, with 25% incapable of communicat-
ing simple ideas orally. Over 60% of stu-
dents could not give oral directions to a
neatby grocery store. The most common fear
expressed by Americans (41%) is fear of
speaking to an audience. This is extremely
unfortunate given that in an information
socicty communicating effectively will be
essential for personal success and well be-
ing as well asfor the well being of our soci-
ety, a point recognized by seven major study
groups (including the National Commission
on Excellence, the National Commission for
Higher Education Issues, the Task Force on
Education for Economic Growth, and the
College Board). Ina global and multicultural
world oral communication skills will be pre-

AN UPDATE
by Alfred C. Snider

eminent becanse the vast majority of inter-
cultural interactions will be oral. With emerg-
ing breakthroughs in communication tech-
nology (audio and video on the internct)
orality is likely to triumph over text.

Perhaps the evidence which sparked
the most interest in the 1993 article was the
information about oral communication skills
and the role they play in helping students
get good jobs, keep good jobs, and get pro-
moted to better positions. New data con-
firm that this relationship is strengthening
as time passes,

Increasingly, employers are con-
cerned about the decline in oral communi-
cation skills in the job applicant pool.
Nation’s Business polled their readers about
the changing nature of the job applicant
pool, and 61% indicated that prospeciive
employees seemed less skilled in 1996 than
in 1993, The most often mentioned skill defi-
cit (54%) was in basic communication skills
(Nation's Business, October, 1996; "Read-
ers' Views On Hiring" Pg. 85).

While oral communication skills are
percgived to be in decline, they remain the
most important factor that employers look
to in hiring. The National Association of
Colleges and Employers, a group which at-
tempts to assess how students fit into the
job market, concluded that the most pre-
ferred characteristic among job candidates
are good communication skills (CNN,
Newsday, November 13, 1996; Transcript
96111302V80, "Job market for college grads
looks promising"). The Association's sur-
vey of 159 major employers verified this
conclusion (5t. Petersburg Times, January
10, 1996; "Employment outlook better for
grads," p. 3B). Oddly enough, the second
most sought after characteristic for employ-
ecs was interpersonal skills, obviously
closely related to oral communication skills.

Success in the "new workforce" of
the 21st century will be closely related to
oral communicative abilities. Yet, job appli-
cants and current job holders are lacking in
these basic skills. The Research Alert news-
letter put it this way:

"It is becoming more difficult to hire
employees with the basic skills needed to
function in today's more demanding work-
place, reports The 1996 Olsten Forum on
Managing and Developing the New
Worldorce."

Most of the companics surveyed re-
port deficiency among current employees
in key basic skill areas. About 78% of the
companies say the basic computer skills of
employees need to be enhanced, and 75%
cite people-skills, including interpersonal
communication and listening skills, as ar-
eas in need of enhancement.

The most prorounced need among
management personnel is for listening skills
(cited by 66%), followed by interpersonal
communication skills (63%). Managers are
also more likely than other types of employ-
ees to require cross-cultural communication
skills (50% versus 43% citing this nced for
support staff and 32% for general labor).
The most pronounced need among profes-
sional/technical personnel is for interper-
sonal communication skills (61%) (Research
Alert, Novernber 15, 1996, VOL. 14; No. 22,
"Ready To Work: Too Many In The New
Workforce Are Lacking Basic Skills"),

1 have personally been told by some
who dispute my points that oral communi-
cation skills are less important in an age of
information technology, with email being the
example offered. This position scems to be
trapped in a text mindset, one which tech-
nological breakthroughs are about to ren-
der obsolete. Internet video conferences
and audio-email are already a reality. As
career consultant Cinda Cartee put it on the
PBS NewsHour program:

Verbal communication will certainly
play a role, because we will see the written
word fast disappear as we go from print to
audio, But the ability to verbalize, to inter-
view, and do those kinds of high-level com-
munications skills will assume greater im-
portance in work (Cinda Cartee, The
MacNeil/Lehrer NewsHour, July 7, 1995,
Friday Transcript #5266).

Over the last 25 years we have seen a
heavy and consistent discussion about the
need for science and technical instruction,
and more recently we have seen an in-
creased focus on increasing computer skills
among students. Yet, managers consistently
have a different view. In answering the ques-
tion, "Which skills will most quickly lead
you to the corporate promised land?" man-
agers surveyed by the National Associa-
tion of Colleges and Employers rated oral
communication skills first, leadership skills
{Snider to page 10)




Mastering Competitive Individual Events

Wayne Avery and Linda Webb

Authored by experienced teachers who have coached over 50 students
qualifying for national competition in individual events and who have
produced several state champions, this new text offers students and coaches
a comprehensive step-by-step study of the major speech and drama events
offered in state and national Individual Events competitions.

Students and coaches will learn how to prepare for cach event as well as
receive sugpestions for tournament presentations. Modern analysis of theory,
full texts of successful speeches, and useful classroorn activities for drama
and speech are offered. Covers: Original Orafory, Extemporaneous Speaking,
Expository Speaking, Impromptu Speaking, Dramatic Interp, Humorous Interp,
Prose and Poetry Interp, Duet Acting, Improvised Duet Acting, Duo Interp, and
mofe.

Papercover School Net Price .............. $13.50
ISBN 0931054-48-6

X Yool for Yoreysics

Bill Davis

There is no question that humor is one of hfe’s greatest gifts and that it
often provides a wonderful avenue for learning. A Fool for Forensics is a
collection of essays about debate and individual events that coaches and
students alike will savor and enjoy. Some of these essays were originally
published in the ROSTRUM magazine; others are original to this collection.

Classroom teachers will find many of the essays useful to teaching particular
concepts and strategies. All are crafted by a man who loves forensics and

cleverly lets us know why he is truly A Foof for Forensics.

Papercover School Net Price .............. $12.50
ISBN 0931054-47-8

To Order Dial Toll Free:

(800) 845-1916

(785) 862-0218 outside US

PO Box 19240

Clark Topeka, KS 66619-0240

Publishing | http://www.clarkpub.com/
Since 1948 custservice@eclarkpub.com




COMMUNICAN ::: -
Houstan, Texas 77 254-1445

Qutstanding Books on:

United States Policy Toward Russia
NATIONAL DEBATE HANDBOOK 1998-1999

B THE AFFIRMATIVE: THE CASE FOR CHANGING UNITED STATES POLICY TOWARD RUSSIA
B THE NEGATIVE: THE CASE AGAINST CHANGING UNITED STATES POLICY TOWARD RUSSIA

The Most Complete and Comprehensive Debate Handbook in two volumes: Rapidly becoming the most
important resource for high school debaters. Includes 4,000 pieces of recent evidence, an outstanding
index, fully explained strategies and evidence which meets all NFL recommended standards. No evidence
prior to 1996.

SPECIAL ISSUE SERIES 1998-1999
B NATO EXPANSION: A RUPTURE IN UNITED STATES-RUSSIAN RELATIONS?,

Richard Edwards, Ph.D., Associate Professor of Communication Studies, Baylor University

This volume focuses on one of the most controversial issues in United States - Russian relations, This will
be a basic resource for debating both sides of the NATO Expansion issue.

B LOOSE NUCS: RUSSIAN NUCLEAR WEAPONS AND THE FUTURE OF ARMS
CONTROL, Karla Leeper, Ph.D., Director of Debate, Baylor University
The security of Russia's extensive nuclear arsenal is a major concern of the United States. It will be a popular
case area on this topic. It will be essential for debaters to understand the issues covered in this volume.

B RESURRECTING THE RUSSIAN ECONOMY: IMPLICATIONS FOR UNITED STATES
POLICY TOWARD RUSSIA, Toby J. Arquette, M.A_,
Top speaker or winner of most national college tournaments.
Economicreform in Russiais one of the mostcontroversial areas on this topic. The need for a social safety
net, a Marshall Plan for Russia, strategies for dealing with the Russian Mafia, and many other issues will
be covered in this volume.

PLEASE SEND ME

Copies of the NATIONAL DEBATE HANDBOOK: The Two Volume Affirmative/Negative Set,
1-5 sets $42.00 per set (6 or more $29. 95 per set)

Copies of The Affirmative Volume, 1-5 volumes $24.95 each (6 or more §18.95 cach)

Copies of The Negative Volume, 1-5 volumes $24.95 each (6 or more $18.95 cach)

Copies of the SPECIAL ISSUE SERIES: Three Volume Set,
1-5 sets $40.00 per set (6 or more $29.95 per set)

SPECIAL ISSUE SERIES: Individual volumes

Copies of NATO Expansion: A Rupture in United States—Russian Relations?, $16.00 each
Copies of Loose Nucs: Russian Nuclear Weapons and the Future of Arms Control, $16.00 cach
Copies of Resurrecting the Russian Economy: Implications for

1]

~ United States Policy Toward Russia, $16.00 each FOR QFFICE USE ONLY
§ NAME
D
0 ADDRESS
0 CITY STATE ZIp
r 3l TOTAL AMOUNT ENCLOSED
- Moke Checks Payable to COMMUNICAN, P.O. Box 541445, Houston, Texas 77254.1445.
o Credit extended o educational institutians and libraries anly upon receipt of a valid purchase order number,

Publicatian dote June 12, 1998 ¢ All preoid orders shipped hree # Billed orders will be charged for shipping and hondling.
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PHILOSOPHER LIERARY SERIES

WAAE WARLL

The L-D Great Philosopher Library | —

The Lincoln-Douglas Great Philosopher Library Series provides
separate, complete volumes on each of the ten most popular
philosophers used in L. D. debate. Each volume contains a complete
edited version of the philosopher’s most important werk and an essay
written by some of America’s outstanding L.D. debaters and teachers
explaining the philosophy and demonsirating in a clear easy-to-
understand manner bow to use the philosophy to win debates!

SPECIAL FEATURES

¢ A complete text of the major original work of each philosopher.
¢ Clear explanation of the philosophy espoused by each philesopher.

* A focus on the world view of each %&losppher:
What is the nature of humankind? What is the nature of the good?
What is the nature of truth?, etc.

. ]:l)plication of each philosopher’s ideas to fundamental American
values.

¢ A guide for applying each philosopher’s ideas to Lincoln-Douglas
debate topics.

¢ Strategies for indicting and refuting each philosopher in a debate
rouncﬁ

* An easy-to-use method for utilizing each philosopher in structuring
both the affirmative and negative cases.

ORDER FORM

Copies of THE LINCOLN-DOUGLAS GREAT PHILOSOPHER
LIBRARY SERIES - 7ic entirz 10 Volume Set
$130.00 per set of ten volurnes

Copies of PHILOSCPHER LIBRARY SERIES | - 5 Volume Set
$75.00 per sel

Copies of PHILOSOPHER LIBRARY SERIES I - 5 Volume Sei
$75.00 per sex

NAME

ADDRESS

STATE ZIP

CITY
TCTAL $

Moke Checks Payable fo COMMUNICAN, P.C. Box 541445, Houston, Texos 77254-
1445 » Credit extended la educational institutions ond libraries only upen receip! of a volid
purchase order aumber ¢ Publication dale June 12, 1998 » All pre-paid orders shipped
free # Bilied crders will be charged far shipping & handling.

SERIES | - PHILOSOPHERS
¢ Series I includes John Stuart Mill, John Locke, Jean-Jacques

Rousseau, Thomas Hobbes and Immanuel Kant.

SERIES It - PHILOSOPHERS AND SPECIAL FEATURES
e Explanations on how to respond to each Series II philosopher
...from contemporary theorists, such as Rawls, Nozik and others.
¢ A Guide to using the philosophical theories, as well as attacking
their use,
® Series II includes Plato, Aristotle, Thomas Aquinas, Edmund
Burke and Henry David Thoreau.

Why the Lincoln-Douglas Library of
Great Philosophers?

* Greater student understanding:
Student has access to the complete essay. Reading isolated quota-
tions leads to misunderstanding and confusion. Accompanying
text guides the student in a correct understanding of the essay.

* An excellent teaching tool:
Students can use the text and the essay as the basis for class
discussions, reports, etc., in preparation for the actual debates.

* Winning Debates:
The text applies the philosophy to the Lincoln-Douglas debate
formar in an easy-to-use way. Better debating is inevitable!

PHILOSOPHER LIBRARY SERIES |
Copies of JOHN STUART MILL, “On Liberty”
$17.00 per copy
__ Coples of JOHN LOCKE, “The Second Treatise on Government”
$1°7.00 per copy
___ Copies of JEAN-JACGUES ROUSSEAU, “The Social Contract”
$17.00 per copy
Copies of THOMAS HOBBES,
“The Theory of Individual Rights, The Leviathan”
$17.00 per copy
___ Copies of IMMANUEL KANT, “The Categorical Imperative -
The Grounding for the Metaphysics of Morals”
$17.00 per copy

PHILOSOPHER LIBRARY SERIES Ii
Copies of PLATO, “The Repubiic”
$17.00 per copy
___ Copies of ARISTOTLE, “The Politics”
$17.00 per copy
Copies of THOMAS AQUINAS, “The Just War Theory”
$17.00 per copy
Copies of EDMUNID BURKE,
“Reflections ¢n the French Revolution”
$17.00 per copy . -
Copies of HENRY DAVID THOREAU, “On Civil Disobedience
$17.00 per copy

—




Northwestern University

is pleased to announce

The Clarion Dewitt Hardy National High School Tournament
April 17 through April 19, 1998

The National High School Debate Institute
June 28 through July 25, 1998

The Coon-Hardy Program for Rising Seniors
July 12 through August 8, 1998

The Zarefsky Scholars Program for Rising Juniors
Dates to be Announced

Scott Deatherage, Director, Northwestern University

Matthew Anderson, Northwestern University
Chuck Ballingall, Damien High School, Los Angeles, California
Bridget Brocken, Indiana University
Adrienne Brovero, University Of Michigan
John Day, University of Southern California
Marie Dzuris, Centerville High School, Centerville, Ohio
Micheal Gottlieb, Northwestern University
Jim Hunter, Highland Park High School, Dallas, Texas
Terry Johnson, Michigan State University
Les Lynn, Whitney Young Magnet School, Chicago, Illinois
Gordon Mitchell, University Of Pittsburgh
Brian Mcbride, University Of Texas
Alex Pritchard, The Greenhill School, Dallas, Texas
Frank Seaver, Woodward Academy, Atlanta, Georgia
Nate Smith, Northwestern University
Ryan Sparacino, Northwestern University
Aaron Timmons, The Greenhill School, Dallas, Texas
Dana Vavroch, Bettendorf High School, Bettendorf, Iowa
Leslie Wexler, University Of Michigan

For Brochures and Applications Contact
The National High School Institute, Northwestern University
617 Moyes Street, Evanston, IL 60208
Phone: 1-(800)-662-NHSI Fax: 1-(847)-467-1057
Web Page http://www.nwu.edu/summernu/nhsi
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A PATRICK HENRY ESSAY:
THE VOICE VS. THE PEN

In: 1805, while seeking material for his
biography of Patrick Henry, William Wirt
wrote to Thomas Jefferson, asking for his
help. In his return letter, Jefferson promised
to comply with Wirt's request, adding "we
had a very familiar intercourse for upwards
of 20 years, & had ran our course nearly
together, during this, our political principles
being the same, we acted in perfect concert
until the year 1781."

Jefferson never explained his curious
remark about the year 1781 to Wirt, Yetthe
raruifications of that event, which Jefferson
told a friend produced a wound that "could
only be cured by the all heating grave," led
him to distort his recollections of Henry to
his biographer, These distortions have
caused lasting damage to Patrick Henry's
reputation and rightful place in history.

One of Jefferson's more vicious at-
tacks on Patrick Henry concerned his abili-
ties as a lawyer. The picture he presented to
Wirt of Henry before the bar was that of a
lazy, money-hungry lawyer, whosc legal
knowledge was "not worth a copper.” In-
terestingly, it was a court case in 1773 which
produced Jefferson's first known ill feelings
towards his friend.

Before the Revolution, Patrick Henry
and Thomas Jefferson had both practiced
law in the General Court in Williamsburg,
on occasion finding themselves as coadju-
tors. When such instances arose, they made
a powerful team. According to Edmund
Randolph, "Mr. Jefferson drew copiously
from the depths of law, Mr. Henry from the
recesses of the human heart " In 1773, how-
ever, the two became pitted against each
other in a sensational trial in which the laws
of marriage and the rights of dower werein
question,

The case concerned a widow named
Catherine Blair who had brought suit in the
high court after the executors of her
husband's estate refused to hand over her
dower. They believed that since the year-
and-one-half-old marriage lacked love and
was never consummated, Mrs. Blair was
never truly a wife. Jefferson was hired to
prepare a defemse for the estate, while
Patrick Henry and John Randolph had been
retained by Mrs. Blair to sue for her
withholdings. In the end the court did not
accept Jefferson's arguments, presented by

by Mark Couvillon

his colleague, Edmund Pendleton, that con-
summation was necessary to fulfill the mar-
riage contract and raled in favor of the plain-
tiff, Afier the trail, a2 miffed Jefferson con-
temptuously wrote in his notes, "Henry
avoided, as was his custom, entering the
lists of the law, running wild in the field of
fact,*

Yet from the mother of Mrs., Blair we
get another of picture of Henry the lawyer.
"The great Pendleton,” she wrote, "abashed,
confused in a state remarked by all of al-
most total stupefaction, and what he said
so little to the purpose that he lost credit as
well as cause. Not so my worthy friend
Henry. He, they say, shinned in the cause
of Justice backed by law."

Though both of these remarks come
from interested parties, no case better shows
the different legal styles of Henry and
Jefferson. Despite all the legal and biblical
precedents gathered by Jefferson and ra-
tionally argued by Pendleton, it took only
one simple, yt brilliant cbservation on the
part of Henry to destroy all of their work.
During the trail Henry argued that if Mr. Blaiy
had died in an accident on their way to their
"honeymoon," his widow would have been
endowed without question. Therefore the
lengih of the Blairs' marriage was irrelevant.

It was the adoption of the Virginia
State Constitution in 1776 by the Fifth Vir-
ginia Convention that gave rise to the first
major political difference between Henry and
Jefferson. From the start they disagreed over
the legitimacy of the document. Jefferson
had been in Philadelphia at the time of its
adoption, and, itching to have his hand in
determining the Constitution's final form, he
declared it to be only temporary on the
grounds that the delegates to the conven-
tion had not been elected for that specific
purpose. His objections were brushed aside
by Henry, who along with other leading
members of the convention “saw no dis-
tinction between the conceded power to
declare independence and its necessary
consequence, the fencing of society by the
institution of government." Jefferson never
felt that the 1776 State Constitution was more
than a temporary organization of govern-
ment to prevent anarchy. As such, he be-
lieved it could be altered by the legislature,
This difference of opinion would lead to a

clash between Henry and Jefferson after the
Revolution. By then, however, their twenty-
year friendship had come to an end.

In; January of 1781 Thomas Jefferson
was in his second term as governor, when a
British force under Benedict Arnold caught
Virginia totally off guard. Before the army's
withdrawal, a great deal of destruction had
been caused by the enemy, including the
burning of the new state capital at Rich-
mond. Questions concerning Jefferson's
actions were soon raised. Why did he not
act on General Washington's warning that
a British fleet was on its way South? Why
did he reject offers made to raise troops for
the southern service? A motion for an in-
vestigation into the conduct of the execu-
tive branch for the last twelve months was
brought forward in the legislature on June
12, 1781 by George Nicholas and adopted.
Although the motion was later dropped af-
ter the victory at Yorktown and a vote of
thanks presented him by the Assembly,
nothing in Jefferson's life would cause him
more pain than these haunting accusations
of inadequacy and cowardlingss.

Embittered over the inquiry, Jefferson
temporarily dropped out of politics. While
in seclusion he began to vent his anger
against the man he felt had tarnished his
reputation. Nicholas was not his target for
revenge. In a letter written to Isaac Zape in
December of 1781, Jefferson spoke of Nicho-
las as being "like the minners which go in
and out of the fundament of the whale. But
the whale himself was discoverable enough
by the turbulence of the water under which
he moved."

Jefferson's reference became clear in
a letter he wrote to George Rogers Clark a
year later. In one of his most vicious attacks
on Henry's character, Jefferson spoke of him
as being a cowardly man, who was "all
tongue without either head or heart." He
proceeded to warn Clark that his recent
popularity would make him an object of
Henry's enmity, but that "in the varicty of
his crooked schemes, however, his interest
may probably veer about so as to put it in
your pawer to be useful to him, in which
case he will certainly be your friend."

Free in his mind of any wrongdoing,
Jefferson had convinced himself that the
attempted investigation of his conduct was
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part of a "crooked scheme” by Henry to get
him out of the way so that a dictator could
be set up in Virginia. It was Henry's lust for
that position, or so Jefferson belicved, which
led to his ill-treatment by the legislature and
attempted overthrow of the constitution.
Such is the version of the incident found in
Louis Girardin's 1817 History of Firginia,
which had been written under Jefferson's
eye and with his approval.

In fact there had been a motion of-
fered by Henry and Nicholas to empower a
governor with extra-constitutional powers
to combat the "unbridied fury" of the Brit-
ish army in the state, which had numbered
over 7,000 men, In doing so they had looked
to Rome for glorious examples of giving
such power in times of distress. The more
idealistic Jefferson, on the other hand, saw
the move as contrary to the revolutionary
principles of self govemment. Yet Jefferson
was mistaken in his belief that Henry as-
pired to that position of uniimited power.
The names mentioned were those of gener-
als Washington and Greene. Jefferson was
also mistaken about a connection existing
between the inguiry and the motion for a
dictator. Not present during the meeting of
the Assembly at Staunton, Jefferson, as he
later told Wirt, had to rely on hearsay. Had
he been present, he would have known that
the motion for a granting the governor ex-
traordinary authority had been discussed
and defeated prior to the inquiry into his
actions. Nor was the motion for an inquiry
introduced until after Jefferson had been
replaced by Thomas Nelson as governor,
not prior to Nelson's election, as Girardin
states.

Degpite Jefferson's attempt to vilify
Henry's actions, there is no evidence that
his support of an inquiry arose from any iil
will or ambition on his part. On the contrary,
it appears that his motives came from hon-
est feelings anising from his sensc of duty.
They were no doubt the same as Nicholas',
who, after receiving a scathing letter from
Jefferson wrote, "You consider me in a
wrong point of view when you speak of me
as an accuser. As a freeman and the repre-
sentative of free Men I consider it as both
my right and duty to call upon the execu-
tive to account for our numberless miscar-
riages and losses so far as they were con-
cerned in or might have prevented them. In
doing so 1 had no private pique to gratify."

During the 1780s and 1790s, tension
between Patrick Henry and Thomas
Jefferson only intensified as the gap be-
tween their political and personal views

grew. When Jefferson and James Madison
attempted to revise the state constitution
by the calling of a convention in 1784, they
found themselves up against the full force
of Patrick Henry. Henry defeated their at-
tempts by pushing through the legislature
a resolution stating that any call for changes
had to come not through the House of Del-
cgates but “from a majority of all the frec
people.” Upon learning of the defeat,
Jefferson consoled himself by writing to
Madison, “If one [convention] could be
obtained I do not know whether it would do
more harm than good. While Mr. Henry still
lives another bad constitution would be
formed.” His insinuation that Henry would
cither distort the constitution to satisfy his
thirst for power or prevent future changes
led Jefferson to coldly conclude, "what we
have to do Ithink is devoutly to pray for his
death.”

Another early bone of contention was
over the role religion should play in gov-
ernment. Since the suspension of the tithe
1ax in support of the Anglican Church in
1776, there had been a decling of ministers
and churches in Virginia. Convinced that
the prosperity and happiness of his coun-
try depended on the virtue of the people,
Henry had pushed a bill in the legislature in
which the people would pay "a modest tax
or contribution annuaily for the support of
the Christian religion," which would ben-
efit all Christian denominations but not
Jews, Moslems, or atheists. Henry's assess-
ment bill went directly against Jefferson's
proposed Statute for Religious Freedom,
which called for a complete separation of
church and state. In Henry's eyes,
Jefferson's bill did nothing to stem the tide
of immorality in Virginia. Ifpassed, he felt it
would open the door even wider to vice and
French deism. So concerned was he over
the French infidelity which he felt was be-
ing imported into America, that Henry lost
all sympathy with the French at the very
beginning of their revolution. He predicted
the evil which eventually came upon that
nation and which, he warned his own coun-
trymen, would follow their adopting French
ideas. Henry's belief that Jefferson had be-
come tinctured by French deism both alien-
ated him from Jefferson personally and kept
him from attaching himself to the
Jeffersonian Republican Party, which had
embraced the French Revolution.

Although Patrick Henry was a repub-
lican in the sense of keeping the federal
government to its constitutional bounds,
he was not a Jeffersonian Republican. Nor

was he 3 Federalist. Unlike Jefferson, who
felt opposition parties were necessary to
keep the party in power honest, Henry saw
them as a tocl to disrupt the smooth run-
ning of governiment and to promote personal
agendas. Henry did believe that it was a
representative's duty to oppose legislation
he felt contrary to his constituents’ welfare.
Yet opposition for the sake of opposition
was intolerable to Henry's pure republican
nature, It was this belief that led to his final
clash with Jefferson three months before
his death.

In 1798, believing war with France to
be imminent, the Federalist controlled Con-
gress passed a series of defensive measures
called the Alien and Sedition Acts. These
laws gave President John Adams power to
deport or arrest any foreigner considered
dangerous to the United States, as well as
the power to suppress what was felt to be
unlawful conspiracies or malicious writings
against the government. In response to
these questionable acts, Jefferson drew up
the Kentucky Resolutions and prodded
James Madison to present similar resolu-
tions before the Virginia Legislature. These
resolutions put forth the explosive doctrine
that any state had the right to nullify laws
passed by Congress which they belicved
were oppressive or condrary to the Consti-
tution. Annoyed at Jefferson's continual use
of Madison to promote his own agendas in
the legislature, Henry, according to the
staunch Federalist Timothy Pickering, re-
marked "that he could forgive anything clse
inMr. Jefferson but his corrupting Mr, Madi-
son.”

Believing that the Virginia/Kentucky
Resolutions were just as unconstitutional
ac the [aws they were aimed against and
likely to promote civil unrest, an ailing
Patrick Henry left his retirement at Red Hill
to run once more for the State Legislature.
If elected, he hoped to "cast oil upon the
waters of strife and save the union of the
States." In his last public speech, given at
Charlotte Court House on March 4, 1799,
the old orator told his listeners that the Vir-
ginia Legislature had no right to disregard
laws passed by Congress. Like it or not, he
declared, with the adoption of the United
States Constitution, the states had lost their
sovereignty to the central government. Any
opposition to National 1aws, therefore, must
be through constitutional means. Henry
criticized the inconsistency of Jefferson and
Madison who, "after inducing the people
to adopt such Government was now urging
(Couvillon to page 48)
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A NOTE ON IMPROVING ORATOR'S LANGUAGE

Style Defined

In 1783 Hugh Blair published his Lee-
tures on Rheforic and Belles Leifres, in
which he defined style as "the peculiar man-
ner in which a man expresses his concep-
tions, by means of language,” and con-
tended that "style has always some refer-
ence to an author's manner of thinking. ™ In
1851 Arthur Schopenhauer remarked in The
Art of Literature that style is the "physiog-
nomy of the mind" and "nothing but the
mere sithouctte of thought.” And in 1888
in a lecture on the definitions of style the
Rev. Austin Phelps stated that “style is
thought. Qualities of style are qualities of
thought.™

These definitions of style provide a
useful point of departure, because they
siress the relationship between the concep-
tual process and language. All of them en-
dorse Quintilian's dictum that "nothing
should be done for the sake of words only,
since words were invented merely to give
expresgion to things: and those words are
the most satisfactory which give the best
expression to the thoughts of our mind and
produce the effect which we desire upon
the minds of the judges.™ This functional
idea which Quintitian expressed is signifi-
cant in that it postulates style as an indivis-
ible element of the process of persuasion.
With this in mind, a final definition of style
is now warranted.

Because of the primary goal of the
orator is to secure afavorable response from
the audience, and because the orator's con-
ceptual process and language pattern vir-
tually are inseparable, style may be defined
as the manner by which language is used to
make ideas acceptable to a given audience.

Style Enhanced

Joseph Addison is said to have once
remarked that nothing in nature is so vari-
able 2s a lady's hairdress. He should have
added "unless it be the concept of stylistic
quality,” for probably no term has moved
about more freely and has caused so much
confusion as the term “stylistic quality.”
This is evidenced by the pervasive, fruit-
less, and even pernicious attempt by rheto-
ricians to compartmentalize the kinds of ex-
pression according to certain features or
qualities,

Among the qualitics of style found in
rhetorical treatises are the grand, middle,
plain, austere, periodic, loose, dry, elegant,

by Dr. Wayne C. Mannebach

simple, labored, concise, diffuse, nervous,
forceful, sonorous, rhapsodical, whimsical,
precise, erudite, harsh, flowing, pure,
hyperlatinistic, prosaic, firm, vivid, noble,
sublime, perspicuous, weighty, dignifted,
penetrating, smooth, vehement, lucid, pu-
crile, bold, energetic, stately, polished, apa-
thetic, natural, brisk, frigid, partronizing,
dogmatic, volatile, elaborated, involuied,
opulent, terse, stoic, burlesque, libertine,
and euphuistic.

The list is far from being exhausted,
and each quality has its own characteris-
tics, To learn so many qualities is impracti-
cal and, perhaps, even impossible for the
high-school orator. Therefore, the orator
should concentrate her time and energy in
first learning only two stylistic qualities,
pamely clarity and impressiveness. The line
of distinction between these qualities is not
always clear; nor need it be, for the two quali-
ties admittedly interact. However, clarity and
impressiveness of style are the two most
important stylistic instruments which con-
tribute to the effectiveness of the commu-
nicative act. Ideally all orators should learn
other stylistic qualities, but only after they
have mastered clarity and impressivensss
of style.

The purpose of this article is to re-
veal the most notorious obstacles to clarity
in hope that young orators will evade the
obstacles and thus gencrate clarity rather
than confusion among their audiences.

Obstacles to Clarity

Verbosity. Arthur Schopenhauer
wiscly once remarkesd that a communicator
should make sparing tise of the hearer's time,
patience, and attention, and that "to use
many words to communicate few thoughts
is everywhere the unmistakable sign of me-
diocrity. To gather much thought into few
words stamps the man of genius." All too
often the high-schoel orator violates this
dictum. For example, commos cxpressions
are "because of the fact that” (instead of
"because" or "since"); “in spite of the fact
that" ("though" or "although"); "remind
you aof the fact that" ("remind you"}); "the
fact that he was present” ("his presence");
and "it just happened the way it was bound
to happen” ("it was inevitable").

Other forms of oratorical double-talk
are "consensus of opinion,” "present sta-
tus quo,” "first beginning," "round in
shape," "large in size," "true facts,” "good

advantages,” "basic rudiments," *habjtual
customs,” and "skilled craftsman.” It should
be casy to understand why audiénces be-
come confused while trying to interpret how,
for example, “true facts" differ from "facts";
"round in shape"” differs from "round”; and
"good advantages” differ from "advan-
tages." Orators must remember that verbos-
ity and clearness of thought often are in-
compatible.

Profoundness. Samuel Taylor
Coleridge once said that "if men would only
say what they have to say in plain terms,
how much more eloquent they would be_*¢
Consider the following examples that accen-
tuate verbosity and profoundness.

A student once remarked that "re-
gardless of their pigmentation or coloration
under normal illumination, felines of all spe-
cies are cincerous when the earth becomes
enveloped in tenebrosity." The student sim-
ply could have said that “all cats are gray in
the dark." A diplomat once "informed" his
hearers that communism is permeated
through and through "by the spirit of meta-
physical monism, ethical and axiological rela-
tivismm, self-centered, autonomous human-
ism, impersonalist collectivism, historical
dynamism, and militant atheism. " Indeed!
But try to picture what the man stated.

The following words appeared i re-
cent high-school orations; tumescent, ulti-
mogeniture, parsimonious, ostentation, per-
egrination, opprobrious, proselytism, con-
cursus, and manducation. Surely there are
better words for a gencral audience.

Over-Conciseness. Although verbos-
ity may prove injurious to communication
because it wastes time and clouds intelligi-
bility, conciseness is not always virtuous.
It is true that some of history's most power-
ful communications were brief. For example,
Philip of Macedon is alleged to kave threat-
ened the Spartans by saying that, if he came
to their land, he would exterminate them.
The Spartans simply replied "If1" And what
discourse on the vanity of human existence
is more descriptive and concise than the
words of Job? Man that is born of a woman
is of few days, and full of trouble. He comes
Jorth like a flower, and withers; he flees
like a shadow, and continues not (Job 14:1-

2).

However, precision of thought is im-
paired when the speaker fails to employ
enough words, For example, a blunder re-
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sulting from overconciseness, occurred
when administrators in a western city put
up a sign containing the following statute:
"No vehicle drawn by more than one horse
is allowed to ¢ross this bridge in opposite
directions at the same time."

Inaccurate syntax. Syntactical integ-
rity concerns the way in which a speaker
assembles words so as to convey intended
thoughts. The accurate assembling of
words a complex process best described in
a standard textbook on grammar. This sec-
tion is not a rehash of language mechanics.
Instead, this section scrves as a reminder
that clearness of thought and the lack of
syntactical integrity arc incompatible, that
the orator must make certain that his word
assemblage says what he wants it to say,
and that he is deceiving himself if he be-
lieves he can use this complex process with
only a meager knowledge of it.

The lack of syntactical integrity takes
many forms. One type of symiactical error is
the misplaced modifier. For instance, a min-
ister concluded his eulogy on a former pa-
rishioner by saying, "Such was the end of
our dear friend at the prematurc age of
thirty-six.” The speaker's construction does
not make sense. How could the
parishioner's age be premature? The minis-
ter should have said, "Such wasthe prema-
ture death of our friend at the age of thirty-
six." The error was a misplaced modifier.

Dangling participles, also violate syn-
tactical integrity. Participles are verbal ad-
jectives whose job is to modify some sub-
stantive in the sentence. The following ex-
amples help to illustrate the confusion that
results when a speaker uses a participle but
fails to provide a substantive for the parti-
ciple to modify.

When a prominent scholar was to be
inaugurated to the presidency of an east-
ern university, the speaker appointed to
deliver the inauguration address said, "Rev,
Dr....sir, having been elected president by
the unanimous vote of the board of trust-
ees and overseers of ....University, I come
on this behalf to induct...." The context as-
serts that the person who delivered the ad-
dress was the president-clect. This is not
what the speaker intended. In Tennessce a
tombstone stated, "She lived a life of vir-
tue, and died of cholera-morbus caused by
eating green fruit in the hope of 2 blessed
immortality. Go and do likewise." In England
atombstone stated: “erected to the memory
of...., shot accidentally, as a mark of affec-
tion by his brother.” An express officer once
remarked that his company was not respon-

sible for "loss by fire, or the acts of God, or
Indians, or other enernies of the Govern-
ment,” And a student newspaper once ad-
vertised, "For sale, German police dog;, eats
anything; very fond of childrern.” These
examples may be amusing, but they cloud
communication.

Another violation of syntactical in-
tegrity occurs when sentence elements of
unlike importance are linked together as
equats. In other words, a less important ele-
ment should be subordinate to a more im-
portant element. Consider the following
sentence: "I stayed at home; I wasill.” The
speaker merely associated the two state-
menis, whereas he should have shown the
relation of one to the other. He might have
said, "Because T was ill, I stayed at home."
"Feeling ill, I stayed at home.” Or, "I stayed
at home, quiteill."

The speaker who identifies relation-
ships, instead of leaving his audience to
infer them, makes his hearers' task easier,
Not only does such a speaker present facts,
but also he integrates them. However, the
speak must be careful not to cause thought-
less and careless subordination. For in-
stance, a careful speaker would say, "Be-
cause my head was feeling heavy, I took an
aspirin.” The thoughtless speaker would
treat the motive for the act as if it were the
maftter of importance. The act itself would
be relegated to the subordinate position.
Orators would bear in mind that careful con-
sideration will make them appear as thought-
ful speakers who carefully have selected
their idzas and have arranged them with
Pprecision, ,

Weak parallelism also violates syn-
tactical integrity. In its simplest terms paral-
lelism means that like meanings should be
put in like constructions. When a young
speaker was asked to describe his favorite
sports, he replied, "I like hunting, fishing,
golfing, and to bowl." The answer is con-
fusing in that the speaker mixed two noun
forms of the verb, namely the gerunds
"hunting," "fishing,” and "golfing," and the
infinitive "to bowl." He could have said, "I
like hunting, fishing, golfing, and bowling."
Or he could have szid, "1 like to hunt, fish,
golf, and bowl." Listeners who are dis-
tracted by uncoordinated relations often fail
to hear what immediately follows the struc-
tural errors, because they are too busy try-
ing to extract the sense of what preceded
the errors. The portion which the audience
fails to grasp may wil be the thesis or key
idea of the address. When a speaker fails to
convey his thesis, effective communication

cannot occur.

A final violation of syntactical integ-
rity is inaccurate pronoun reference. For ex-
ample, a spcaker once remarked that "men
look with an evil eye upon the good that is
in others, and think that their reputation ob-
scures them, and their commendabie quali-
ties do stand in their light; and therefore
they do what they can to case a cloud over
them.” Who are "they"? Whom does "them”
refer to? Who or what is "their?” What is
the meaning of any of the pronouns of such
a mess? Then there was the speaker who
reported that "the analytical approach in
rhetorical criticism would be fine if one had
a written copy of the speech or a tape re-
cording and this is rarely found in the class-
room situation. " Does "this" refer to "a writ-
ten copy of the speech” or to "a tape re-
cording?"

Since syntactical integrity is so vital
to clearness of thought, orators should kave
a textbook on grammar in their working li-
braries and should use this text book when-
ever doubt occurs as to the phrasing of a
thought.

Foreign Language. A wise manonce
remarked that just as a graft makes a gnarl
in a tree, so does importation make a protu-
berance in a language. Because of their at-
tachment to foreign language, some speak-
crs freely employ foreign terms in their dis-
courses. Some foreignisms that appeared
in recent orations are: "terra firma," "tour
de force,” "una voce," "in sitw,” "in toto,"
"per diem,” and “ad infinitum. "

The problem is that listeners often fail
to comprehend the meanings of the foreign
phrases and thus communication breaks
down. When preparing future speeches, the
orator should ask, "What is the need for
employing this foreign term or phrase when
the vernacular is available?: If a speaker
needs foreignisms, Words are made for
thought, not thought for words, But if there
is no need, then the speaker should not
employ foreignisms.

Equivocation. Communication often
breaks down because of equivocation, the
assigning of two or more¢ meanings for a
particular word. To illustrate, a student made
the statement; "The United World Federal-
ists have many prominent members. For ex-
ample, Washington, Adams, and Hamilton
were Federalists. Hence, in the names of
these great fathers of our country, I appeal
to you to support the United World Feder-
alisis." Notice that the word "Federalists"
in the first sentence refers to a federation of
(Mannebach to page 48 )
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Steve Clemmons, Lead Instructor - 1990 National Collegiate L-D Champion and Top Speaker, 1992 CEDA All-Amercan, and 1995
National Parliamentary Debate Champion. He has served as Director of Debate at Loyola-Marymount University and Chairperson of
the Speech Department and Director of Forensics at the Convent of the Sacred Heart Preparatory Schoel in San Francisco, CA.

Nick Coburn-Palo, Lead Instructor - Considered one of the nation’s best instructors in L-D debate. Earned national distinction as a
competitor with titles in value, parliamentary, and policy debate. Years of successful college and high school coaching experience.

Courtney Ballentine, Associate Instructor - 1996 National TOC Champion in Lincoln-Douglas debate. He serves as an instructor at
National Debate Education Project debate seminars. Mr. Ballentine attends Emory University in Atlanta, Georgia.

Cherian Koshy, Associate Instructor - Late elimination rounds and speaker awards at many regional and national tournaments,
including NFL Nationals and National Tournament of Champions. Mr. Koshy attends The University of Minnesota.

Keryn Kwedor, Associate Instructor - Erﬁlish and education major at Colby College. Built a successful career in L-D debate at
Manchester High School {MA) which included late elimination round finishes and speaker awards at regional and national
tournaments. In addition, Ms. Kwedor attended the 1996 National Tournament of Champions in Lincoln-Douglas Debate.

David Singh, Associate Instructor - Coaches at Forest Lake HS (MN) where he has built a championship program in just two years; a
testament to his outstanding coaching and teaching abilities. A semi-finalist at the MN State Tournament and late elimination round
participant at NFL Nationals, Mr. Singh placed 2nd at the 1996 TOC in L-D debate and won the Glenbrook Round Robin Tournament.

Additional faculty members and teaching fellows will be appointed as enrollment warrants

FOR AN INSTITUTE PROSPECTUS AND ENROLLMENT APPLICATION, PLEASE CONTACT

Ms. Jenny Cook, Director * The National Debate Forum/Summit Debate Enterprises
1807 Ford Parkway #A e St. Paul, MN 55116
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FROM HIGH SCHOOL "SPEECHIE" TO PROFESSIONAL

Word is I'm an actor living in New York.
"Working?" I'm asked. "Oh-ho, yes, ves, yes
Tam, thank you very much.” "That's good."
And that's the conversation, in a nutshell,
Every so often somecne will ask me how.
"How is it that you are able to work with
such regularity?:~-(I've been working
steadily for iwo years now, since oy first
N.Y. audition, knock wood)—"Where did you
study?" "Er-", I stammez, carning no speaker
points, "-I didn't.” And that is the conver-
sation, albeit in the shell of a slightly larger
nut. I've never "studied" acting, not at
George Washington High School, not at
UCLA {where I majored in Germanic Lan-
guages, ach Du Lieber), and not in any in-
stitutional setiing since moviag to N.Y. in
August of '95. Yet 1 genuinely fecl in pos-
session of a certain knowledge when it
comes to this dubious profession, this so-
called life of mine as an actor, a knowledge
which, I maintain, stems from my carger in
forensics.

Let's get certain things straight: audi-
tioning well is absoluiely key. It does you
no good whatsocever to boast "I'm the best
darn Julius Caesar to ever grace the New
York stage!" if you can't, when auditioning
for the role, pull it off. "I needed the grape
leaf thing around my head. I need my toga
and the wind whipping against iny--" Yes,
yes, we know, But when you auditior you
enter a space with strange heads staring at
your every move, critically appraising you
from the instant you materialize in the door-
way until the moment you and your face
scamper out of the room. You perform your
monologue without benefit of props (ah!
AH]! Put the grape leaf down, Julius), cos-
tumes, or s¢t pieces, and most actors emerge
from this figurative lion's den cursing them-
selves for being lousy. Well, I honestly be-
lieve that many otherwise talented actors
fall dreadfully short of their true potential in
the audition situation, whercas the veteran
of speech is so accustomed to the direct
judgment of strangers, so accepting of the
deprivations of traditional acting support
that the process is, in a word, comforting,
Put plainly, the speechic hasa leg up in an
audition, 2 forum where every advantage is
critical,

Now that you've auditioned brilliantly
and received the role, your work begins with
the text. Tragically, many actorsfail to grasp

_.—

ACTOR
by Spencer Chandler

the totality of the work at hand. Crippled by
a kind of tunnel vision, they sec the script
in terms of their lings, acknowledging only
the tail ends of other characters' lines as
they might affect a cue. This approach pro-
vides them with only the most cursory un-
derstanding of the total story, leading them
toignore climax, general structure, and the
larger message of the author. The actor with
abackground in speech however intuitively
sees the larger picture, senses the shape of
the piece, hears the other characters’ words,
thinks through both sides of a dramatic con-
flict, and by thoroughty examining afl as-
pects of the work comes to understand it,
elevating him or herself from medium toin-
terpreter in the artistic experience. From this
plateaun, periorming multiple roles, generat-
ing commentary about a work, and adapt-

Put plainly, the
speechie has a leg up
in an audition, a fo-
rum where every ad-
vantage is critical.

ing plays become familiar tervain. Ask any
interper who's performed eight or more char-
acters in an H.L for which he or she wroie
an intro after cutting a three act play down
to ten minutes,

So you row understand the role mas-
terfully, and the show ¢njoys a long run.
The question is, how 1o keep your perfor-
mance fiesh in the face of such dulling rep-
etition? To be perfectly candid, I find it dif-
ficult to articulaie the process by which one
reinvents his role nightly. It's rather like ex-
plaining how one sings, or manages toride
a bike without falling off: there's a coordi-
nation of muscle and thought that must be
developed through practice. In the begin-
ning it's conscious and deliberate, but later
on it becomes second nature. I can safely
argue that the sheer length of the speech
sezson and the marathon quality of indi-
vidual tournamenis (Tm thinking especially
of Nationals) mandate a consistent level of
excellence, burdening the performer to be
damn good time after time, whether it be
prelims or finals, yvour New York premier or
final touring destination after a year's worth
of performances. Specch is the real life ex-

perience that forces the development of the
ability to do your best always and in all
phases, something which no classroom
simulation could ever accomplish.

But all that's the cheery side of act-
ing: geiting the work, studying the play,
enjoying a long mun. An actor's life is, in
tnost cases, wrought with periods of unem-
ployment and strings of rejection. Many
actors soon despair and pack it in after only
a few years. Those who have competed in
forensics, however, can be no strangers to
the sensation of defeat. They have been
through the grinding tournaments and have
come up short, have proceeded anxiously
to the gymnasium for postings only to find
their cede numbers conspicucusly absent,
Actors audition, go home to wait for the
message on their services telling them,
"We'd like to se¢ you again on Tuesday for
call backs" (outrounds--heaven!), and hear,
instead, nothing. He who has competed in
speech experiences a flashback to being out
after three. He's been there, he knows the
sting, he knows how to proceed: strength,
courage, character, perserverance, sports-
manship. To be able to say, "l stood. I spoke.
I've known victory, and I've known defeat. |
will continue and persevere." That is the
heart of my training. That, in essence, isthe
heart of speech.

(Spencer Chandler, an NFL All-American
and two-time-finalist in D.I. and H.I. at
Nationals in 1990 and 1991, resides in
Manhattan where he works profession-
ally as an actor. He has taught ai both
the Stanford and Cal Institutes, and
coached for the Bronx High School of
Science speech team. Spencer’s high
school coaches were the legendary S. F.
and Danise Chandler, his parents.

Last season among other work, he
starred in the title role of Albert Camus'
Caligula (Director: Chris Cavalier) for
the Starving Class Theatre in New York's
Bank Street Theatre and has recently
foured in a Theatreworks production of
Prince and the Pauper by Mark Twain -
he played Prince Edward as well as
disguising himself as the pauper.

In the facing picture Spencer
exercises his imperial judgment as
Caligula dooms yet another Roman
citizen.}
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The National Forensic Consortium presents the

California National Forensic Institute
Policy and LD programs: June 13 - June 27, 1997

The California National Forensic Institute is a national caliber two-week summer
foremsics program located in Berkeley, California. The CNFI is an independent program
held in the residence hall facilities of the University of California at Berkeley. The CNF1
provides serious debate students the opportunity to interact with some of the finest and niost
renowned forensics instructors in the nation at an incomparable cost for a program of this
nature, quality and location. The program is directed by Jon Sharp of West Georgia College
and Ryan Mills of CPS and director of the California Invitational, the nation's largest speech
and debate tournament.

POLICY and LD DEBATE

* The policy and LD programs offer intensive instruction for students of all levels of experience
and skill. The instructors will include accomplished collegiate and high school debate coaches, as well as
current collegiate debaters who are former NFL Nationals and TOC participants.

* In addition to topic and theory lectures, students will receive numerous critiqued debates with
rebuttal reworks, free materials from the central evidence files, and personalized seminar instruction. All
policy and LD materials are included in the program cost, with no additional fees charged for evidence
distributed by the camp. Students also receive access to the best evidence researched at each of the other
three NFC summer camps.

* LD students will participate in a unique curriculum designed to maximize individual improve-
ment through philosophy lectures, technique practicums, and theory seminars.

* The mentors program returns to the CNFI and will insure a variety of top quality debaters will
be in attendance. This program will be co-ordinated by Jon Sharp and Ryan Mills.

Last year's policy and LD debate staff, most of whom are returning, and additions for this year include:

JoN SHArp, WEST GEORGIA CHERYL BURDETTE, VESTAVIA RACHEL CHANIN, STANFORD

MaATT FRASER, STANFORD  Ryvan MiLis, CPS RoBERT THOMAS, EMORY
JoanNA BURDETTE, EMORY Jupy BUTLER, EMORY DAVE ARNETT, KENTUCKY
ALLISON GROVES, REED CoLLEGE (LD)

PROSPECTUS and COSTS

A detailed program prospectus can be obtained by writing to the address
below, or calling and leaving a complete address on the program’s message service.
Materials will be sent in late February.

Costs for the full resident program for both team debate and LD, including
tuition, housing, lunch and dinner on most days of the program, and most materials
is approximately $1,185. Commuters, for whom there are only a limited number of
spots in the program, pay approximately $610. One-week programs are also
available, for an approximate cost of $625. There is an additional $75 non-refundable
application fee. Students not accepted will have their application fee returned.
CNFI, 1678 Shattuck Ave, Suite 305, Berkeley, CA 94709 or call: (510)548-4800

www.educationunlimited.com
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THE STRENGTH OF ANY DEBATE CAMP LIES IN THE STRENGTH OF ITS STAFF. AND TO BE GREAT,

A DEBATE CAMP STAFF NEEDS TO BE SUPERBLY QUALIFIED, AND ENTHUSIASTIC ENOUGH ABOUT

STUDENTS WHO HAVE WORKED WITH THE CNFI L) STAFF ARE THE ONES MOST ABLE TO GIVE

AN UNBIASED ASSESSMENT OF THESE GREAT EDUCATORS:

"I strongly recommend this camp to other students because it helps you not only with basic technique,

but also teaches extremely advanced varsity level philosophy and strategic tactics. I loved all of the

lectures, particularly the ones on philosophy and logic. And the student to staff ratio was great!"
Munish Puri, previous CNFI camp participant

"The lectures were very informative, and I especially liked the detailed philosophy discussions. I would

recommend this camp to kids from anywhere because even though I come from a very different part of

the country, I found the camp to be very good. I also felt that the emphasis on research was just right.”
Chrissy Stear, previous CNFI camp participant

"The CNFI staff was easy to approach, and really friendly. The stop and go critiques of debates were
very helpful, and I liked the intensity level of the camp because it really kept me on my toes. I would
recommend this camp to others not only because you learn a lot, but also because of the comfortable

TEACHING TO BE FULLY INVOLVED IN EVERY STEP OF EACH STUDENTS LEARNING EXPERIENCE.
H environment." Amber Veldkamp, previous CNFI camp participant

INITIALLY CONFIRMED FACULTY FOR 1998:
o ALLISON GROVES OF REED COLLEGE WHO DEBATED AT APPLE VALLEY HIGH SCHOOL IN
MINNESOTA. HER COMPETITIVE SUCCESS INCLUDED 1ST AT BRONX AND 1T AT THE MBA

ROUND-ROBIN TWO YEARS RUNNING.

¢ ADDITIONAL NATIONAL CALLIBER STAFF TO BE ADDED AND ANNOUNCED SHORTLY!
o QUR FACULTY SPECIALIZE TN TEACHING PHILOSOPIY AND INSTRUCTING STUDENTS OF ALL

LEVELS IN THE ART OF LD DEBATE.

PROSPECTUS and COSTS

Costs for the full resident program for L.D, including tuition, housing, lunch and
dinner on most days of the program, and most materials is approximately $1,185.
{' || Commuters, for whom there are only a limited number of spots in the program, pay
approximately $610. One-week programs are also available, for an approximate cost of
$625. Thereis an additional $75 non-refundable application fee. Students not accepted will
have their application fee returned.
CNF], 1678 Shattuck Ave, Suite 305, Berkeley, CA 94709 or call: (510) 548-4800

and on the web at:www.educationunlimited.com




The National Forensic Consortium presents the

NationaL DeBATE InsTiTutE, D.C.

HeiLp AT THE UNniversiTy oF MARyLAND, CoLLEGE PARk, iIN WasHingTOoN, D.C.
CX (all programs): June 30 - July 18 LD: June 30 - July 13

The National Debate Institute, D.C. offers an exciting opportunity for students
to attend a national caliber debate institute at a cost competitive with the fees of most
regional camps. Students receive instruction from some of the nation's finest debate
teachers, including respected high school and college coaches, as well as some of
the nation's most successful current and former collegiate debaters.

» NaTIoNALLY RENOWNED FacuLTY. Outstanding coaches with proven track-records of success
at both the high school/collegiate level, and top-flight current and former collegiate competitors.

* Ricorous curricuLum, A carefully crafted schedule developed and refined over the years
at NFC camps. Classes are intensive, designed for the dedicated student of debate who wishes
to maximize personal improvement,

» SUPERIOR FACILITIES, LOCATION AND RESOURCES. Students have access to the vast educational
resources of the nation’s capital, its abundance of libraries and think-tanks, and get to experience
the city's cultural and entertainment aftractions while on fulty-supervised excursions. Program
pricing includes lunch and dinner throughout the program, and all evidence produced at the camp
for policy debaterst! Remember to compare compiete costs when pricing other camps.

» TarceTED LEARNING for both national circuit debaters and regional competitors. Classes
utilize a variety of mutually reinforcing techniques, including fast-paced iectures, affirmative and
negative labs, theory and practicum seminars, and individualized consultations. LD emphasizes
philosophy, technique, and theory.

* ACCELERATED LEARNING ENVIRONMENT. Includes over a dozen critiqued debates in the
standard program as well as repeated argument drills and rebuttal rework exercises, all designed
to teach mastery of superior technique at all levels, for both policy and LD debate.

* InTENsIVE 30-ROUND POLICY DEBATE OPTION. For students who feel they need a camp
experience heavily weighted toward practice and technique instruction. Students in this special
focus lab wiil spend a portion of each day learning theory, cutting originals, and putting together
positions, and then will debate an average of two rounds a day (fully critiqued with reworks) for the
duration of the camp. Look for an update on the outstanding staff for this special program in
upcoming issues of the Rostrum!

* EXPERIENCED PROGRAM DIRECTION. The director is Ryan Mills, debate coach at College Prep
and director at UC Berkeley, whose teams this year alone have cleared at many of the nation's best
tournaments, including Berkeley, the Glenbrooks, Stanford, Loyola, and Redlands.

Costs (which includes housing, lunch and dinner throughout the program, and NATIWINAL

ICLONSORT
4

all program materials/briefs and evidence):

Regular CX Program 30-round plus CX program Two Week LD Program
$1,175 (rm, board, tuition) $1,435 (rm, board, tuition)  $925 (rm, board, tuition)
‘An additional $75 enrollment fee is required upon application.

For more information: NFC

on the web at: 1678 Shattuck Ave., #305
www.educationunlimited.com Berkeley, CA 94709




The National Forensic Consortium presents the

Nationar LD Desate Institute, D.C.

June 30 - July 13 at the University of Maryland, College Park

The National LD Debate Institute, D.C. offers an exciting opportunity for students to
attend a national caliber debate institute at a cost competitive with the fees of most
regional camps.

The program features include:
* NATIONALLY RENOWNED FACULTY * TARGETED LEARNING

¢ RIGOROUS CURRICULUM ® ACCELERATED LEARNING ENVIRONMENT

* SUPERIOR FACILITIES, LOCATION AND RESOURCES

Students have access to the vast educational resources of the nation's capital, its abundance of
libraries and think-tanks, and get to experience the city's cultural and entertainment attractions
while on fully-supervised excursions. Program pricing includes lunch and dinner throughout the
program, and all topic preparation materials produced at the camp for LD debaters! Remember
to compare complete costs when pricing other camps.

Initially confirmed staff members are:

Michael Major of the College Preparatory School of California, LD coach and
College Prep program director

Ace Padian of Yale College, formerly a nationally successful high school Lincoln-
Douglas competitor, round-robin participant, and national qualifier

Here are how NFC students who worked with our staff last year felt about their experience:

"[my instructor] was dedicated, listens to students, is very patient, and makes tab fun. She was very
supportive and | learned a lot from her in terms of real world experience. | learned more in 2 weeks than
I thought possible."

Natalie Huddleston, previous NFC participant

“[the staff] has an excellent knowledge of philosophy, and of debate. They were very friendly, and | was
very satisfied with my experience. The learning experience was incredible."
Jack Fitzgerald, previous NFC participant

"My satisfaction with [my instructor] was great. He gave great critiques, was friendly, and he was always
willing to heilp me with debate."
Danny Schoenfel, previous NFC participant

Costs (which includes housing, lunch and dinner throughout the program, and SALION A

all program materials/briefs and evidence): FORENSICONSOR Yy,
Two Week LD Program
$925 (rm, board, tuition)

An additional $75 enrollment fee is required upon application.

For more National Forensic Consortium
information 1678 Shattuck Avenue, Suite 305
contact: Berkeley, CA 94709 ph: 510-548-4800

on the web at: www.educationunlimited.com




The National Forensic Consortium presents the

"Austin National Debate Institute

CX Main Session: July 2 - July 18 LD Main Session: July 2 - July 15

The Austin National Debate Institute seeks to provide students access to a national-caliber faculty
at an incomparably low cost. The ANDI is an independent program which offers both Policy and
Lincoln-Douglas debate, taught by some of the finest and most respected forensics educators in the
country. The ANDI provides a true national level program, withoptions for policy debate or L-D debate
programs or for one-week primer sessions in either type of debate.

Fabulous Learning Environment

* Great location. The ANDI is located in fabulous Austin, unique in Texas for its moderate summer climate,
quality libraries and document depositories. Students are housed in a secure facility which is one of the finest
residence halls in Austin. Housing is of the highest quality, with comfortable, climate controlled double rooms,
many of which have a separate living area and kitchen facilities. Rooms are modern and tastefully furnished.

* Educational emphasis. The ANDI programs focus on the teaching of debate skills and techniques in combination
with a proper emphasis on preparation and original research. The program is designed to accomodate students at the
beginning and advanced levels, with separate labs and primary instructors for beginners. All essential camp evidence
and materials, including over a thouand pages of briefs produced at the camp by policy debate students, are included
absolutely free of additional charges. Policy students will graduate prepared to tackle the 1998 policy topic, while the
L-D students will be prepared to debate a myriad of possible and likely national topics.

* Numerous special program features. These include enrollment caps to ensure student access to ALL the top
faculty; anincredible faculty-studentratio of around 1:7; special theory seminars, lectures and guest lecturers; multiple
critiqued debates; rebuttal reworks and strategy training; and much more! The program as a whole emphasizes learning
through doing, with all students working with a variety of faculty on basic and advanced aspects of skills such as
argument preparation, strategizing, extension of positions, and foundational theories of debating and delivery. Policy
debate students will also receive access to the best evidence produced at the other three NFC camps!

* Top quality national-circuit faculty. The ANDI faculty is composed of many of the finest coaches and
debaters in the nation. Students will have the opportunity to learn from a supportive and experienced staff which
collectively has dozens of sessions of institute teaching experience. A glance at the qualifications of the ANDI
staff will reveal the depth and quality of what is every summer debate program's most important asset, its teaching

" KTTON Al

e S G NS O
chedules i L1y,
8-9:00 AM Breakfast Breakfast
9-10:30 AM Topic Lecture Value Analysis Practicum
10:30-Neon Aff Case Construction Seminars on Strategizing
Noon-1:00 PM Lunch Lunch 1
1:00-2:30 PM Library work Class on using evidence
- 2:30-3:30 PM Theory seminar Practice debate wicritique | Fees: $895 for CX,
3:30-5:00 PM Library work Neg case preparation $725 for LD,
5:00-6:30 PM Dinner Dinner $495 one-week
6:30-8:30 PM Lab session Delivery drills plus $75 application fee.
. 8:30 PM Commuter checkout Commuter checkout For info contact: NFC
8:30-11:00PM  Topic preparation Aff case work session 1678 Shattuck Ave, #305
HE:0D-12:00 AM Recreation & relaxation Recreation & relaxation Berkeley, CA 94709
Midnight Lights out Lights out or call; 510-548-4800




The National Forensic Consortium presentis the

Austin National LD Debate Institute

Regular LD Session: July 2-15 One-Week 1.D Session: July 2-9

The Austin National LD Institute offers a national-caliber program with great
instructors ata costcomparable to local camps. The camp has a variety of outstanding
features, and has a history of preparing students for all levels of competition: local,
regional, and national circuit.

The initially confirmed staff for the 1998 program are:

Adam Lauridson of Harvard University (formerly Bellarmine College Prep) and Allison Groves of Reed Coilege
(formerly of Apple Valley High School in Minnesota). Her competitive success included 1st at Bronx and 1st at the
MBA round-robin two years running. Both of these instructors specialize in teachking philosophy and instructing
students of all levels in the art of LD debate.

And here are what some previous ANDI LD camp participants thought:

T would recommend this camp to other students because it was tons of fun and I learned a lot. The work was
hard, but the intensity was high, but wasn't overwhelming... The staff did a good job explaining things and made
it easy to ask questions. The quality of instruction, level of intensity, and student to staff ratio were all a ‘10"..."

Alison Campbell, previous program participant

"] learned a lot and feel I've improved tremendously. Iliked the emphasis on research... I felt the best features
of this camp were the friendliness of the staff, their dedication to our intellectual and spiritual growth, and the
free bumper stickers! The level of preparation of my lab leaders, their knowledge and skill level, and their
commitment to providing a quality experience were all 10 out of 10..."

Will Orloff, previous program participant

"I would recommend this camp to others because it definitely helped my skills. This camp expanded my
knowledge of philosophy, and there were lots of practice debates. I had a high level of satisfaction with my
instructors..."

J.R. Holland, previous program participant

"I will recommend this camp to others because it is a good learning atmosphere, with diverse instructors who try
to make debate an exciting experience. The intensity was high, but I'm glad we did so much work because I
learned a lot."

Haady Taslin, previous program participant

"I would recommend this camp because it's affordable with the same qualities as more expensive camps. [really
enjoyed the counselors. ...the instructors were experienced, but were also people that students could relate to..."

LR A

Viviana Gonzalez, previous program participant GORENSIE CONSDIRT ), w
For a brochure contact: NFC ANDI LD Camp Fees :
1678 Shattuck Ave, #305 $495 for the one-week, or
Berkeley, CA 94709 $725 for the full program,
or call: 510-548-4800 plus a $75 application fee.

Listed fees include tuition, room and a full board package.
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WHAT DO WE WANT IN A JUDGE?

My path to becoming a coach was
probably not typical. As a fourth year En-
glish teacher back in 1975 T was invited to
judge at county forensics tournaments. The
experience was so enjoyable that I kept at
it...for the next fourteen years. Gradually I
gained experience judging not only all of
the various forensics events, but policy and
then Lincoln-Douglas debates as well. In
the 1980's I had the opportunity to judge at
the district and national levels.

It was not until 1989 that I received
my first coaching position--forensics at my
neighborhood high school (not the one
where I taught). Since then have become
both forensics and debate coach at my own
high school.

The point of all this is that of my
twenty-one years of experience with foren-
sics and debate, fourteen of them werc as a
judge. Thus I have been able to view the
judging process from both sides of the in-
visible fence between coaches and judges.
They coexist in the tournament lounge, but
sometimes the tension between them can
be palpable, can't it?

I've enjoyed both jobs enough to have
given up countless Saturdays over much
of three decades, often for little monetary
compensation. I've come to appreciate their
differences as well as their common inter-
ests, and most important, I've come to learn
some of what they can and should expect
from each other. In that light, I'd like to make
the following observations and recommen-
dations about the entire process of how
judges, are found, recruited, and used, and
also about how judges and coaches can best
relate to each other.

Finding the best judges is a process
that has fascinated me. At times it has also
perplexed me. As Supreme Court Justice
Potter Stewart once said about pornogra-
phy, "I can't define it, but I know it when I
see it." I know it's a bit of a stretch, butina
positive way, something like this can be said
about choosing the person you want to
Jjudge in a tournament. You might not be
able to describe the ideal judge in detail,
but you probably know one when you meet
one.

Does this sequence sound familiar?
Coach gets twelve students ready for the
tournament. Coach suddenly realizes, "I
need three judges, but have only one expe-
renced one lined up." Coach tells the twelve

by Rusty McCrady

prospective entrants: "You all come up with
a couple parents or at least warm adult bod-
ies, to judge, or I cannot take all of you to
the tournament."

Sure enough, come the day of the tour-
nament, the one borna fide judge and two
neophytes, one grandfatherly retired busi-
nessman and one good-hearted parent,
show up to judge. The coach has myriad
pre-tournament details to attend to, and at
8:45 a.m. the two new judges are sent into
rounds in a state of utter cluelessness.
When some of their ballots later draw com-
plaints from other coaehes, the coach who
hired them pleads ignorance or inability to
address the situation. "Hey, I was lucky to
be able to get anybody!" is how he punctu-
ates his lame defense.

The above scenario is often all too
real, and it need not be. It all came about
when the coach threw the responsibility of
judge recruitment upon his team. Quite sim-
ply, this is NOT their job. Indeed, there is a
better way. First, let us ask ourselves what
essential qualities we want our judges to
possess. For all judges, we want them to be
good listeners. For judges of interpretive
events, we want aesthetic sensitivity. For
debate judges, we want analytical ability.
Regardless of the event, we want people
who are somewhat humane or at least dip-
lomatic.

Ibelieve I can say without exaggerat-
ing that any coach has in his circle of ac-
guaintances at least twenty people who it
most of the above criteria. Granted, most of
them will not be free to judge on any given
weekend, but two or three of them will. It's
up to the coach to find these few willing
and able persons, and sign them up.

Hiring qualified judges is a difficuit
and necessary part of a forensics program,
but it's only a start. In order to run success-
ful tournaments year after year, we must be
able to keep good judges. We must make
them feel needed and appreciated. Three
elements are crucial here: pay, training and
hospitality.

Tused the term "hiring" in the previ-
ous paragraph for good reason. Too ofien,
itis deemed an acceptable practice to have
judges work for free as a "favor" to the
coach or to the school. While I concede
that we cannot pay good judges what they
are worth, we need to pay them something.
They are, after all, professionals. The only

way to have high expectations of judges
and keep themn coming back year after year
is to pay them some sort of an honorarium
{in the neighborhood of $10 per round, mini-
mum). If we fail to do so, we are inviting
inconsistent judging quality. How do you
give needed consiructive criticism to a judge
who is doing you a favor? Our students
deserve the best possible judges at every
tournament, and one way to provide such
judges is to pay them for their work.

While extensive training of judges is
not something that most coaches can fit into
their busy schedules, a little bit goes a long
way. It's important for coaches to obtain
copies of and go over the ballot(s) with the
new judges prior to the first round of the
tournament. Doing so builds the judge's
confidence and gives him or her a clearer
idea of what is expected. It is also a proven
way to elicit questions about procedures
and criteria that will otherwise go unasked
and unanswered until after a round, when it
is often too late. A further suggestion is to
have novice judges sit down with experi-
enced judges just prior to the tournament,
hand them sample baliot(s), and have the
veteran serve as mentor to the newcomer.
This process also enhances the dignity of
the good old standby judges, making them
feel appreciated and thus more willing to
return and keep judging in years to come.

As to the matter of hospitality,
coaches: put yourself in the judge's shoes
for a moment. You get up very carly on a
Saturday morning, drive twenty miles to a
strange high school, getting lost on the way.
You walk into 2 "lounge" and arc handed a
stack of ballots and told to report IMMEDI-
ATELY to Room C153. (It's down that hail
on your right, and get there right now be-
cause they're ready to start. By the way,
you'll be on your own for lunch, but the
team is selling hot dogs and potato chips in
the cafeteria as a fundraiser.")

Not a particularly auspicious begin-
ning to a hard day of judging.

Let's hold as a guiding rule that a
happy judge is a good judge. Do we really
want disgruntled individuals sitting there
evaluating our vulnerable, nervous teenag-
ers? In order to avoid such a sifnation, we
need to provide clear written directions to
the tournament site with the arrival time for
the judges clearly stated. When the judges
(McCrady to page 55)




THE 1998 UNIVERSITY OF
TEXAS NATIONAL INSTITUTE
IN FORENSICS

Our staff is the most comprehensive-in the country, offering National Championship
coaches and competitors-in -EVERY AREA of instruction. We believe our commitment
to a well-rounded Forensics program is unmatched. Last year’s faculty included:

David Breshears, Texas Randy Cox, Milton Academny Eric Emerson, Texas

Tony Figliota, Holy Gliost Prep Casey Garcia, Texas Derel Gaffrey, Wayne St
Lindsay Harrison, USC Meg Howell, Mountain Yiew HS Kevin Kuswa, Texas, Georgetown
Brian McBride, Texas Bii! Shanzhan, Texas Deborah Simon, Milton Academy
Sonja Starr, Harvard Lesley Wexler, Michigan Matthew Whitley, Texas

We Remain Committed to providing students with an affordable, high-quality education. For the third year in a row
we have not raised our prices for CX Plan |

CX DEBATE PLAN [ WORKSHOP JUNE 26- JULY 13 $ 999
CX DEBATE PLAN Il WORKSHOP JULY 17 - AUGUST 5 $1399
INDIVIDUAL EVENTS WORKSHOP JUNE27- JuLY 12 $979
I.E. TUTORIAL EXTENSION JUuLY 12--JULY 17 $399
LD DEBATE WORKSHOP SESSION 1 JUNE27- JULY 12 $979
LD DEBATE WORKSHOP SESSION 2 JUuLY 17~ AUGUST 1 $ 979
CX DEBATE SUPERSESSION JUNE 26--AUGUST 5 $2599

TEACHERS AND BARTON SCHOLARS WELCOME
Prices do not include $65 non-refundable application fee before May 15th, $85 thereafter,
* air-conditioned suites * instruction in all NFL, CFL, TFA, & UIL forensic events
* 3 meals a day weekdays, 2 on weekends ° need based tuition reductions
* commuter and coach rates available * US’s 6th largest public library
* low cost and high quality staff * Iots of free copies
* curriculum designed to address all sides of theoretical controversies

The University of Texas at Austin has won the American Forensic Association
National Debate Tournamenti--National Indlvidual Events Tournament
Overall Championship for the last five years in a row.

THE UTNIF is the only Austin Institute that: (1) is sanctioned by the University of Texas, (2)
provides authorized access to the University of Texas library.

For more information and a brochure when available, contact Dr. Peter Pober, Dept. of Speech Communication,
Jesse H. Jones Center, CMA 7.114, Austin, TX 78712
(officey 512 471 1957 (fax) 512 471 3504 or e-mail ppober@mail.utexas.edu or Dr. Joel Raollins at

jd.rollins@mail.utexas.edu
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HIGH SCHOOL COACH _

PHONE SCHOOL ADDRESS ___
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institute Directors:

Linda M. Cellier

Director of Instruction

Under Collier’s direction, UMKC’s debate squad
became the first in history to wir: both the Cross
Examination Debate Association (CEDA) and
National Debate Tournament (NDT) National
Points Championships in the same year, 1997,
The UMKC debate squad has ranked in the top
20 of the CEDA rankings for the pasl 10
consecutive years and has won four national
championships in the past four years. UMKC
debaters have won tournaments at the
University of Southern California, University of
South Carclina, University of Utah and Cornell
University, among others.

David Genco Kingston,

Director of Policy Debate

David is the assistant director of debate at
UMKC and formerly coached at the University
of North Texas and University of Kansas. Winner
of the 1994 CEDA National Tournament, David
has been on staff at Kenlucky, Stanford and SDI.

Other Confirmed Faculty:
Marlin Glendinning, director of debate for
Broken Arrow Public Schools in Cklahoma, has
been a three-time qualifier and octa-finalist at
the NDT. He coached and assisted nine
Cklahoma State Champions, 12 NfL national
qualifying tearmns, and a TOC quarter-finalist and
third speaker.

lim Haefele, debate coach at Macalester
College, was a nationally successful high school
and college debater. Haefele has previously
been on staff at Michigan State and Emporia
State high school institutes as well SDI.

Myron K. King, an assistanl coach at UMKC, is
a former debater at Morehouse and UMKC. He
has been on the leaching staff ¢f the SD! for
three years. As a debater, King won the 1997
HBCU Inviational, was in the final round of the
1996 USMA tournament and was in elimination
rounds at USC, UCC, CSL and CEDA Nationals.

Chris Riffer, director of debate and forensics at
Blue Valley High School, is a highly successtul
high school coach and teacher. He is a former
UMKC debater whose accomplishments set
squad records during his four-year career.

{enny Barker and Scott Betz, UMKC's top
debate team, were winners in 1997-98 of the
USC tournament and invited to the USC,
Redlands, and Jesuil Round Robin tournaments.

8 UMKC

Policy Debate Phase |

Evidence production is shared between labs, and debaters are taught research
skills atong with debating skills. Pelicy evidence photocopy costs are included in
the price of the institute. There is an eight-round, concluding policy debate
tournament and a mintmem of four additional practice rounds included in the two-
week general session schedule. Phase [ s open to students of all levels, but is
limited to the first 120 who apply. Save up to $50 for “early bird” registration by
June 1.

Residential and Commuter options available:
$715 — Residential by june 1

$765 — Residential after june 1

$415 — Commuster by June 1
$450 — Commuter after June T

Policy Debate Phase 1l

Exceptional team debaters are invited ta apply for an additional week of study.
During that third week, the studentfaculty ratio will be 2-1. Special emphasis will
be given to refining speaking skifls and developing competitive strategies. Partici-
pants in Phase [| will complete two video-taped practice rounds each day along
with speaking drills. Phase Il is for advanced students and is Fimited to 16 qualified
applicams.

All Phase 1) applications are due june 1.

Resident option only (no Commuter) available:
$1,135 for Phase | and Il
Up to 3 hours of college credit is available to all students for $45 per credit hour.

Coaches Workshop

Coaches will be offered residential or commuter training on the 1998-99 policy
topic. Graduate credit is available, but enrollees do not have to purchase graduate
credit to participate in the workshop. Continuing education credit is available for a
portion of the workshop (See Coaches Weekends below).

Resident and Comumuter options available:

$770 — Residential/Private Room $425 — Commuter

$725 - Residential/Shared Room

Continuing education credit is net mcladed in the abave costs (see below).

Coaches Weekends

n conjuction with the institute. a lwo-weekend course is availabte for 2 credit
hours through continuing education, It meets from 8:30 a.r. 1o 4:30 p.m. the first
weekend for lectures and from 8 a.m. to 5 p.m. during the institute debate
towrnament on the secord weekend. Coaches can participate in both the non-
credit workshop and in the class simultaneously, Continuing education fees are
paid directly to LBKC, not through the insitute,

The tuitien includes air-conditioned dormitory housing (double occupancy),
a flexible meal plan, instruction and a complete set of camp evidence for
debaters. Afl of the UMKC classroom and library facilities are air conditioned
A non-residential option allows local residents to forgo paying dormitory
andéor meal costs.




SUMMER DEBATE INSTITUTE

Policy Debate Phase |
Policy Debate Phase II
Coaches Workshop
Coaches Weekends

July 6-19

July 20-26

July 6-19

July 11-12 & 18-19

Send your $50 deposit today to receive application forms and information;
enrollment is limited to 120. Before June 1, instruction, evidence, room
and board are only $715. After June 1, the rate increases to $765.

——

—
{ Circle One) Policy Debate Phase | Policy Debate Phase II Coaches Workshop Coaches Weekends
T — July 6-19 July 20-26 July 6-19 July 11-12 & 18-19
- S ~
{ Circle One Residential Option Commuter Opticn
_— {Policy Debate Phase | & I, Coaches Workshop)  (Policy Debate Phase | only, Coaches Workshop, Coaches Weekends)
REGISTRATION DEADLINE: JUNE 26, 1998 ¢ COMPLETE PAYMENT DUE: JULY 6, 1998
Name Age
Address
City State Zip
High School High School Address
Social Security Number E-mail Address
Phone Number 3 - ( ) E-|( )

Parent’s Name (N/A for Coaches)

Parent’s Signature {N/A for Coaches)

You will receive delailed registration forms and information upon receipt of your application and fee,

RETURN FOGRM AND $50 DEPOSIT (NON-REFUNDABLE) TC: []MK

Linda M. Collier, Director
University of Missouri-Kansas City
5100 Rockhill Road

Kansas City, MO 64110-2499
Fax: (816} 235-553%

E-mail: Imcollier@cctr.umkc.edu
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(Couvillon Jrom page 30)
Virginia to destroy it suddenly at the risk of
immediate civil war & foreign invasion. "

Upon learning of his stand against
the Virginia Resolutions, Jefferson, remem-
bering Henry's violent opposition to the
proposed constitution in 1788, was con-
vinced that Henry had turned against his
former beliefs for personal gain or private
vengeance. Writing to his friend Archibald
Stuart on May 14, 1799, Jefferson remarked
that Henry's "apostasy must be unaccount-
able to those who do not know all the re-
cesses of his heart. " Once again, Jefferson
had looked to sinister motives to justify
Henry's actions.

- In speaking out against the Virginia
Resolutions, it was not Henry's intention to
support the Federalist cause but to con-
demn Jefferson's mode of opposing the
Alien and Sedition Acts. What Jefferson
viewed as apostasy was no more than a fup-
damental differcnce between the two men
over the interpretation of the United States
Congstitution. Whereas Jefferson belicved
the new government to be no more that a
compact between sovereign states, Henry
felt that with the adoption of the Constitu-
tion, the states had lost their sovereignty
to the central government. As no patt can
be greater than the whole, Henry reasoned,
the state legislatures were not the proper
tribunals to determine the constitutionality
of federal laws.

Ironically, it was none other than
Jefferson who had first opened the door to
the encroachment of the Federal Govern-
ment with his agreement not to oppose
Alexander Hamilton's Assumption Act in
1790 in return for the new United States
Capitol's being located in Northern Virginia.
The passage of this act not only led to the
formation of political parties, but gave the
needed precedent for the Alien and Sedi-
tion acts. Patrick Henry, on the other hand,
had opposed Hamilton's Assumption Bill
in the legislature on the grounds that it "is
repugnant to the Constitution of the United
States, as it gocs to the exercise of a power
not expressly granted to the General Gov-
ernment."

In writing or in conversation, Patrick
Henry was always resetved in his criticism
of his one-time friend. It is likely that he
never knew the real depths of Jefferson's
hatred toward himn. Yet Jefferson was not
thought too well of in the Henry home, as is
seen in a letter written by his widow to one
of his daughters after Henry's death. Re-
marking on the dignity and calmness in

which her Christianr husband faced his end,
Mrs. Henry wrote, "What a seen [scene]
have I been witnessed to. I wish the Grate
[great] Jefferson & all the Heroes of the
Deistical party could have scen my ever Dr.
& Hond. [dear and honored] Husband pay
his last debt to nature.”

Six years later, in 1805, Jefferson be-
gan his correspondence with William Wirt.
QOver the next ten years he continued to
answer inquiries and critique Writ's manu-
script. It is perhaps no coincidence that
Jefferson's vicious remarks on Henry came
at a time when he himself was being attacked
by the Federalists as an unfit candidate for
President because of his ineptness and cow-
ardice while governor of Virginia. It was also
during his correspondence with Wirt that
Henry Lee's 1812 Memoirs of the War was
published, which further perpetuated the
stories of his failure as a chief executive.
Stili, Thomas Jefferson, who was so afraid
of his role in history being writien by parti-
san writers like Lee, had no reservations
about furnishing biased statements con-
cerning Patrick Henry to historian Louis
Girardin and biographer Williama Wirt.

Mark Couvillon was a summer inter-
preter at Red Hill while an undergradu-
ate at Longwood College. He is now a
Jull-time interpreter at Colonial
Williamsburg and writes on Pairick
Henry for this newsletier and other
publications. The Patrick Henry Memo-
rial Foundation Woman's Auxiliary is the
sponsor of the Patrick Henry Oratory
Contest at the 1998 Gateway Nationals)

(Mannebach from page 34)
various countries, whereas "Federalists” in
the second sentence refers to a federation
of American states. Speakers who equivo-
cate usually confuse their hearers.
Glittering and projectile adjectives.
Intelligibility frequently becomes hampered
by adjectives which are highly emotional.
For instance, what homogenous image can
an audience acquire from such words as
*colossal,” “glorious," "stupendous,” "tre-
mendous,” “terrible," “"divine," “terrific,"
"ravishing," and "unbelievable?" Yet these
words appear frequently in today's orations.
Projectile adjectives also hinder com-
munications. Projectile adjectives function
not so much to present an objective descrip-
tions as to express the communicators' own
feelings. Examples of projeciile adjestives
oocurted when several students described

a young man as "that poor, old guy"; a smil-
ing person as "that miserable wretch;" a
wealthy person as "that poor fellow;" and a
tall young woman as "the little old lady.”
Confusion occurs when the audience is
uncertain whether the speaker's words are
literal or figurative. Orators must be carefiel
in their descriptions.

Nonfunctional Imagery. Imagery ba-
sically means the quality of words to evoke
mental pictures. Clearness of thought de-
mands clear imagery A speaker once re-
ferred to the "wilderness of mind" and to
the "obscure climate of the human intellect.”
What clear idea can one receive from the
words "wilderness of mind?" What is an
“obscure climate of the human inteliect?"
In fact, what is any climate of the mind?
Such imagery blurs thought by taxing the
bearer to discover resgmblances which fail
to exist.

Mixed imagery also clouds intelligi-
bility. A politician once stated that "Virginia
has an iron chair of mountains running
through her center, which God placed there
to milk the clouds and to be the source of
her silver rivers.” What corresponds 1o a
chain of iron drawing milk from the clouds?
Surely the imagery is vague.

Finally, communication should not be
hindered by the use of lcarned and exces-
sive imagery. All too often speakers con-
ceal their thoughts by employing imagery
that only people familiar with the classics
can interpret.

The preceding examples fail to ex-
haust the obstacles to clearness of thought,
but they sufficienily warn the young orator
to be clear if persuasion is the objective.

Notes
1—-Hugh Blair, Lectures on Rhetoric and
Belles (Philadelphia; T. Eltwood Zell, 1883),
pp. 101-102,
2--Arthur Schopenhauer, A Series of Essays, T
Bailey Saunders, trans. (New York; A. L. Burt
Publishers, n.d ), pp. 298, 301.
3—Austin Phelps, English Style in Public
Discourse (New York: Charles Scribner’s
Sons, 1888), p. 5.
4—Quintilian, The Institutio Oratoria, H.E.
Butler, trans. (New York: G. P. Puinam’s Sons,
1921), Vol.. VIII, Preface 32.
S—Schopenhauer, op, cit., p. 31.
6—Willicen Shedd, ed., The Complzte Works of
Samuel Taylor Coleridge (New York: Harper
and Raw, Publishers, Inc., 1853), Vol IV, p.
343,

(Dr. Wayne Mannebach was formerly Director
of Forensics at Ripon College. This article
appeared in the December, 1969 Rostrum.)




Baylor
University's
62nd Annual
SUMMER
DEBATER'S

WORKSHOP

Two 1998 sessions:
® June 21 - July 3
® July 19 - July 31

Highly Motivated Students & Nationally Recognized Teachers

This summer...
Align yourself with excellence

Baylor workshops consistently produce nationally prominent debaters and many
state champions

¢ Since 1937, Baylor University has extended a commitment to excellence
into high scheol forensics. Each year over 600 students from over 40 states
participate in the Baylor Debaters’ Workshop.

Baylor workshops offer excellence at every level

+ Large enough to encourage a diversity of ideas, but small squads facilitate
individual instruction.

* Largest library of resource material on this year’s topic that you will find!
Baylor workshops attract nationally prominent faculty

* Champion debaters and coaches, our faculty includes Karla Leeper, Kelly
Dunbar, Lee Polk, William English, Josh Zive, Bill Trapani, Ryan Galloway,
John Fritch, Rod Phares, Heath Dixon, Jay Hudkins, Joe Johnson, Win Hayes
and many others.

Bayfor workshops are an outstanding value

* Our low cost of $825 per student includes ALL costs of tuition, room and
board in air-conditioned dorms, photocopying briefs, and a variety of handbooks.

Lincoin-Douglas Workshop
* Instruction at the novice ond ogvonced
levelsin botht /D debate techniques and
in analyzing values & value propositians.
@ Numeicus practice debates and
practice speeches, critiqued by
experienced coaches.

s foch student receives complete
posifions with evidence ond analysis an
0 wide variety of values and value
debate propositions, as well us
affirmative & negative value arguments
that can be used on virtually any tapic.

Ask about our Specicl Opportunity
for ADVANCED 1 /D debaters

Policy Debate Workshop
e (losses offered on the novice,
intermediate ond odvonced levels.
* Eqch student will participate in of feast
10 proctice debates,
® Lecture series by recognized debate
theorists wha have published in scholorly
journals ond hove participated in
numeraus conferences on orgumentafion
and debote.
© The most extensive library of material
an the upcoming topic.
* Tap caaches in hath the high school
and college ranks.

Ask about our Special Opportunity
for ADVANCED policy debaters

For application and additional information, please contact:

Dr. Karla Leeper » BAYLOR DEBATERS’ WORKSHOP ¢ Department of Communication Studies

P.O. Box 97368 « Baylor Uni

versity « Waco, TX 76798-7368

Teachers Workshop

@ Lactures by directors of the notion's
leading high school and college farensics
programs on:

- ceaching

- administering o squod

- odministering o feurmoment

- grgumentaticn ond debate.
* Groduate or undergroduate level credit
of three callege hours.
o Participanfs receive exiensive
instructional material, including debate
course lesson plans, syllobi, discussion
quides, sample cases, offirmative/ -
negative briefs, ond computer assistance.
e Excellent networking opportunities
within the forensics circuit.

PHONE: (254) 710-1621 » Fax: {254) 710-1563 » e-mail: Karla_Leeper @baylor.edu



Samford University’s 24th
Summer Forensics Institute
19 July - 1 August 1998

Samford University is pleased to announce the dates and staff for our twenty-fourth forensics
institute.

The Samford Summer Forensics Institute is firmly committed to offering students the greatest value
for their money, We carefully maintain a 7:1 student-faculty ratio. All of our leadership staff are
seasoned professional coaches with national reputations. Our curriculum is carefully planned and
supervised so that no moment is wasted. Every student gets the individual attention and direction
they need to meet their goals and fulfill their potential in a secure and supportive environment.
Our program for novice debaters is widely considered one of the best in the nation. The divisions of
the 1998 Institute include:

Lincoln-Douglas Debate

The Samford University Lincoln-Douglas Debate Institute is one of the nation’s longest running
Lincoln-Douglas. It is designed to cater to students in their first or second year of debate. The
program strongly emphasizes fundamental skills with a focus on resolutional interpretation. The
intensive program is designed to acquaint students with political philosophy through a combination
of practice debates and reading of primary materials. This year we are pleased that National
Championship coach and Lincoln-Douglas innovator Patricia Bailey will be directing the division
with former National Champion and coach Claire Carman. As of 1 January, members of the staff
include:

I ] Frow coach, Homewood High Schook National George Washington Law School ; L-D
Co Du-'. L-D Champiorship coach; aa;ug;;y Forum Key Coach; Lecturer R Debge Director at Monlgormery Bell Academy;
Pat Bailey Foundes, U. lowa LD Institwle; Founder, Samford Renard Francois Samford Forensics Inst §9-86; U. lowa Insl. '$9-56,
University LD Institute BA .
Co-Dir. L-D 1993 NFL LD Champion: U. lowa Insl 94-57;
. Samford Forensics [nst. 9497 ; Rice University;
Claire Carman Assislant Coach, SU John's1X
BA
ecturer Director of Forersics, Veatavia Hills; National
L . Charnpiorship coach Barkley Forum Key Coachy
Marilee Dukes Founder, U, lowa LD Irstitute; Founder, Samford

Uriversity LD Irshtute

Policy Debate

The Samford University Policy Debate division is the longest running division at the Samford
University Forensics Institute. Over the years we have been fortunate to attract one of the nation’s
premier institute staffs. The institute primarily caters to students in the first few years of their debate
careers. We emphasize an older staff of successful high school and college coaches. The mission of
this division is to return students who are ready to start the debate season. Our novice program is
considered by many coaches the best in the country. Members of the staff include:

o-DDir Paul Bellus Coach, Uraversity of lowa: fmr coach, Samford
C . Director Durector of Forersics, Samford U.; Far. Coach, U. University; Director, U. lowa irst; U, Kentucky
Michael Janas Georgia and lowa; U. of lawa Irst, "89-55; MA Inst; Norlmwestern Inst; 91 NFL runner-up,
Ph.D Longwood College List. 8%¢9); Director, Samford Omaha Westside High, NE; Samford Forensics
o Swmmer Inst. 9457 Inst, 92, 9497
Skin Co Coach. Mountainbrook Jr. High AL former
P uiter Directar of Debale, Samford U, 77-87: Samford
MA Ferersics lnst, 77-97

Samford University is an Equal Opportunity Institution and welcomes applications for employment and educational programs from all
individuals regardless of race, color, sex, handicap, or national
or ethnic origin.




Heidi Hamilton
Ph.D.

Michael Jordan
BA

Greg Myrberg
BA

Len Neighbors
MA

Coach, Augustana College, IL; fmr coach, U. fowa;

fmr. Coach U. North Carolina; lowa Forensic Inst.
'92-96; Samford Forensics [natitute '95-97;
Champion Debater, Augustana College, ND

Cumberland School of Law; Champion Debater,
Charles Henderson High, AL and Samford U.;
Coach, Mountainbrook High, AL; Samford
Forensics Inst. '89-97

Debate eoach at lowa City West High School;
Westminister Academy, GA; Champion debater at
U. Kansas; Samford Forensics Institute 97

Coaeh, Samford University; fmr coach, University
of Georgia; Champion debater, University of
Georgta; Bayside High School, VA; Longwood
College Forensics Institute '94-95; Samford Debate
Institute ‘97

Individual Events

David O'Connor
BA

Thom O'Rourke
MA

Champion debate coach at lowa City West High
Schootl; DesMoines Roosevelt; W, DesMoines
Dowlhing High Schocl. He has had teams to the
national finals of most national tournaments, Jowa
Debate [nst. '86-97; Samf{ord Forensics Inst. '93-97

Debate coach at the University School of Nashville,
e coach at University of Alabama, Champion
debater at Unsversity of Alabama

This will be the the Samford University Individual Events Institute’s fourth season. Held in
conjunction with the nationally ranked individual events program at the University of Alabama,
the institute focuses on preparing students for fall competition. The program is rigorous, expecting
students to master more than one event in.the course of the two weeks. Members of the staff

include:
Director
Dan Mangis
BA

Interp.
Jon Birdnow
BA

Carol Davenport
MA

Coach, Texas Military Institute; DSR-TKA finalist
Duo; NFL Finabist, Externp, 1993; National

Champion, Student Congress; fmr coach, University

of Alabama; Universily of Alabama LE. Team; U.
[owa Inst. '92-94; Samford Forensics Inst. '95-9%

Assistant coach, University of Alabama; DSR-TKA
2nd Prose, ADS, Oral Interp ‘97; Semifinals ADS
POI; Qualified alt 12 AFA Bvents; University of
Alabama champion L.E. teari; Samford Forensics
[nst. '95-96

Direclor of Forensics, Jefferson State College; Fmr.
coach, University of Alabama; Phi Rho Pi coach of
the Year and Distinguished Service Award;
MNational Champions in Prose, Poetry, Impromptu,
Duo, ADS, Persuasion, Informative, and PO!

Lecturer
Gloria Robison

Lee Robison

Lecturer

Frank Thompson

Ph.D.

Coach, Texas Military Institute; Champion Coach,
St. James School {AL); Battleground Academy (TN);
U lowa Inst. '88-94; Samford Forensics Inst. '95-96

Assistant coach, Texas Military Institute; Champion
LE. St, James Academy; Davidson College; TMI
[nstitute '97-98; Samford Forensics Inst, '96-98
Director of Forensics, University of Alabama; 5 time
DSR-TKA National Sweepstakes Champion; AFA
Coach of the Year and Distinguished Service Asward

The goal of the Samford Summer Debate Institute is to provide expert instruction at a reasonable cost. We do not fund any
part of Samford Debate through the institute. Fees for the institute cover all essential expenses for students during the two
week period. Supervised housing is provided in air-conditioned dormitories and all meals will provided. It is our firm
intent to offer high quality at the lowest possible cost to the student,

L-D, Policy, and
Individual Events

$825.00 includes
tuition, housing,

group copying and

meals

For more information about Samford University or the Samford University Summer Forensics Institute write or call:

Dr. Michael Janas
Dir. of Debate
Samford University

Birmingham, AL 35229

(205) 870-2509

myjjanas@samford.edu

or Mr. William Tate
Montgomery Bell
Academy

4001 Harding Rd.
Nashville, TN 37205
(615) 269-3959
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STUDENT VOICES

What has drawn me to stay in an ac-
tivity that is so demanding and so frustrat-
ing at times. The competition? The intellec-
tual challenge? The missing school? No, two
simple words: "Jim" Stories.

Of course, | am referring to my debate
coach, Jim Gentile. Over the last few years,
Jim has been many things to me: a coach, a
mentor, a friend. 1 feel incredibly fortunate
to have gotten to know him. 1 also feel in-
credibly fortunate to be around him, for he
is the subject of many of my stories.

For example, on the way back from
the Bronx tournament , while stopped at a
Bob's Big Boy, we were complaining to Jim
about how he never arranges for us to stay
at a hotel. "Dudes,” he said. "You know
nothing about bad arrangements. When I
wentto St. Mark's a couple of years ago, we
gotto the tournament at 1:3¢ a.m. We didn't
really artange to have a room per se. We
were just going to find someone to stay
with, So the debaters found their friends to
stay with but 1 couldn't find anyone, and I
wasn't going to pay $100 dollars for four
hours of sleep. So 1 slept in the car.”

When we expressed amazement, he
told us that was nothing. "Dude. When the
Greenhill Round Robin rolled around that
Monday, I still didn't have a place to stay.
Well, the tab roomn for the tournament was
in the hotel, and it had a couch in it, and
they had donuts, so I just sort of stayed
there." When the first judge entered the tab
room in the morning, he was greetedby Jim
drying himself with ballots.

But seriously, why do I debate? It's
an interesting question to ask yourself.
Debate is an incredibly trying activity. Few
other high school endeavors tequire year
round commitment, travel across the coun-
iry, a sacrifice of a normal social life and
about three times as much work as is re-
quired in school. As Mr. Baker called it, de-
bate is "full contact social studies." So why?
I have been searching for a satisfactory
answer to that question.

One of the more obvious answets is
the learning experience, both in terms of
amounts of knowledge and in the skills we
learn. What other activity yields in-depth
understanding about crime one year and
climate the next, and still gives a broad

WHY?
by Alex Berger

knowledge of current events like a Ballistic
Missile Defense system and Clinton’s fast
track treaty authority? But also, it has
taught me skills like time management, Ie-
search, and discipline. I don't think that
upon entering high school I ever imagined
myself staying up until 6 a.m. on a summer
night completing a file on the benefits and
evils of nuclear power. 1t may be slightly
crazy, but debate has taught me a lot.

1 don't think that's really the answer
though. After all, why not just read the
newspaper every morning but not have to
search frantically for scissors and tape ev-
ery time you see the words "warming" and
“Clinton" in a title. Perhaps the answer to
the question, why 1 debate, is that it has
made me more socially conscious. Debate
is an activity full of discouraging hierar-
chies. It is very economically demanding.
Money is required for entry fees, plane fare,
car rental, hotel rooms, and other costs. I
am incredibly lucky that my parents have
beenable and willing to pay for those costs
and support me through the years. Unfor-
tunately, the necessary capital is enough to
drive many teams out. Yes, I know there are
some teams from poorer schools who are
able to overcome these obstacles, and de-
serve great credit. But those teams are too
few and far between. At Georgetown Day
we are working with two debaters from a
city school who are very eager to leam about
debate and very smart kids. But as I sit
our debate meetings and look at the two of
them, [ realize that they simply have very
little chance of being competitive nation-
ally in the next few years. Their school sim-
ply does not support the debate team with
any money. And in a world where it costs
3500 plus to go to one debate tournament,
the small schools usually cannot make it.

What is the solution to this problem?
How can we make debate more inclusive.
I'm not really sure. Part of the answer lies in
encouraging mofte participation. Melissa
Wade, who most of you know 1s the direc-
tor of debate at Emory University, has been
instrumental in the start-up of the Urban
Debate League in Atlanta which now cur-
rently serves over 300 inner-city Atlanta
students. Similar programs exist in Detroit,
New York, Chicago, and Kansas City, with

leagues to come in seven more cities in the
next few years. So part of what we can do is
encourage or help in those programs and
participate in their running.

But there are more simple ways to help
than that. Most of us don't live near an Ur-
ban Debate League and/or don't have the
timne to commit to one. Really, all we need to
do is, as Mrs. Wade says, "be the best we
canbe."” In other words, we are sitting here,
about to enter the late out rounds at one of
the most competitive tournaments in the
country. We serve as a model for many of
the younger debaters. 1f we treat them with
respect, they will want to continue on in the
activity and will be excited about doing so.
It's as simple as that.

But I don't think that's really the an-
swer to the question I've been asking my-
self. Don't set me wrong. 1 think things like
the Urban Debate League are immensely
important. And perhaps it's my obligation
to give back to debate what debate has
given to me by trying to break down some
of these hierarchies. But 1 don't think that's
really why I debate. As Thave pondered the
question, why do I debate, over that last
couple of months, one overwhelming an-
swer has come to me: the friends.

Mr. David Baker delivered the key-
note address about six weeks ago at the
final dinner of the Greenhill Round Robin
about what friendships have meant to him.
In his address to the debaters, he said, "if
you cultivate the friendships that you make
in debate, your reward will be much greater
and last much longer than the fleeting glory
that your debate talents will earn.” What he
said could not be more trire. In twenty years,
we won't remember how we did at a given
tournament, but we will always remember
the people we spent time with.

To retumn to my theme of "Jim Sto-
ries", 1 should tell you another one. As I
was struggling to think of what to say to-
day, I asked Jim if he had any suggestions.
He said he would think about it. And that
he did. "Dude," he said, "I've done a lot of
thinking, and I have decided what you
should talk about at St. Mark’s. I have the
PERFECT format....[pause] Top Ten List!!
Top ten things you like about debate! You
{Berger to Page 55)
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The Summer Debate Workshop, June 21st to July 10th, 1998

The nation’s premier three week workshop for over 30 years, leading the way in the combination of
practice, theory, and evidence. Staffed by the same nationally successful high school and college coaches
who teach at the Policy Project, and a select group of intercollegiate debaters all of whom have substantial
previous teaching experience. Every student participates in at least twelve debates, and contributes
focussed, high-quality research assignments to a three thousand page set of institute-wide arguments. The
workshop, open to all levels of students, is limited in size to the first 120 applicants.

The Policy Project, July 5th to July 31st, 1998

For years, Wake Forest has led the way in institute curricular design and as a crucible of debate coaching at
the highest level. The Policy Project will train 64 advanced debaters in cutting-edge debate theory and
practice, and promote an ethic of high quality policy debate (including special lectures and discussion with
former debaters who are now real-world policy makers and analysts, and special projects ranging from
web page creation to public debates). The faculty are all prominent high school or college coaches, and
represent many years of experience at every major national institute. Due to limited enrollment, applicants
will be selected on a competitive basis, maintaining a firm 8:1 student-to-staff ratio.

Policy Analysis and Strategy Seminar, June 28th to July 4th, 1998

A fifth week for a select group of Policy Project participants, led by MBA's Alan Coverstone. This group
will do directed reading and discussion on core topic issues, analyze the arguments produced by
handbooks and the first workshops, and discuss high-level strategy, theory, and tactics of special interest.

The Fast-Track, June 21st to July 31st, 1998

A six week program for a select group of Policy Project participants, led by Ross Smith, Wake Forest's
debate coach Students get the full benefits of all of Wake's innovative summer programs plus the chance to
work closely with the coach who'in the 1990's has qualified more teams to the National Debate Tournament
Elimination Rounds and has had more top-sixteen ranked teams than any other coach this decade.

All Wake Forest Workshops feature. . .

Need-based financial aid, air conditioned dorms, air-conditioned lab and classroom facilities, full meal
plan options, unrestricted access to all libraries (including law, business, and medical), a copy of Wake
Forest's Debater's Research Guide, a complete set of all workshop evidence produced by all labs, and a
safe, supervised leamning and living environment..

Wake Forest Debate, Box 7324 Reynolda Station, Winston-Salem, NC 27109

Phone: 910-759-5405 Fax: 910-759-4691 E-mail: debate@wfu.edu
Web Page address is http://wfu.edu/~debate




he Liberty Debate Institute is a summer workshop open to all high school students of all

experience levels. It is sponsored by Liberty University and the Liberty University

Debate Team. It is designed for beginning students who want to learn how to debate in
the classroom or in competition as well as for intermediate and advanced (junior varsity and var-
sity) debaters who want to sharpen their debating skills and
knowledge while getting a head start on preparing for the com-
petitive debate season.

The One-Week Workshop will run from June 21 through

June 27. The Two-Week Workshop will run from June 21
through July 4. The Three-Week Workshop will run from June
21 through July 11. Both the one-week and two-week formats
are available to beginning through advanced debaters and will
feature exposure to outstanding faculty and resources. The

. . Debate Coach Brett & Donnelt (center) 1s coach
three-weck option is for advanced debaters only. of Liberty University’s two-time national cham-

If you are looking for a place to dramatically improve | Pionsbip debate team.

your speaking skills, your debating skills, your knowledge of this year’s national topic, your
knowledge of debate theory and your argumentation skills, then the Liberty Debate Institute
should be your choice for a summer debate workshop.

WORKSHOP FEATURES
¢ Affirmative case and topic-specific negative strategy
research;

» Instruction on effective and persuasive communication
in constructing and presenting arguments;

* Instruction on winning debating techniques;

* Debate theory instruction, discussion and analysis;

* Professional administration and supervision,

¢ Extremely low faculty/student ratio

For more information on Liberty Debate and the Liberty Debate Institute, visit our home page on the internet at:
It ibertvedin

Liberty Debate Institute Workshops

One-Week Workshop ~ Jume 21-27
Two-Week Workshop __ June 21-July 4
Three- Week Workshop June_ﬁ._ZE—July 11

Fora Bmchurg or More Iiiformation Contact:
Brett O’Eonnell Institute Dwec&or
= University
1971 Umyemtty Boulevard
“Lynchburg, VA 24502
804 582-2080




{McCrady from page 44)

get there, they need to be greeted by a rea-

sonable semblance of a continental break-
. fast (coffee, tea, juice, bagels, pastries, etc.).
A lunch spread of make-your-own sand-
wiches and soft drinks or punch should also
be served. Your league can provide all of
this for a few hundred dollars a year--money
well spent to create a proper atmosphere
for our overworked and underpaid judging
corps, not to mention our equally
underfunded coaches.

Finally, a word of thanks, via note or
just verbally goes a long way. (If the judge's
work that day has been hopelessly inad-
equate, thank him anyway but don't rehire
him unless you feel that the problems are
remediable.)

As a coach, I'm often thankfuf that I
spent all those years as a judge prior to hav-
ing my own team. [ know something of what
it's like on the other side of that invisible
fence, and more than ever I appreciate it
when students encounter and learn from a
good judge.

We coaches can expect professional
conduct, specific, constructive written com-
ments, and accurate ranking or win-loss
decisions from our judges. To get these re-
sults, we need to get the best judges we
can, and treat them with the respect they
deserve.

(William "Rusty” McCrady coaches at
Walter Johnson HS, MD).

CALL FORLD
TOPICS

Deadline May 5

Coaches and students
who wish to suggest L/D
debate topics for the 1998-
1999 season should send
them to:

Lowell Sharp
Golden High School
701 24th St.
Golden, CQO 80401-2398

{Berger from Page 52)
could say, like 'number 10, Ken Strange's
Laugh. Number 9. I get to perfect my Adam
Goldstein impression.”

Well, it may not have been the great-
estidea. But as I thought about it, I realized
that the reason I couldn't do that is that so
many of the small things in debate have
meant so much to me, too many to count
only the top ten.

But one memory does stand out in

my mind, a memory that illustrates the power |

of friendship. It was the last night of the
Dartmouth Debate Institute this summer.
The last night of DDI is usually the most
fun of all. There is no lights out policy and
basically we are all allowed to roam around
like we were coo-coo for cocoa puffs the
whole night. Well, I called home around 11
to make sure my plane ticket logistics were
all worked out, looking forward to the night
of fun in front of me. It was then that my
mother informed me that Ben Cooper, my
friend since the fourth grade, had been hit
by a truck while waiting at a stoplight that
day and killed instantly.

Ieried that night for a while. But after
that I just sort of walked around in a combi-
nation of shock and grief, friends immedi-
ately knew something was wrong, and
helped me through the night. Over the next
$iX or seven hours, I received constant of-
fers of comfort, consolation and understand-
ing. It was then that [ realized [ have a great
group of friends.

Attitudes about debate are ever-
changing. So often, we become frustrated
with the activity, frustrated with everything
from the large amounts of work, to the school
absences, to the arbitrary nature of deci-
sions. But the one constant is the bonds
we share. | have thought on occasions
about quitting debate. But I never would.
There is no other activity where friends live
together for the summer and then keep in
contact during the year despite Iiving great
distances apart. There is no other activity
where a group of people can be in constant
commpetition and yet never break their ties
of friendship. It is the magical quality of
debate that out of argument can come un-
derstanding; out of exhaustion, exhilaration;
out of conflict, camaraderie. There is no
other activity that demands so much and
yet gives so much back.

(Alex Berger debates for (Feorgetown
Day High Schoo! (DC). This speech was
delivered at the St. Mark's Tournament
award breakfast in October.)

55
NFL HONOR AWARDS

- 3
{arh

T
e S

Honor Cords
Where allowed, these entwined sil-
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| ver and ruby cords may be worn with cap

and gown at graduation ceremonies to sig-
| nify the graduate has earmed NFL member-
ship. Silver is the color of the student key
and Ruby the color of NFL's highest de-
grees. New silver and ruby colors will not
conflict with the cord colors of the National
Honor Society.

Chenille Letters
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Letter sweaters and jackets will never
be the same! New silver and ruby NFL "let-
ters" available in varsity (6") and 1.V. (3")
sizes. Show the jocks in your school that
NFL scores!

Order form
Itern Price

Quantity Amount

Honor cords 11.00
NFL "Letter"

Varsity 15.00

Iv. 9.00
Total Order
Shipping/Handling (entire order) 400

Total Cost

Name

Schaot

Address

City, State, Zip+4
send form to:

National Forensic League
125 Watson St

POBox 38
Ripon, WT 54971-0038
or
Phone: 920-748-6206
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I
I
I
I
I
I
|
|
I
I
I
} Fax: 920-748-9478
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BARKLEY FORUM
EMORY NATIONAL DEBATE INSTITUTE
Lincoln-Douglas Division
Under the Direction of Melissa Maxcy Wade
June 21-July 4, 1998

Emory University, Atlanta, Georgia

The Emory National Debate Institute has been contributing to the education of high
school debaters for twenty-five years. The curriculum is steeped in the most
fundamental aspects of debate: presentation, research, and critical thinking. The
curriculum has also developed over the years to adapt to the needs of current practice.
An excellent combination of traditional argument and value debate theory and an
emphasis on current debate practice, makes the Emory National Debate Institute one
of the most successful year after year. Novice, mid-level, and varsity competitors
have found the Institute a worthwhile learning experience because the staff has the
expertise to teach all levels of students and the experience to adjust to a variety of
student needs. Fees are comparatively inexpensive.

Features of the Emory National Debate Institute

Experienced staff: Our senior level staff has worked at this Institute and many
others, including: American University, Bates College, Bavlor University, Berkeley,
bartmouth College, Georgetown University, University of Kentucky, University of
Iowa, Lovola of Los Angeles, University of Michigan, Northwestern University,
Samford University, and Stanford University. Students will have access to all faculty.
Excellent staff student ratio: The Institute offers debaters the opportunity to
work with one senior level instructor accompanied by at least one active college
debater in small lab groups of 10 to 14 students.
Library access: The Institute offers debaters access to the Woodruff library system;
including the Gambrell faw library, the Woodruff medical library, and a large
government document collection. While the main Woodruff library undergoes
renovation, a comprehensive in-house dormitory library will provide access to journals,
books, and government documents. In addition, an in-house dormitory library makes
hundreds of articles and documents easily available. We find the dormitory library
especially helpful for the beginning student.
Flexible curriculum: The Institute has always provided students a wide variety of
instruction suitable to their levels of experience. Each laboratory group has explicit
objectives and a field tested curriculum for the two week period, dependent upon their
level of experience. Each student is tracked into theory and practicum classes
appropriate to their needs. Video-taping of all students augments instruction.
Commitment to Diversity: The Institute has always been committed to making
instruction accessible to rural and urban areas. We have several funded scholarships
dedicated to promoting diversity. Additionally, ongoeing grants from The Open Society
Institute and other foundations make it possible to support many students from
economically challenged areas.
Dormitory supervision: An experienced staff including high school teachers,
graduate students, and college upperclass students will supervise the dormitory. Back
for her fifth year, the head dormitory counselor's sole duty will be supervision of the
dormitory.
For an application, write or call:
Melissa Maxcy Wade
F.O. Drawer U, Emory University
Atlanta, Georgia 30322
{404) 727-6189; email:lobrien@emory.edu; FAX: (404) 727-5367




BARKLEY FORUM
EMORY NATIONAL DEBATE INSTITUTE, Policy Division
Under the Direction of Melissa Maxcy Wade
June 21-July 4 1998

Emory University, Atlanta, Georgia

The Emory National Debate Institute has been contributing to the education of high
school debaters for twenty-five years. The curriculum is steeped in the most
fundamental aspects of debate: presentation, research, and critical thinking. The
curriculum has also develeped over the years to adapt to the needs of current practice.
An excellent combination of traditional argument and debate theory and an emphasis
on current debate practice, makes the Emory National Debate Institute one of the
most successful year after year. Novice, mid-level, and varsity competitors have
found the Institute a worthwhile learning experience because the staff has the
expertise to teach all levels of students and the experience to adiust to a variety of
student needs. A division for junior high students runs concurrently with the high
school division. Fees are comparartively inexpensive.

Features of the Emory National Debate Institute

Experienced staff: Qur senior level staff has worked at this Institute and many
others, including: American University, Bates College, Bayler University, Berkeley,
Dartmouth College, Georgetown University, Univeraity of Iowa, University of
Xentucky, Northwestern University, University of Michigan, Wake Forest University,
Samford University, and Stanford University. Students will have access to all faculty.
Excellent staff student ratio: The Institute offers debaters the opportunity to
work with one senior level instructor accompanied by at least one active college
debater in small lab groups of 10 to 14 students.
Material access: The Institute offers debaters access to the Woodruff library
system; including the Gambrell law library, the Woodruff medical library, and a large
government document collection. While the main Woodruff library undergoes
renovation, a comprehensive in-house dormitory library will provide access to journals,
books, and government documents. We find the dormitory library especially helpful for
the beginning student.
Flexible curriculum: The Institute has always provided students a wide variety of
instruction suitable to their levels of experience. Each laboratory group has explicit
objectives and a field tested curriculum for the two week period, dependent upon their
level of experience. Each student is tracked into theory and practicum classes
appropriate to their needs.
Commitment to Diversity: The Institute has always been committed to making
instruction accessible to urban and rural areas. We have several funded scholarships
dedicated to promoting diversity. Additionally, ongoing grants from The Open Society
Institute and other foundations make it possible to support many students from
economically challenged areas.
Dormitory supervision: An experienced staff including high school teachers,
graduate students, and college upperclass students will supeivise the dormitory.
Returning for her fifth year, the head dormitory counselor’'s sole duty will be
supervision of the dormitory.
Coaches workshop: An in-depth coaches workshop is conducted. Topics will
include administration, organization, and coaching strategies. A full set of lectures
appropriate for the classrcom will be developed. Junior high teachers are also
welcome.
For an application, write or call:
Melissa Maxcy Wade
P.O. Drawer U, Emory University
Atlanta, Georgia 30322
(404) 727-6189; email:lobrien@emory.edu; FAX: (404) 727-5367
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COACHES CORNER
BRACES ON TEETH, TROPHY IN HAND

"Why do you have so many kids on
your team with braces on their tecth and
marbles in their mouths?” a fellow coach
asked us. Same old debate. Some felt foren-
sics was only for the talented "elite.* My
partner Patricia Cray and I took anyone.
Guidance kept sending us kids. "Put them
in forensics, will you? They need confi-
dence.

The other schools had 7 to 12 mem-
bers. At one meet, the diocesan league mod-
erator joked, "T 1old myy kids not to be threat-
ened by your team of 24, You have quan-
tity, but not quality. And your president

~does an AM original oratory with an FM
voice.” "The year's still young," we coun-
tered.

Pat and I split the team between us,
coaching kids before and after school, lunch
hour, weekends. Some were talented — like
Dan, an experienced actor. Others.. . well, we
felt like Henry Higgins with Eliza Doolittle.
"Trophies are not our goal," Pat agreed.
"We're here to help kids gain poise and self-
esteem.” And to our delight, the trophics
came too.

There was Cheryl. Freshman guid-
ance called me aside one day. "Lock, Sr. Jo,
this kid's unhappy. She says the school's
too big, she's shy, no friends. Take her un-
der your wing, OK? Cheryl showed up at 3
PM to read for me. In walked declamation
champ Nick, handsome, personable. "You're

goodi" he announced! "I bet you could do

extemp & debate.” The rest is history. We
have photos of Cheryl with extemp and de-
bate trophies. I can't take credit -- the girl
was a natural.

Jackie was another story. A sweet-
but-timid senior, she had almost passed out
(literally) when Miss M. insisted she read
in class. Due to a public speaking phobia,
she bad squirmed through 13 years of edu-
cation without ever standing before a group.,

Afier school, Jackie moaned about her
near collapse. "Here, go to the lectern read
this for me. I handed her my "lucky" piece,
"Digit of the Moon," a charming Hindu folk
tale.

"You don't understand,” she pro-

tested. "I can't get up in front of ever ONE
person|”

"You'll be in college next year. Doyou
want to be afraid all your life, or conquer

by Sr. Josephine Palmeri, MPF

this?" I challenged.

After a few moments, she trudged to
the front of the empty room, and began read-
ing -- barely audible, faltering, eyes glued
to the paper.

"Not bad for your first time," T fibbed.
Try it again, much louder. Make your voice
do what the word says, '...the sofiness of
snow and the cruelfy of thetiger.' Onceina
while look up for eye contact.”

The second time was better. Her voice
was pretty, musical, We practiced enuncia-
tion and volume. The third try was surpris-
ingly improved. At 5 PM, I read the story
onto a blank cassette, with coaching tips,
"Raise your head defiantly on this angry
part...shake your head NO on the word
‘never.'” "Here's your personal coaching
tape," Isaid. "Play it 10 times. You'renow in
Prose Reading." :

To my surprise, Jackic showed up for
frequent coaching, and with arm-twisting
from peers, went to a few small meets, No
prizes, but she conquered her fear and
earned her NFL certificate! She glowed with
poise and new friendships, and went to the
scnior prom with our team President.

By January, her performance wasflaw-
less. One snowy weekend, at a huge tour-
nament in Matawan, Jackie won third place
in Prose Reading. "I can't believe this is
happening to me," she marveled, clutching
her trophy as the team cheered and bulbs
flashed.

March would be the BIGGIE, the
"Grands," deciding which two speakers in
each category would represent Camden
Diocese at the NCFL.

Before Grands, Jackie enrolled in an
evening psychology course at Glassboro
Coilege. "The prof made us tell our names
and goals," she bubbled. One poor guy was
so nervous, he couldn't do it. That would've
been me six months ago. When my turn came
I said, 'Hi! I'm Jackie Brady and I'm on the
Paul VI HS forensic team. My goal is: I'm
going to be 2™-place winner in my diocese
and go to Nationals in Detroit."

"Have you come a long way!" Linter-
rupted.

"Yes," she agreed. "I keep repeating;
'Dan will win firstand I will be second " Her
face sobered. "But you know the real rea-
son I want to win? My grandfather is dying

of cancer. I'm his only grandchild and he's
proud of me. He said, 'Win it for me, Jack-
son.' That's his pet name for me."

At Grands, Jackie waltzed in looking
like a model. Everything was perfect: her
shell-pink, puffy-sleeved dress, high heels,
curly shoulder-length hair, even a ribboned
manuscript folder to match her dress!

After six grueling hours of competi-
tion, we drove to the Woodbine Inn ban-
quet, where winners would be announced
AFTER dessert.

The League Moderator spoke cer-
emoniously at the mike. Ten winners from
our team, an all-time high, would represent
Camden at the Detroit Catholic Nationals,
Team President Joe Bertolino (our OO
champ with AM speech and FM voice, later
a forensic coach himseif) proudly rose for
his first-place trophy and the team Sweep-
stakes Cup.

Dan won Diocesan first place for
Prose-and-Poetry, and Jackic second. Be-
fore they could discuss plans for Detroit,
Jackie headed to the hospital to show her
grandfather her trophy. He nodded his head
and smiled. Not long afterwards, he died.

"Remember what Viktor Frank! said in
MAN'S SEARCH FOR MEANING"? Jackie
mused, after the funeral. "He who has a why
can conquer any how.' I think Nictsche said
it first. I prayed to win for my grandfather.
He was my why."

That June, when my superiors asked
me 1o teach in a new school, my team helda
surprise going-away party, with 3-foot-long
hoagies and pepperoni pizza. I was moved
by the many gifts and expressions of affec-
tion, but especially one card which read,
"How do I say thank you to someone who
changed my whole life? With fondest love-
-Jackie."

Epilogue: In college, Jackie performed

" in drama productions, worked as broad-

caster on a local radio station, and now pos-
sesses her master's degree. Presently, she
enjoys teaching middle school, where all her
students receive training in public speak-
ing.

(Sr. Josephine Palmeri, MPF coached at

Paul VI H.S. in Camden, N.J. She now
coaches at Villa Walsh Academy, N.J.).




LONGW@@D COLLEGE
INSTITUTE for PUBLIC ADDRESS,
DEBATE, and FORENSICS

LONGWOOD COLLEGE has a deep commitment to excellence in communication including the fields
of debate and forensics. Each year the College offers summet Institutes for high school students and

coaches in preparation for competition in the coming school year. This summer, champion coaches and fac-
ulty have joined to provide three Institute offerings. Residential students pay only $300 per week. Register
before June 26 to avoid a $25 late fee. ¥

1997 INSTITUTE FACULTY INCLUDED

Dr. Nancy Haga, Chasr, Longwood College Department of Speech and Thearre
Joe R. Wycoff, Chesterton High Scheol, coach of three NFL Oratory Champions and NFL Hall of Fame Menmber
Bob Kelly, Chesterton High School, Three National Orasory finalists in the past four years

Pam Cady, Apple Valley High School, Coach of the 1995 Ist and 2nd place Oratory winners
Doug Springer, New Trier High Schosl, 1997 state champs in varsity polécy debate with three menbers elected to the Allf-Sate Policy Team

Thomas Doyle, Artorney Narional qualifier in both student congress and policy debare, university national champion in oxemporaneous speaking

Don Tantille, Wheeling Figh School, Coack of Hllinois state champions in both policy and Lincoln-Douglas in the past seven years

Susan Tantillo, Wheeling High School

Bill Fiege, Longwood College Director of Forensics and Institute Superviser

PUBLIC ADDRESS INSTITUTE
JULY 26-31, 1998

Focus on the power of the spoken word

Areas of concentrartion include:
declamation, extemporaneous,
impromptu, oratory.

Students will wotk on evidence gathering,
vehicle construction, audience analysis,
structure and organtzation of original
thoughr, #

FORENSICS INSTITUTE
AUGUST 2-7, 1998

Goal is for each student to have one event

polished and performance ready

Focus is on the principles and procedures
for developing the necessary skills for
forensic events.

Areas of concentration include: dramat-
ic, humorous, duo, prose or poetry. #

For more information and an application, please contact:

LONGWOOD COLLEGE
OFFICE of CONFERENCE and FACILITY SCHEDULING
Lancaster 315, Farmville, Virginia 23909
Telephone 804.395.2228 Fax 804.395.2635
E-mail kweather@longwood.lwc.edu
Web hrep://web.lwe.edu/facility/index. hum

DEBATE INSTITUTE
AUGUST 2.7, 1998

Policy debaters will attend lecrures on the
skills of research, analysts of the 1998-
1999 ropic, case building, refutation,
affirmative and negative responsibilities,
cross examination technigues and delivery.

Lincoln-Douglas debaters will attend
lectures on affirmative and negative case
construction, debating values, refutation
and argumentation.

Each Lincoln-Dougtas debater will
research a question of value, write affir-
mative and negative cases and discuss
strategies with experienced coaches.

All students will participate in a mini-
rournamenc at the end of the week. #
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FOURTH DIAMOND COACH

**** S, L. Chandler
San Fran-Washington HS, CA
April 21, 1997 10,003 points

Coach Chandler thanks all the players whose 29-year efforts helped him
reach four-diamond status; especially Spencer and Shana who combined for over
2,000 NFL peints, seven appearances at Nationals and State Champions in OO
(Shana) and DI (Spencer). Sanford gives loving thanks to co-coach, Danise Chan-
dler for raising two great kids and covering tab tables while he mingled with the
Washington team between rounds. He's proud of being the father ofthe 200 Club,
the progenitor of Expository at Nationals and the use of the word "Supplementat”
to replace the dubious "Consolation”. S. L. has been a vocal enthusiast for unlim-
ited rounds and point scoring per day, but vchemently upholds the maximum of
24 points in Congress. His recent suggestion, "Honorable Mention" for schools
just outside of any top 25 range, was introduced in the September Rostrum.

Always friendly, voluble, and opinionated, Sanford Chandler is beloved by
coaches and students alike.
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FULL TIME ASSISTANT DEBATE COACH

GRAPEVINE HIGH SCHOOL IN TEXAS IS SEEKING A FULL TIME ASSISTANT DEBATE COACH WITH FULL TEACHING RESPONSI-
BILITIES TO START EMPLOYMENT IN THE FALL OF 1998.

REQUIREMENTS:

1) HOLD SECONDARY CERTIFICATION
(Full time teaching position is in an area such as English, Math, Science, Social Studies, and/or Speech Communication.)

2) DEBATE EXPERIENCE OR DEBATE COACHING EXPERIENCE
{Cross Examination and Lincoln Douglas debate as well as speaking events -- Extemporaneous Speaking and Oratory.)

3 WILLING TO CONDUCT PRACTICES AFTER SCHOOL, ATTEND TOURNAMENTS ON WEEKENDS, AND HELP WITH
ADMINISTRATION OF TEAM.

GRAPEVINE HIGH SCHOOQL IS IN THE DALLAS/FORT WORTH AREA AND HAS A STUDENT POPULATION OF AROUND [800.
SALARY IS RANKED WITH THE BEST IN THE STATE AND A NICE STIPEND WILL BE ADDED.

THE DEBATE PROGRAM COMPETES ON THE LOCAL, STATE, AND NATIONAL CIRCUIT DURING THE YEAR -- (ABOUT 30
TOURNAMENTS ON THE CALENDAR}

FOR INFORMATION PLEASE CONTACT:
JANE BOYD, DIRECTOR OF DEBATE
GRAPEVINE HIGH SCHOOL
3223 MUSTANG DR
GRAPEVINE, TEXAS 76051

817-251-5248

FULL-TIME DEBATE COACH
WITH COLLEGE EXPERIENCE

Wanted: Full-time debate Coach with college experience to fill position at Nevada
Union High School in Grass Valley, California. Stipend of $2,200. Teaching positions
Open in NUMeErous areas.

Please contact:
Nan Wiik or Kurt Stendrup
11763 Ridge Road
Grass Valley, CA 95946
(530) 273-4431 or (530) 432-0302
email: copelandd@jpsnet.com




Are you persuasive?
..Coherent?

)
4 s v ‘ ...Thorough?
A l«\‘\\‘\“\) C:: you ggeak?
w

If you get in our face...
we’ll get in yours!

Then WE want you here! The New York Lincoin-Dougias

High School Debate Institute
July 19 - 25, 1998, at the University of Rochester

A.C. ‘Tuna’ Snider

NYLD Alumni * y
Who's We?
P
Successfully Tom Downs Successful high school coach
defended
Homer Chrls Regan Former L-D National Champion and current
Simpsonin a Notre Dame Law student
civil trial

Director of Forensics, University of Vermont

Was siated Pam Stepp Director of Forensics, Cornell University
for the next
ggﬂ:‘fme : | Frank Irlzzary Director of Forensics, Syracuse University
opening but . . .
instead - Sam Nelson Director of Forensics, University of Rochester
signed on to v
sing with the Davld Berube Director of Forensics, University of South Carolina
Supremes and author of Non-Palicy Debate.
v
g Advertising Isaac Gastillo Assistant University of Rochester Debate Coach
‘« guru behind and former CEDA All-American
the wildly
f’jﬁ;essm Jef? Glayton Former Baylor University debater and current
Debate [t!" University of Rochester Assistant
Campaign
The Particulars
First to We start at 3:00 a.m. and end at 3:00 p.m. each day. Cost of the institute is $250 for
{ﬁ;o{g a .— commuters and $350 for students staying on campus. (Commuting coaches may at-
single and tend free of charge!} Send your registrations by June 13, 1998!
win a
Senate Fees inciude all meals for commuting students and residence hall accommodations
seat in the and meals for in-residence participants. Accommaodations at the University are double
same year occupancy. Rooms are equipped with standard residence hall furniture including twin
beds and desks.
* These characters are fictional.

Any resemblance 1o actual NYLD

Need more details? Contact Sam Nelson, Director of Forensics, 418 Morey Hall,
debaters Is porely coincidenial.

University of Rochester, Rochester, NY 14627, (716} 275-2064 ar e-mail him at
smnn@uhura.cc.rochester.edu.

The most educationally intense (and fun!) L-D experience in America
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BOB BILYEU WINTER CLASSIC DRAWS 1700+ |

Brett Miller and Nancy Wedgeworth, Eleni Tsolakis and Jordan Heinz,
coaches of host Springfield Parkview. Student Directors of the Bilyeu Classic.

CX: 213 teams Duo: 128 teams
X 117 DL 165
USX: 151 HE 143
00: 153 LD: 200

Congress: 160

-

e o i
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Sean Nicewaner (Nevada) and Hall of Fame coach Bob Bilyeu
David Watkins (Neosho), co-winners presenting Overall Sweepstakes to
of Varsity Sweepstakes. Deana Butcher (Hillcrest).

_



STRATEGIC LD

1998-1999

~ StategyLD@aol.com

STRATEGIC LD is an association of former national qualifiers and national caliber LD'ers that provides exceptional and
high quality analyses of LD topics. The writers of Strategic LD have competed in the later rounds of Nationals and placed at
tournaments like St. Mark's and Harvard In each analysis, Strategic LD offers values and criteria, observations and
arguments, philosophers and evidence, and CX strategies and a reading list. Strategic LD also provides ongoing support for
debaters and coaches who wish to call and discuss a strategy with a member of our team. Strategic LD makes coaches and
debaters the following guaraniees:

O The writers of Strategic LD have significantly greater LD related expertise than the writers for most other topic
analysis services. Successful LD Coaches that take the time to read our product will notice a significant gap in the quality of
our service and others.

O Strategic LD is an excellent teaching tool for coaches who want to help their debaters progress to a higher level,
After using Strategic LD for several topics, your debaters will be able to apply paradigms and strategies from one topic to
others. Many of the sirategies that you read in Strategic LD are the same strategies that vou will hear in elims of national
tournaments.

O Strategic LD will help debaters learn to apply philosophers correctly. In the past, our analyses have included
theories from Locke, Mill, Rawls, Adler, Sandel, Kant, etc. Recognizing the best time to apply a philosopher is often the
greatest challenge.

O Strategic LD guarantees your satisfaction. In a survey of our test market, 92% of respondents rated Strategic LD
as either "very useful" or the "most useful they had seen” when compared with other products on the market. 94% said they
used ideas from the analysis "consistently” in their cases. One of Strategic LD's subscribers was represented in the final

round of Nationals last summer. Strategic LD will make a significant difference in your tournament performance.

LD Coach's Name High School

Address City

State ZIp PHONE & EXT: { )

*Please send me the NFL set for $75 UIL SPRING (Texas Only)

SEPT-OCT $25 NOV-DEC 325 JAN-FEB §25 MAR-APRIL $25

AERARR AR A A ARARR AR AA AR R AR ARAN A AR R AR A AN A AN AR A AR AN A AR AN ARRAA NN RANANAANARRARA NN AAARAAAARAARNAARAARRNARANRARARARRARR

Make check or P.O. payable to: STRATEGICLD 5990 ARAPAHO RD#9G DALLAS, TX 75248 (972)503-9923

TS If we receive your order by May 20th, you will receive our TOP TEN ABSOLUTE BEST INTERNET SITES
FOR LINCOLN DOUGLAS RESEARCH including online philosophy texts, free research databases, and muich more......




GATEWAY NATIONALS COMMITTEE MEMBERS

Randy Donna | Tim

Rebecca

Brenda Don Eleanor




65

GATEWAY NATIONALS ‘98
EAST MISSOURI COMMITTEE

We of the East Missouri NFL have at
last taken up the challenge posed twice by
our NFL friends on the Western edge of the
state. Executive Councilman Don Crabtree
hosted Nationals at his school, Park Hill, in
1983 and 1994. Following Kansas City’s stel-
lar example, we welcome the nation to
“Catch the Spirit” of St. Louis at the NFL
Gateway Nationals ‘98,

The Pattonville School District has
generously provided not only facilities, but
also invaluable leadership and resources.
Pattonville Senior High School and Holman
Middle School will hold all speech and de-
bate events. The two sites are separated
by a 15 minute drive. Shuttle service, pro-
vided free through the courtesy of the Park-
way School District, will run from Monday
through Thursday.

Opening Day, June 14, 1998

After registering at the Renaissance
Hotel which was immortalized on film in
“Planes, Trains and Automobiles,” please
join us for our opening ceremonies. While
we enjoy the state-of-the-art sound and
video systems at Grace Church, Stone
Phillips, nationally known anchor of NBC’s
“Dateline,” will accept NFL’s “Communica-
tor of the Year” Award.

Directing Opening Cerernonics and
Finals at Grace Church is Triple Diamond
Coaeh Rebecca Pierce from Parkway South.
Becky has earned awards as Parkway
South’s Teacher of the Year, Most Outstand-
ing Teacher from Speech and Theatre As-
sociation of Missouri (STAM), Most [nflu-
ential Teacher Awards from both the Mis-
souri Scholars® Acaderny and University of
Missouri at Columbia Honors College.
Becky is known far and wide for the perfec-
tion of her theatrical direction.

Following the Opening Ceremonies,
enjoy our hospitality as Northwest Plaza
opens its doors after hours to the NFL. The
Student Mixer will feature the latest in mu-
sic and electronic games at “Tilt.” The
Coaches’® Reception. sponsored by Mis-
souri National Education Association, will
be held in I.C. Penny court. It’s free to
coaches who send for admission tickets in
advance,

Brenda Bollinger, winner of Qakville
High School’s Teacher of the Year and the
Emerson Electric Excellence in Teaching
Award, has been working hard to provide

Gateway Nationals ‘98 with low cost or free
events from her post as Reception Co-
ordinator. Brenda has so much energy that
she can sponsor two nationally known pro-
grams at Qakville—NFL and TREND {Turn-
ing Resources and Energy in New Direc-
tions). She serves as advisor to the current
TREND Volunteer of the Year and sponsors
the Most Active TREND Chapter in the U.S,
Her Qakville chapter was the first high
school chapter in the TREND Hall of Fame.
Brenda is assisted by Matt Thomas.

Leadership

Rarely can three people work together
so well as the three who have steered Gate-
way Nationals ‘98, The complimentary abili-
ties of these three along with the ever-in-
creasing size of the National Tournament
may explain why we have set a new prece-
dent: having tri-chairs instead of single
chairs or co-chairs.

Anyone who knows Pattonville Tour-
nament Director, Randy Pierce, knows he
has the energy to wear a dozen hats at once.
Randy has earned four diamonds, NFL Dis-
tinguished Service, 4th honors; Pride of
Pattonville Award, Most Qutstanding
Teacher (STAM), and Pattonville Teacher
of the Year. Randy is the Missouri repre-
sentative to the National Debate Comunit-
tee and the St. Louis representative to the
Missouri State High School Activities As-
sociation. Randy is so effective as a leader
that he persuaded his school district to start
‘97-"98 a week early so that there would be
eXtra time to prepare the buildings for Na-
tionals. Randy contributed the imtial impe-
tus as well a daily doses of enthusiasm and
untold amounts of hard work to making
Gateway Nationals ‘98 a success.

Tournament Manager, Donna Ross
who does wear a dozen hats, sets the stan-
dard for commitiment. A Four-Diamond
Coach, Donna has won numerous honors
including STAM’s Most Qutstanding
Teacher and NFL National District Chair for
1996. However, she takes greatest pride in
her awards for service. Not only has she
received several NFL service Citations, she
was the first person ever to eam the STAM
Loren Reid Award for Outstanding Service
and, more recently, the STAM Ermeritus
Award. Donna established a scholarship
to encourage East Missouri NFL students
to become Communication Educators.

Donna is no longer a full-time teacher, yet
has embraced the ‘98 Nationals in a ful] time
commitment. Her busy writing schedule
includes Mock Trial articles for the Rostrum
and a Mock Trial book to be ready m Tune,
as well as materials for Gateway Nationals
‘98. Donna will be aided by her son Damon,
former Mock Trial State Charmpion from Park-
way Central.

Tim Gore, Director of Operations, has
the energy of a dozen people. He has re-
ceived countless honors including Mis-
souri State High School Activities Asso-
ciation Distinguished Service Award, Most
Outstanding Teacher (STAM); and Tim was
a finalist for Missouri State Teacher of the
Year. Heis a Triple Diamond Coach who is
forging a new, integrated speech curricu-
lum for the progressive Clayton School Dis-
trict from his directorship at Wydown Middle
School. Tim’s education experience spans
small towns, suburban and urban educa-
tion from elementary through high school
levels in both forensics and theatre. Tim is
not only versatile, he is unsurpassed at
making things happen. He gets more done
by 9:00 AM than a dozen Marines do all day.

Judges

Serving as Local Tudges’ Co-ordinator
(along with her husband Alan Mitchell from
Ritenour High School and newcomer Jenni-
fer Frericks from Parkway South) is East
Missouri’s District Chair, Peggy Dersch of
Parkway West. Peggy is a Double Diamond
Coach who has been President of STAM
and has won the prestigious Southeast

‘Missouri State University Young Alumni

Ment Award, Central States Communication
Association Quistanding Young Teacher
Award and STAM Most Qutstanding
Teacher Award. No one is more cating, skillful
orarticulate in dealing with people than Peggy.

Public Relations

Triple Diamond Coach at Francis
Howell North is Public Relations Director
and District Committee member, Linda
Dencker. Linda lias won an impressive list
of honors including the Travis Hack Award
for service to special students, University
of Missouri Honors College Most Influen-
tial Teacher and Francis Howell award for
QOutstanding Service, Thanks to Linda and
her husband Bob, we have a superb logo .
and designs for our materials. Linda is in-
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valuable to the district committee for her
warmth and sincerity. Working with Linda
on our advertising booklet is Artistic Direc-
tor, Dave Waldmann of Ritenour, Dave is
an exceptional artist who brings a wealth of
expertise and a true artist’s eye to this chai-
lenge.

Double Diamond Coach at Ladue
High School, Linda Box, serves on the dis-
trict committee and is a Govemnor of the
Speech and Theatre Association of Mis-
sourl. She is past President of the Greater
St. Louis Speech Association and is well
known for her excellence in creating high
calibre student performance including
coaching a national runner-up in Lincoin-
Douglas debate. Linda will be working with
Mark Ludwig of Pattonville to produce our
commemorative video for Gateway Nation-
als ‘98, Taking our programs to cable is the
job of former. East Missouri District Chair,
Tim Miller of Fox.

Publicity Director Kim Cranston
brings varied experience as well as many
talents to the Gateway Nationals. She has
taught in towns and cities in Texas and Mis-
souri. She has established an excellent pro-
gram at Marquette High School, no doubt
based upon the wisdomn she learned from
her student teaching experience under the
guidance of redoubtable NFL Hall of Famer
Bob Bilyeu of Springfield.

Volunteers

Director of Volunteers, Noreen
Colbeck of Clayton, bubbles over with en-
ergy and has the true spirit of volunteerism.
Recently, when the fall play director at
Clayton High School became ill, Noreen
took on the job of bringing the play to per-
formance over the very tough last two
weeks. By allreports, she did a fabulous job.

Aiding Noreen is Organizational Liai-
son Dr. Janet Brown and her assistant Rose-
mary Hopkins of Nerinx Hall, These two
have been most successful in raising funds
and enlisting volunteers.

Director of Student Volunteers is tal-
ented newcomer Kevin Neustaedter of
Ritenour who will be aided by Keith
Osterberg of Webster Groves and Rob
Gleason, enthusiastic director of
Wentzville’s speech programs.

Hospitality
Hospitality Liaison Sara Hart from
Parkway North knows both middle and high
schools well. To all levels of students and
to all types of coaches, Sara is a pro at giv-
ing TLC. Hermagic fingers can even ¢oax
tired neck muscles to stop complaining.

Other distinguished Parkway personnel are
Central’s coach Kevin Hoffman and Allison
Levin of South. Diamond Key Coach Zona
Ludlum of Hillsboro, winner of Jaycee’s
Young Educator and DeSoto’s Cutstand-
ing Young Woman Award will assist. Also
helping Sara are the most dynamic teachers
in the St. Louis Public Schools, Lynn Nicolay
of Metro Forensics and Visual and Perform-
ing Arts Academy and Harry Kumke of
Soldan International Studies Magnet School.

Four Diamond Coach Ron Shafer who
founded the East Missouri District in 1978
will find time for the job of Sponsor’s Liai-
son along with his job directing Extempora-
neous Commentary. Ron has won just about
every honor NFL offers and is a long-time
Hall of Fame Member.

Our Special Events Chair, Susan
Jakoby, proves that teaching forensics has
a special lure all its own. As a Parkway
South competitor, Susan was the Missouri
State Oratory Champion in 1988. Compet-
ing for Bradley University, she placed in
national final rounds. After a corporate ca-
reer, she returned to coaching and began
teaching. Susan brought her expertise full
circle by coaching the Missouri Oratory
champion for Parkway South in 1997. Su-
san is on the Pattonville staff for 1997-1998.

Our staff of greeters and people to
provide information is both friendly and
knowledgeable. They include Jan Haas of
Hazelwood West, Katie Trapini of Orchard
Farms and Betty Pfaff, formerly of Parkway
Central.

Concessions

Undertaking the mammoth task of
managing all food and souvenir sales is our
Concessions Director Jeff Kopolow from
Ladue, an NFL member for nearly forty years.
Jeff hosts the St. Louis MSHSAA District
Tournament as well as the local Mock Trial
workshop. Even though he is a social stud-
ies teacher in the classroom, he is an award
winning speech coach who calls forensics
an “outstandingly healthy spectator sport.”
As proof he asks, “When is the last time
you saw two football teams go out together
for pizza after a game?” Jennifer Forrest, pifted
alum from Ladue and Ladue’s Media Spe-
cialist Joyce Inman will also lend their skills.

Working with Jeff on arcade sales are
Parkway Northeast Middle School coaches
Melody Stough and Sara Renschen. Asa
student at Clayton High School Sara was
twice the state champion in poetry. In her
“spare” time, Sara uses her formidable act-
ing talent in local theatre companies.

Fund Raising

Vital to our fund raising efforts has
been the chamm and hard work of our Gifts
Co-ordinator Ed Grooms from Webster
Groves. Ed has increased our visibility by
organizing our “Day at the Ball Park” and
has solicited donations for our auction and
for gifts to all coaches and participants at
Gateway Nationals ‘98,

Our Educational Liaison from
Clayton, Karen Malone, is hard at work
bringing colleges and universities to St.
Lous asg exhibitors.

Also active in securing donations
is our Registration Co-ordinator Melinda
Bond and her assistant Nathan Willard from
Lafayette. Ask Melinda about EMO’s and
you’ll see why she’s our most dynamic
young coach.

Advising our efforts are Brent
Wilhams of Priory and Barbara Barrett, dis-
tinguished alum from Parkway Central.

Facilities

Serving as Host Director at the
Holman Middle School site is Diamond Key
Coach Ken Lopinot from Pattonville High
School. Ken coached State Interpretation
Champions for two years in a row. Ken has
also coached a student to The National fi-
nals in poetry. He is a Governor of the
Greater St. Louis Speech League and a well-
known local actor-director of great accom-
plishment.

Helping Ken make things run
smoothly are Main Events Liaison Greg
Jones from Valley Park; Wilma Cassibry from
Fort Zumwalt South as Consolation Events
Liaison; and Steve Geiger, Support Group
Liaison froim Francis Howell North who will
see to the arrangements for extemp prepa-
ration rooms. Helping Steve will be Chris
O’Donnell of Francis Howell HS.

Efficiency is the watchword of our
Transportation Director, Fred Schue of Park-
way North. Chaminade coaches Marty
Strohmeyer and Phil Shayne are our Park-
ing Co-ordinators,

Congress

Joe Kennedy of Red Bud High School
m Illinois spent last June in Minneapolis
leamning every nuance of his job as Con-
gressional Liaison. Also workihg with Con-
gress is Pattonville alum and veteran com-
petitor in NFL Nationals Bob Dillon of Fort
Zumwalt South HS, who serves as our
School Administrator Liaison. Bob remem-
bers his own national tournament as a won-
derful experience which he plans to extend
to all the competitors in St. Louis in 1998.

e
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Communications

No one has a more crucial job than
our Communications Director, Don Schulte
from Pattonville. You may admire the work
of our beloved wonk by visiting our
website:http://www.geocities.com/athens/
forum/1093. Don will be nunning computer
messaging as well as co-ordinating tele-
phone and paging service.

Recognition

No one is better suited to thank
people and give them recognition than our
Awards Co-ordinator, Eleanor Silberg from
Priory. Eleanor was so grateful for her own
high school and college forensics experi-
ence that she began a program at Priory
even though the odds were againsther. She
teaches French, has no speech class and
cannot meet with her students after school
because of Priory’s mandatory sports pro-
gram. Hers is an object lesson in starting a
forensics program regardless of the prob-
lems you have to overcome just because
NFL is hest for the students. As she says,
“What better way to encourage proficiency
in listening and critical thinking?”

Outstate Team Members
The East Missouri District is blessed
to have outstanding coaches who are not
in immediate proximity to Pattonville, but

who are hard at work promoting speech and
raising funds to make Gateway Nationals
‘98 anunforgettable experience.

From the center of the state come Di-
rectors of the Mid-State Region Kathy
‘Waner and Lisa Nieuwenheizer from Colum-
bia Hickman High School and Stacy
Bonderer from Columbia Rock Bridge High
School. Stacy is a go-getter who has
doubled her chapter’s size every year since
she’s been coaching. First year coaches at
Jefferson City High School are our Capitol
Region Directors Laura Cooper and Annika
Robb.

Double Diamond Coach and founder
of the John F. Hodge NFL Chapter, Julian
Kite is our Western Region Director. Julian
is National Co-Chair of Rural Education for
the National Council of Teachers of English
and is St. James Teacher of the Year.

JoNell Seifert of Poplar Bluft has been
a finalist for Missouri State Teacher of the
Year. Jo Nell directs our Southern Region
with her well-known wit and perspicacity.

Director of the Southeast Region,
Susan Hekmat from Cape Girardeau Central
High School, is more than busy with her
duties as President of the Speech and The-
atre Association of Missouri and with her
work on Educational Standards for the State
Department of Education. Still, she is mak-

ing time for the upcoming nationals.

Belleville East’s Carol Harms, though
not in the East Missouri District, has gra-
ciously offered to serve as liaison to Tllinois
high schools.

College and University

We are more than grateful for the fi-
nancial aid and wholehearted support of cur
friends from liigher education. Long time
illustrious coach and NFL Hall of Famer, Dr.
Richard Hunsaker from McKendree College,
is our [llinois University Liaison. Serving
as Missouri College-University Liaison is
Dr. Tom Preston of the University of Mis-
souri at St. Louis who graciously included
our materials in his tourmament invitation
and promoted our efforts by giving our mer-
chandize to semifinalists at his invitational
tournament last fall. Through his efforts, the
Missouri Speech Journal devoted its back
covert to Gateway Nationals ‘98.

Returning to St. Louis after a time in
Louisiana are Scott and Gina Jenson of
Webster University. We couldn’t be hap-
pier that they have picked this year for their
homecoming.

All ofus at Gateway Nationals ‘98 are
looking forward to a splendid week when
we play host to the most talented students
and the finest coaches in the U.S.

ANNOUNCING THE 1998

BARTON SCHOLARS PROGRAM

AN INITIATIVE OF THE NATIONAL DEBATE COACHES ASSOCIATION

Phyllis Barton, one of the most distinguished and successful high school debate coaches in the history of the activity, was a fervent and
constant advocate of high quality argumentation. Her teams at Princeton High School in Ohio won all of the major contest events, often
several times. Barton served as NFL Vice President. The Barton Scholars Program honors her legacy by funding coach scholarships for
summer institute instruction.

Teachers who receive awards are permitted to use grants to attend any sumumer teacher program relevant to debate of their choice.

WHO CAN APPLY? Any Lincoln Douglas or Policy debate teacher of any level of experience. We will fry to match you with a workshop
that meets your needs.

WHAT WILLIT COST? ltdepends. Classes are free at university workshops that participate with the NDCA. The NDCA will consider
each application and try to meet each applicant's financial needs as much as possible. NDCA members may apply without cost. There
will be a $35 fee to non-members when the scholarship is awarded.

WHEN DO1HAVE TO APPLY? Applications must be received by May 1st.

WHERE DO 1 APPLY? For more information, or to apply, send a letter including your financial and educational needs and where you
would like to go (if you know) to Glenda Ferguson, Heritage Hall High School, 1800 NW 122, Oklahoma City, Oklahoma, 73120. Youmay
e-mail at Gfergul060@acl.com school, or dandgferg@woldnet net.com home. You can also use the application in the ROSTRUM.

Colleges and Universities who conduct summer programs in debate teacher education and who wish to participate in the Barton Scholar
Program should contact Glenda Ferguson at (405) 749-3033 school, or (405) 721-6661 (home).

m



APPLICATION FOR THE BARTON SCHOLAR PROGRAM

name: phone:
school: phone:
fax: email:

Please give a brief explanation of your educational needs.

Please give a brief explanation of your financial needs.

Please list the teacher workshops you want to attend in order of preference.

Please send a letter of recommendation from your principal.

Please send this form and your letter of recommendation to:

Glenda Ferguson

The Heritage Hall School

1800 N'W 122

Oklahoma City, Oklahoma 73120

Questions? Don't hesitate to call Glenda at 405-749-3033 (school) or 405-721-6661 (home)
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STONE PHILLIPS:

MAKING THE NBC PEACOCK PROUD

Stone Phillips is a principal anchor of
the award-winning newsmagazine Dateline
NBC. He has generated headlines with a
wide range of reports, including
groundbreaking investigations, political
profiles and consumer and human-interest
storics. He also anchors Weekend Maga-
zine on MSNBC. Also, Phillips has served
as a substitute anchor on NBC Nighily
News with Tom Brokaw and Today and as a
substitute moderator on Meet the Press.

Phillips has earned honors for his
work on Dateline, including a revealing in-
terview with Bernhard Goetz, a hidden-cam-
era investigation documenting the exploi-
tation of child workers in Southeast Asia,
an expose of incompetence and inadequa-
cies in the New York City child-welfare sys-
tem that contributed to the tragic loss of a
six-year-old girl; a story on the reappear-
ance of a U.S. serviceman presumed dead
for nearly 30 years; a report on flaws in the
911 emergency-response system; and hour-
long specials focusing on medical ethics.

He spent more than two years cover-
ing both O.J. Simpson trials for Dateline
and landed exclusive interviews with sev-
eral key figures in the case, including the
jury foreman from the criminal trial, and
Daniel Petrocelli, the lead attorney in the
civil proceeding. Phillips also conducted
newsmaking interviews with James
McDougal, Sol Wachtler, Victoria Goiti, Bob
Woodward, Walter Cronkite, Jeffrey
Dahmer, Dennis Rodman, Sharon Stone,
Michael Jordan, Anthony Hopkins and
Howard Stern. Phillips’s 1992 interview with
President George Bush made headlines
concerning the President’s views on abor-
tion rights. In addition, Phillips was granted
unprecedented access to Boris Yeltsin for
an exclusive interview

Phillips has reported from all over the
woild, including the jungles of Bolivia and
Colombia on the cocaine wars; the South
China Sca on the Vietnamese refugee crisis,
from India on the bloody riots between Sikhs
and Hindus after the assagsination of Indira
Ghandi, and from embattled West Beirut
during the Isracli sicge.

Before joining Dateline NBC in 1992,
Phillips had been a correspondent for ABC
News’ 20/20 since 1986. The same year he
Jjoined 20720, he also sexrved as a substitute
host on Good Morning America and as

by M. Donna Ross

sports anchor on ABC’s World News Sun-
day. Before joining 20/20, he was a gen-
eral-assignment correspondent for ABC
News, beginning in 1982. From 1979 to 1981,
he was an assignment editor at the ABC
News Washington bureau, where he helped
coordinate coverage of the Iran hostage
crisis and the 1980 national ¢lections,

Phillips has received numerous
awards for his work, including an Emmy for
outstanding achievement in an interview,
an Investigative Reporters and Editors (IRE)
Award, a Robert F. Kennedy Journalism
Award, three national Headliner Awards and
a Sigma Delta Chi Award from the Socicty
of Professional Journalists.

Phillips graduated with honors from
Yale, where he majored in philosophy. He
was born in Texas City, Texas, and raised in
St. Louis. He is married with a son.

This is the official NBC biography
of Stone Phillips, and an impressive bio it is
too. Still, it did not answer the real question
I have. Don’t we all really want to know the
secret of his success? How did a boy from
the suburbs of St. Louis come to be the star
anchor of a prestigious nighttime television
news magazine? Since I didn’t believe that
just having looks-to-die-for could explain
it, [ went in search of a little background. I
looked for the answer to this question;

“What was Stone Phillips like in high
school?”

1 sought answers from two people
who knew the young Ston¢ best—his men-
tor and his best friend.

Stone’s mentor was Al Burr, interna-
tionally known speaker and educational
leader, who was Principal of Parkway West
High School while Stone was a student
there. Burr said that Stone stood out in his
memory as strong, yet gentie. His gift was
his ability to personally connect with
people. It’s that same talent that now shines
across the airwaves during each edition of
“Dateline.” Stone believed in linkage. He
had an uncanny knack for uniting the vari-
ous groups and factions across the school
into one cohesive body.

Mr. Burr illustrated Stone’s genuine
commitment to unity with this story. When
Stone was a Senior in 1973, he was chosen
as the top Scholar-Athiete in the entire
nation. This award included a check to him
for one thousand dollars. He took the check

to Mz, Burr and said that he didn’t feel that
he personally owned that money. He said
that his sports, footbail and basketball, were
team sports—that he could not have won
the scholar-athlete award without his team-
mates. It would seem logical for a gencrous
person to want to share with his teammates.
But Stone’s vision of connection ¢ncom-
passed the whole school. He set up two
five-hundred dollar scholarships to be
awarded by a faculty committee to two non-
athletes who had made contributions to
Parkway West that made school a better
place for everybody.

Stone’s best friend in high school was
Bill Thompson who is now as successful in
the investment ficld as Stone has been in
broadcast media. Bill told me this story.
When he and Stone were in senior advanced
English together, they were given an essay
assignment with complete freedom of topic
choice. Stone received his usual “H” (an
honors grade which is a level above “A.”)
When they traded essays to read, Bill was
astonished at Stone’s topic choice—
“Worry.” Even to his best friend, Stone
seemed to have everything—looks, brains,
sensitivity, charm. What could the all-
American boy possibly worry about?

Bill has kept the meaning of that mo-
ment ever since. He says it taught him two
things. First, no matter how well we think
we know others, we can’t even scratch the
surface of how they really feel. But per-
haps we would not go far wrong if we imag-
ine that they have the same fears, hopes
and dreams as we do. Second, Bill said ke
had an insight into Stone’s success—car-
ing. Stone was always concerned; he was
always striving; he never took things for
granted or tried to get a free ride on his cap-
tivating looks and winsome personality.

What I have discovercd about our
Commnnicator of the Year is that he is as
unusual and as uniquely genuine as his own
real name-—Stone Phillips. I applaud the
National Forensic League on the choice of
Stone Phillips as the 1998 NFL Communica-
tor of the Year. I cannot imagine a more
worthy recipient and role model for aspir-
ing young people. No matter how success-
ful he becomes, he will never lose the com-
mon touch because he has found the an-
swer to making life’s most important con-
nections.

[ R A e PR
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GRACE CHURCH-SAINT LOUIS

Grace Church-Saint Louis is an inter-
denominational congregation located in
Maryland Heights, Missouri serving people
from throughout the full St. Louis metro-
politan area. Founded by their Senior Pas-
tor Ronald D. Tucker in 1978 with only 30
people, Grace has grown to a weekly atten-
dance of nearly 4,000 people in just twenty
years. The church members have built a
remarkable facility with 163,000 square feet

SITE OF NFL FINALS

ing Hands is a minisiry that provides free
services such as car maintenance and hair
cuiting to the needy. Naturally, many of the
ministries are focused upon devotional
study as well as friendship and outreach
programs. On any given night, as many as
8 different groups may be meeting.

Grace Church represents the essence
of modern Christianity. Although it is doc-
tripally conservative, Grace Church makes

two permanent camera instsllations just
below ihe light booih.

The newly extended parking lot can
accommeodate 1500 cars. Next to the sanc-
tuary building is the classroom building
which will acoommodate supplementals and
their videotaping. The newly remodeled 180
seat chapel at the east end of the building
will be the site for those event finals on Fri-
day.

of space which they gladly share with the
community. Clearly, the Church is finding
greater fulfillment each day for its mission:
to lead unchurched people to become fully
devoted followers of Jesus Christ.

Despite the large size of the congre-
gation, much of its work is actually done in
small groups because that is the context in
which people arc most receptive to life
change and growth., Members are encour-
aged to become involved in their choice
among the personal interest ministries
which encompass 49 different areas such
as coping with divorce , recovery from ad-
diction 2md community for singles. Help-

wide use of contemporary media to help
members and visitors find relevant answers
to the challenges in their lives. The main
sanctuary, which will be also be the site of
the Gateway Nationals ‘98 opening ceremo-
nies, finals competition and the awards as-
sembly, offers a thrust stage and state of
the ant sound system. Typical services be-
gin with contemporary performance music
and often feature plays, tilor-made video
productions and monologues to dramatize
life issues for the congregation. Two the-
atre-sized video screens flank the stage and
can provide enhanced vision for everyone
in the approximately 2600 seat facility from

The people at Grace Church have of-
fered us boundiess enthusiasm as well as
their tirne and talent. Their decision to host
us is a living fulfiliment for two of their five
goals:

“ACT out our faith in giving our time,
ialent apd treasure to serve God and people
within the community.”

“Extend compassion in action to our
society and world.”

Please take the time to thank the won-
derful, caring people of Grace Church for
sharing themselves and their place of wor-
ship with us.



THE BAYLOR BRIEFS

Announces the 1998-1999 Policy Publications

BAYLOR BRIEFS: Changing United States Policy
Toward Russia

COMPLETE AFFIRMATIVE CASES

* First affirmative outlines of several affirmative cases
complete with evidence. Second affirmative briefs
complete with evidence and arguments to answer
anticipated negative arguments.

* Fvidenced answers to anticipated plan attacks.

COMPREHENSIVE NEGATIVE BRIEFS

¢ Briefs of first negative arguments against a variety of
potential cases complete with evidence on the briefs.

* Completely developed disadvantages and plan-meet -
need arguments against a variety of cases... evidence
on the briefs.

CONTENTS INCLUDE

¢ Conceptual framework of analysis of the 1998-99
High School Debate topic.

* Over 1,500 pieces of evidence from hard-to-find
sources (no Time, Newsweek, etc.).

¢ Comprehensive index to all extension evidence.

WHY THE BAYLOR BRIEFS?

¢ The next best thing to attending a good summer
workshop. The Baylor Briefs are an excellent
method for learning independent analysis and case
construction skills.

NEGATIVE CASEBOOKS: United States Policy Toward Russia

W Vol. I:

Studies on the Harms of United States—Russian Policy

M Vol. II: Current United States Programs to Solve United States—Russian Problems
M Vol. III: Topicality of Changes in United States Policy Toward Russia
M Vol. IV: Generic Disadvantages to Changing United States Policy Toward Russia

NEGATIVE'S BEST TOOL

¢ Complex empirical studies made easy to understand
and actually use in debate rounds.

¢ A complete index to the evidence in each volume.

¢ All evidence on one side of the page; guaranteed to
fit on 3"x5" cards.

¢ Fvidence conforms to NFL recommended standards.

WHY THE NEGATIVE CASEBOOKS?

¢ The entire research staff is composed of National
Champion debaters. America's finest research
libraries are utilized.

¢ Winning Debates. The casebooks cover almost every
potential negative strategy. The effects of "Squirrel
Cases" are minimized.

® Recent evidence, none before 1996.

PLEASE SEND ME

Copies of THE BAYLOR BRIEFS
1-10 copies $24.95 cach B 11 or more $16.95 each

Copies of THE NEGATIVE CASEBOOKS
Complete Four-volume set
1 -3 sets $39.95 M 4 sets or more $30.00

NAME

THE NEGATIVE CASEBOOKS: Individual Volumes
Copies of Volume | a1 $11.95 per copy

Copies of Yolume Il at $11.95 per copy

Copies of Volume [l at $11.95 per copy

Copies of Volume I¥ at $11.95 per copy

SCHOGL

ADDRESS CITY

STATE ZIp

TOTAL AMOUNT ENCLOSED*

SEND MY ORDER VIA SPECIAL HANDLING2** Yes____ No

*We cannal accept checks made payable to Baylor University. Credit extended to educalional insfitutions and librories only upon receipl of @ valid purchase order.
**SPECIAL HANDLING: Sent Priority Moil or U.P.5. 1 -5 books $10.00 & 6-10baoks $15.00 ¢ 11 or more backs $20.00

Make Checks Payable to: THE BAYIJOR BRI_EF S P.O. Box 6386 B Waco, Texas 767006



THE BAYLOR BRIEFS

Has the Perfect Combination for Lincoln-Douglas Debate
THE VALUE DEBATE HANDBOOK

— NEW EDITION: Completely Revised in 1997 —
The Value Debate Handbook is the most popular textbook for Lincoln-Douglas debate. It provides a simple system
for analyzing Lincoln-Douglas debate topics. It providesfully evidenced briefs on significant American valuesin easy,
ready-to-use form. The Value Debate Handbook shows how to LINK the briefs to any of awide variety of debate topics.

) Mew Features

B Expanded discussion ol the meaning and relationship
between Values and Criteria with special emphasis on
how to argue for and against ideologically derived
values like justice, legitimacy, the Social Contract, etc.

B The addition of new non-Western philosophers whose
values and worldviews conflict with and oppose those of
most European and American philosophers

B New chapters on affirmative and negative case
construction, refutation, and rebuttals

M Revised formatand discussion of how to use philosophers
in actual debates

B A comprehensive glossary of L-D concepts and terms,
essential for beginning debaters.

M A reading list for exploring various values and criteria

Special Features
B Complex value conflicts made easy to understand and
use in debate rounds.

M Criteria for evaluating value choices.

B Evidence with full citations.

B Philosophers made easy to understand.
B Two Complete annotated L-D debates.

Orders received by Mc?' 251k are guaranfeed June 12 shipment. MAILING: We mail all orders either Library ar Fourth Class Book Rate. Allaw 2-3 weeks for delivery.
T

All cash orders shipped

ee. Charged arders will be billed for postage and handling. Wanl Quicker Service? With Special Handling, usual delivery time is 3 o 5 days.

THE 1998-99 N.F.L. LINCOLN-DOUGLAS DEBATE
RESEARCH SERIES

B A complete publication on each of the four official N.F.L.,
Lincoln-Douglas Debate Topics. Most major high school
tournaments use the N.F.L. topic in their L-I) contests.

B Complete value analysis of eacli proposition.

B Everything you need to debate each of the N.F.L. Lincoln-
Douglas topics in complete ready-to-use form.

M Supplements the Value Debate Handbook with specific
explanations about how to use the Value Debate Handbook
on each of the official N.F.L. topics.

Contents of Each Publication
M Analysis of each topic.
M Sample affirmative case outlines with evidence and analysis.
B Rebuttal and refutation guides and briefs.
B Fully indexed affirmative and negative evidence on
each topic.
W PUBLICATIONS DELIVERED TO YOU BY:
1998 - September | and November 1
1999 - January 1 and March 1

For Texas Scheools

THE U.L.L. LINCOLN-DOUGLAS RESEARCH SERIES

Copies of THE VALUE DEBATE HANDBOOK
1-10 copies §25.95 each (11 or more §18.95 each)

NAME
SCHOOL,

ADDRESS

Copies of THE N.F.L. LINCOLN-DOUGLAS DEBATE
REEEARCH SERIES: Subscription price: $79.95

. C(é%ies of THE TEXAS U.LL LINCOLN-DOUGLAS

DEBATE RESEARCH SERIES: Subscription price; $59.95

CITY

STATE Zip

TOTAL AMOUNT ENCLOSED* SEND MY CRDER VIA SPECIAL HANDLING®** Yes_ No___

*We cannot accept checks made payable to Baylor University. Credit extended to educationol institutions and libraries only upan receipt of a valid purchase order.
**SPECIAL HANDLING: Sent Priority Mail or U.P.5. 1- 5 books $10.00 o 6. 10 baoks $15.00 » 11 or more books $20.00

Make Checks Payable fo: TH_E BAYLOR BRIEFS PO. Box 6386 B Waco, Texas 76706




TRUST DALE QUALITY

OUR REPUTATION AS THE OLDEST AND LARGEST COMPANY CONSISTENTLY SERVING HIGH SCHOOL
DEBATERS IS IMPORTANT TO US. OUR COMMITMENT IS TO THE HIGHEST QUALITY IN ALL OUR PROD-
UCTS. OVER 60 YEARS OF PROFESSIONAL POLICY RESEARCH BACK EVERY DALE PUBLICATION.

AFFIRMATIVE CASEBOOK

410 FULLY SCRIPTED AFE CASES

¢TOPICALITY BLOCKS

¢ EXTENSION EVIDENCE FOR ALL CASES

¢ ANSWERS TO GENERIC AND CASE-
SPECIFIC DISADS

¢ TEXTBOOK WITH EXAMPLES USING THE
CURRENT TOPIC

¢ ON-POINT COACHING ADVICE (A Dale Exclusive) ~ Duts Pt

$24.00 Available jJune 15, 1998

SECOND NEGATIVE BRIEF BOOK

¢ GENERIC DISADS WITH SHELLS AND
EXTENSION BLOCKS

¢CASE SPECIFIC LINK CARDS

¢GENERIC SOLVENCY BLOCKS

4 CASE SPECIFIC SOLVENCY AND DISADS

42NC/2NR STRATEGY TIPS

¢ ON-POINT COACHING ADVICE ON THE
EFFECTIVE USE OF ARGUMENT IN
ACTUAL ROUNDS. (A Dale Exclusive)

$24.00 Available June 15, 1998

U.S. - RUSSIA
POLICY:
1998

AFFIRMATIVE
CASEBOOK

FIRST NEGATIVE BRIEF BOOK

¢ WELL DEVELOPED TOPICALITY ARG. WITH
EXPLANATIONS AND EXTENSIONS

¢RELEVANT COUNTERFLANS

¢ GENERIC AND CASE SPECIFIC HARM AND
INHERENCY POSITIONS (IN BLOCK FORM)

¢ EXTENSION EVIDENCE

4¢ON-POINT COACHING ADVICE
(A Dale Exclusive)

$24.00 Available June 15, 1998

U.S. - RUSSIA
POLICY:
1998

SECOND NE
DALE ang:g TIVE

Dok Pubtisum Co

BEST BUY: DALE COMPLETE SERVICE
ALL THREE BOOKS AT A

SPECIAL PRICE. ONLY $60.00

ORDER FROM
DALE PUBLISHING CO. INC. - P.O. BOX 51 - GREENWOOD, MO 64034
PHONE 1-800-579-7070 / FAX 1-816-623-9122




ST. LOUIS

INSIDE THE CITY BESIDE THE MISSISSIPPI

St. Louis is multi-faceted. We have much
more to discover than people who spend numer-
ous hours a day at a tournament can. experience.
The St. Louis Visitor's Guide lists more than ninety
attractions—use the guide to explain and locate
most of the places you want Lo visit. Still, wouldn’t
it be nice to have advice from your own personal
concierge?  As an “insider” [ thought I might
help by suggesting just two things 1o provide ro-
mance for your own personal loves. T have not
tried to offer an exhaustive study, but to suggest
the “best” and the “rarest of the rest” in each
category from my own eecentric viewpoint. So,
the first listed is what most people—St. Louisans
included, would eonsider our June showpiece. The
second is my Inighly subjective and possibly whim-
sical notion of what 3t. Louis has to offer that
would just not be the same (if it could be found at
all) anywhere else in the world.

If you Iove...Try the Sublire...Or the St.
Lounis Original...
History Museums
Historical Society in Forest Park
Scott Joplin Home
Sports
Cardinals Basebal
Biking the Katy Trail,St.Charles
Music
Opcra Theatre of St. Louls
Blues in Soulard
Tourist Traps
Union Station
Arch

Inspiration

Holocaust Museun

Our Lady of the Snows, 1llinots
Art

Art Hill in Forest Park

New Cathedral Mosaics
Theatre

The Muny in Forest Fark

Grande! Square Theatre
Amusement Parks

Six Flags, Pacific

Faust Heritage Park
Water

Riverport Water Park

Ferres from Brusscls, [llinois
Special Places

Cld Courthouse and Cathedral

Alton (III) or Winfield (MQ) Locks
Mature

Shaw’s Garden

Golf at "The Bluffs, St. Charies
Historic Homes

*QGrant’s Farm

Cupples House at St Louis U.
Food

Frozen custard at Ted Drewe’s

Toasted ravioli at any Ifalian

restaurant on “The Hill”
Big Attractions

Anheuser-Busch Brewery

Bigfoot 4x4 Inc.
Archaeology

Cahokia Mounds, Illinois

Mastodon Park at Impenal

Walks

Creve Coeur Park

University City Loop
Special Cinema

OMNIMAX at the Science

Dental Health Theatre Center
Shopping

The Galleria

City Museum Gift Shop
Animals

St. Louis Zoo in Forest Park

LaClede’s Landing at night

*Grant’s Farm is available only by advance
reservation

You are also invited to celebrate the mighty
Mississippi during the summer of 1998, The Fed-
cral Government, fen states and a multitude of
local and regional groups will join each other as
the Smithsonian produces a documentary on the
greatest niver in the U.S.

The Global Energy and Water Cycle Ex-
periment will hold an infernational eonference in
St. Louis on a multi million dollar study of the
Mississippi River Basin. The Project is under the
auspices of the National Oceanie and Atmospheric
Administration.

The Mississippi River Parkway Commis-
sion will be celebrating its 60th anniversary. Ae-
tivities from eoncerts to photography contesls
will make up this very special commemoration.
For more information, see the Web Site: http://
WWW.0gp.noaa.gov/mpe/geip/miss/
events.html

ENGLISH/FORENSICS POSITION AVAILABLE

Pine Crest Schoot in Fort Lauderdale, Florida, anticipates an opening for an English teacher and Head Forensics Coach
beginning with the 1998-99 academic year. The teaching assignment in English would focus on grades 9-12 but couid
also involve 7 & 8. Class assignments could include up to two forensics classes and might evolve into other non-English
assignments as weil. The salary package will be competitive and based upon qualifications and experience.

The preferred candidate will have a demonstrated record of excellence in the classroom and in forensics but could also be
a dynamically qualified but less experienced teacher and coach. He/She should be able to coach all forensics events
including policy and Linceln-Douglas debate, but consideration will be given to the candidate who has concentrated on the
debate events. There are two other coaches in the program who can compliment that focus. Pine Crest’s is an ali-events
program competing in alt the events offered by the NFL, the NCFL, and the Florida Ferensics League.

Pine Crest is an independent day and boarding school (130 boarders from 15 states and 32 countries) with 358 students
in the Upper School (grades 7-12). Founded in 1934, it is known for its academic and its co-curricular programs and is
fully accredited by SACS and FCIS. More than 650 AP exams are taken each year in 28 subject areas. Last year the
median score was 3.83. Seven students from the current graduating class were admitted to Harvard in the early-decision
program. Approximately 20% of the senior class will attend lvy League schools. Pine Crest is a goed environment in
which to teach and coach.

The Pine Crest Forensics Program is well established and solidly funded (no fundraising necessary) and enjoys the
unequivocal support of the administration. Lee Turner, Upper School Principal, is a Three-Diamond NFL Coach and a
Key Coach of Emory University’s Barkley Forum. He can be contacted at 954-492-4154 for more information.

Send application materials inctuding references and a statement of educational and coaching philosophy to:
Lee Turner, Principal
Pine Crest School
1501 NE 62" Street
Ft. Lauderdale, FL 33334



The 20th Midwest
The Midwest Philosophy

We believe high school debaters must learn to do original, topic-specific research,
logical analysis and original case development. We believe that college debate is a
separate and distinct activity from high school debate. We believe that high school
students learn most from regionally and nationally successful high school coaches
working in their areas of expertise. We believe that students learn best when
student-faculty ratios never exceed 10:1. We further believe that students need
access to qualified instructors who are not only lecturers but also interact with
students as lab group leaders. We value ethics and the art of communication as the
foundation of competitive high school debate. We believe that summer workshops
should provide the opportunity for personal development and preparation of the
individual student for the coming debate season.

Midwest Policy Debate Workshop
July 12 - 24, 1998
Rockhurst College

Kansas City, Missouri

Tuition $345.00

Room/Board $280.00

Best Programs

Advanced lab groups available by application
Scholarships availabie by application

Best Place

QOutstanding research at three major university libraries
Located just south of the historic Kansas City Plaza




Debafte Institute

The Midwest Programs

Beginning and advanced seminars help students develop research, listening, and
speaking skills that will be of lifelong benefit. Original research is the cornerstone of
the Midwest programs All briefs and evidence are compiled by students. Handbook
evidence and college back-files are not allowed. Midwest workshops feature tradi-
tional paradigm instruction. Students attend group lectures, small lab group work
sessions, practice round. Our mini-tournament will furnish direct experience in
debate with emphasis on preparation for the coming season—not just winning. All
Midwest workshops offer internet access and computer labs. Midwest students have
consistently been successful at regional and NFL national competitions: 2nd in CX
1986, 9th in CX 1992; 6th in FX 1994, 4th in FX 1995; 1st in Oratory 1982, 11th in
Oratory 1997; 1st in Congress, 1995; 5th & 6th in Congress, 1996.

Midwest Value Debate Workshop
July 19 - 24, 1998

Rockhurst College

Kansas City, Missouri

Tuition $200

Room/Board $200

Best People
High school coaches with a recognized commitment to excellence
Student:faculty ratio of 10:1

Best Prices
Registration Deposit required for Cross Exam Workshop $100
Registration Deposit required for Lincoln Douglas Workshop $50
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NFL DISTRICT STANDINGS
(February 28, 1998)

Rank Change District Ave, No. Degrees Lesading Chapter Degrees
1. - Northern South Dakota 191.56 Watertown 506
2. - Rushmore 163.1% Sioux Falle-Lincoln 328
3. + Northem Ohio 182.45 Austintown-Fitch 47
4, +2 Heart of America 182.70 Liberty 366
5 +4 San Fran Bay 148.08 James Logan 553
6. +2 Northwest Indiana 147.33 Plymouth 399
7. 4 Kansas Flint-Hills 142.47 Washburn Rural 399
8. 3 East Kansas 140.09 Blue Valley Northwest 355
9. +5 Show Me 134.00 Blue Springs 332

18. 3 Wast Kansas 125.77 Garden City 325

11. +§ Northern illincis $20.61 Glenbrook-North 343

12. +3 Western Washington 119.08 Auburn 232
13. -2 Florida Sunshine 117.80 Academy of the Holy Names 320
14, -2 Hole in the Wall 1612 Cheyenne-East 316
15. & Central Minnesota 115.38 Apple Valley 297
16. +9 Montana 113.90 Flathead County 266
17. +3 New York City 113.50 Bronx HS of Science 305
18. +6 Mebraska 113.23 Millard-Noith 361
19. -3 California Coast 108.93 Bellarmine College Prep 389
20. 7 South Kansas 107.78 Wichita-Campus 213
2. - Eastern Ohio 105.04 Carroliton 257
22, -3 Sierra 101.41 Centennial 348
23. +4 Rocky Mountain-South 99.93 Golden 270
24, b East Los Angeles 98.63 Gabrisling 192
25. 412 Fiorida Manatee 93.42 Nova 305
26. +7 Carver-Truman 93.18 Meosho 341

27. 4 Hoosier Central 87.73 Ben Davis 370

28. -2 Hoosier South 87.46 Evansvillz-Reitz 364

29. +10 MNebraska South 86.56 Mitlard-South 202

30. 8 Southern Minnesota 86.16 Eagan 199

3. 2 Hiini 85.46 Downers Grove-South 512

3. 3 Mew England §5.46 Lexington 375

33. 32 Ozark 85.31 Springfield-Hilicrest 182

34, + North Coast 83.85 Gilmour Academy 51

35. +13 Eastern Missoun 82.30 Pattonvilie 401

36. -4 Big Valley 80.09 Modesto-Bayer 326

37. +10 EastTexas 79.62 Alief-Hastings 191

38 2 Deep South 75.38 Vesiavia Hills 213

39. +25 Sundance 79.06 Jordan 224

40. -8 Colorado 77.87 Cherry Creek 318

41, +22 TallCotton 77.84 Amarillo 174

42. 4 North East Indiana 76.77 Chesterton 404

43. +9 Heart of Texas 76.66 Hays 154

4., 4 Soutih Cregon 76.53 Ashland 233

45. -1 Mortham Lights 75.73 Moorhead 246

46. - West lowa 75.61 Ankeny 190

47. 3 Southern Wisconsin 74.85 Marquette University 197

48. +3 East Oldahoma 74.51 Tulsa-Washington 241

49. 4§ Pittsburgh 74.21 Cathedrai Prep 212

50. +3 Tennesses 73.84 Mars Hill Bible School 207

5. B Valley Forge 72.60 Truman 231

52, +2 South Carolina 72.35 Southside 272




NFL DISTRICT STANDINGS

Rank Change District

53.
54.
55,
56.
57.
58.
59.
60.
61.
62,
63.
64.
65.
66.
67.
68.
69.
70.
71.

72

73.
74.
75.
76.
7.
78.
79.
80.
81.
82,
&3.
84.
85.
86.
87.
88.
89.
90.
91.
92.
93.
94,
95,
97.
98.
99,

100.
101.
102.

+9
13
+12
+4
8
+8
+9
4
4
12
18
4
+4
+8
+4
4
+10
+7
13
13
+12
+1
+3
7

Lbbbd

-17

+11

ALLL bbbl ATt

Wind River

South Texas

Great Salt Lake
Southern Colorado
Michigan
Utah-Wasatch

Eastern Washington
ldaho

New York State

Rocky Mountain-North
Northern Wisconsin
Lone Star

Georgia Northern Mountain
North Texas Longhormns
Southern California
8Sagebrush

Western Ohio
Southern Nevada
Morth Dakota Roughrider
New Mexico
Pennsylvania

Greater lllinois
Mid-Atlantic

Central Texas

South Florida

North Oregon
Louisiana

West Virginia

West Okiahoma
Maine

Georgia Southern Peach
East lowa

Arizona

Big Orange

Carolina West

West Los Angeles
West Texas

Iroquois

Puget Sound
Kentucky

Capitoi Valley
Mississippi

Tarheel East

New Jersey

Guif Coast

Patrick Henry

Hawaii

Alaska

Guam

(February 28, 1998)

Ave. No. Degrees
70.94

70.54
70.50
69.58
69.37
67.93
67.77
67.00
66.23
65.76
85.71
63.36
62.46
61.86
61.81
61.77
60.84
60.77
60.15
59.60
59.35
58.53
58.27
57.11
56.18
56.17
56.10
54.16
53.92
53.55
53.38
61.94
50.22
50.00
49.20
49.17
43.66
48.10
46.44
45.33
45.00
44,93
44.00
40.52
39.95
35.06
20.31
16.00

9.37
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Leading Chapter Degrees
Worland 154
Houston-Bellaire 264
Taylorsville 107
Rampart 151
Portage-Northern 167
Ogden 157
Mead 184
Centennial 176
lona Prep 201
Greeley-Central 126
Appleton East 206
Piano 276
Gainesville 101
Newman Smith 170
Redlands 145
Douglas 164
Dayton-Oakwood 208
Green Valley 220
Magic City Campus 17
Albuerque Academy 167
Kiski a7
Heyworth 118
James Madison 252
San Antonio-Madison 150
North Miami Beach 176
Clackamas 164
Caddo Magnet 158
Wheeling Park 107
Alva 152
Brunswick 108
Warner Robins 101
Bettendorf 127
Dobson 152
Los Alamitos 186
Myers Park 138
S.0. Center Enriched Studies 258
Montwood 134
Richfield Springs-Central 94
Mt. Rainier 105
Boone County 140
Sacramento-Kennedy 91
Hattiesburg 176
Byrd 76
Montville 110
Gregory-Portland 189
Princess Anne 10
Punahou 85
Robert Service 32
Academy of Our Lady of Guam 23



The 1998

Florida Forensic Institute

and Two Outstanding Coaching Institutes
A Few Highlights

From the Largest & Fastest Growing
All-Events Institute in the United States

JULY 24 THROUGH AUGUST 7
Lincoln-Douglas Debate

The L-D workshop at the FFI continues to grow each year in numbers, just as the students leaving the institute have
grown in their knowledge of debate. Our highly qualified staff of teachers and lab assistants work with students of
all skill levels to enable them to reach their full potential as debaters.  Students learn the foundations of
philosophy, effective speaking skills and countless debate strategies that continuously place FFI alumni in the
final rounds of national tournaments, including both the NFL and NCFL National Elimination Rounds.

Duo Interpretation

The FFI offers instruction in all of the interpretation events, and we have one of the premiere programs for those
interested in Duo Interp--NFL and/or CFL style. FFI instructors collectively have coached dozens of national
finalists in this event, including several NATIONAL CHAMPIONS! Come alone or with your partner to learn from
the best! '

Student Congress
The FFl is one of the few institutes to offer Student Congress as a separate lab. Instructors work with students who
are new to the event, as well as highly seasoned competitors who wish to refine their skills. The lab focuses on the
essentials of Student Congress theory and practice: ethics, drafting and critiquing legislation, brainstorming,
speech writing, parliamentary procedure, congressional argumentation, and, of course, ethical politicking. No one
will ever call Congress a "secondary event” again. Literally every studemt who attended the FFI Congress Lab
qualified for one or both Nationals; and numerous alumni have competed in the National Super Congress.

National Coaching Institute (7/20-24)
& FFI Teacher Workshop (7/27-8/7)

These workshops for teachers offer the opportunity for new coaches as well as experienced coaches to emhance their
coaching skills. The FFI presents three options; an intensive one-week institute for coachcs only, a two-week
session which runs in éonjunction with the FFI, or a combination of the two -~ one week of each. Three hours of
accredited University credit is included. Featuring top notch staff from the Florida Forensic Institute, the NCIis
coordinated by Anthony Figliola (L.E.), and Tucker Curtis (L-D).

THE FFI ALSO OFFERS THE FINEST INSTRUCTORS IN THE COUNTRY FOR:

**Extemporaneous Speaking (Featuring Fr. John Sawicki & Mr. Merle Ulery)
**QOriginal Oratory (Featuring Mr. Bob Marks)
**Team Debate (Novice & JV Labs, with Jim LaCoste & Jeff Tompkins)

**¥AlH Interpretation Events (wit Tony Figliola, Peter Pober, Casey Garcia, Heather Wellinghurst,
Debbie Simon, David Risley and more).

JOIN THE MOST EXCITING, INTENSIVE, AND REWARDING INSTITUTE IN THE COUNTRY!
Held on the campus of Nova Southeastern University in Fit. Lauderdale, FL

To receive an application to the FFI, or for more information, please contact
Brent or Kristin Pesola at 1-800-458-8724 or 954-262-4402.




UNDERNEATH ITS COLD, WICKED EXTERIOR
LIES THE HEART OF A PRUDENT ENGINEER,
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Phillips Petroleum
Is the National Sponsor of the
- National Forensic League.
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