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CDE Hosts the Nation’s only
Pre-Nationals Camp

While many national qualifiers are sleeping until noon during
their summer vacation, a select group of competitors are hard
at work preparing for the largest tournament of the season,
the NFL National Speech Towrnament. This dedicated group
of forensic contenders has only one thing on their minds —
making it to the final rounds of the national tournament and
bringing home CDE’s 24" National Championship. After the
amazing success of the 2004 Pre-nationals Camp held in Salt
Lake, CDE will once again open its doors to all national
qualifiers who desire to get that extra edge over the nation’s

fiercest competitors.

The Nation’s Best Working
with the Nation’s Best

Willtam H. Bennett — As the author and/or editor of over 270
texts and books on speech and debate, Bennett has literally
“written the book™ on how to win a national championship.
Bill Bennett is responsible for coaching 23 national
champions in the last 21 years.

Mario Herrera — One of New Mexico’s premier speech and
debate coaches, Herrera has coached 12 state champions in
speech and debate and has been awarded the New Mexico
Speech Coach of the year three times. In 2004, Mario had
another NFL National Finalist,

Cat Bennett — In the history of forensics, there is only one
coach who holds two amazingly distinct records. Cat Bennett
is the only coach to ever lead her team to the World Debate
Championship, and the only coach to close out the final round
of the NFL Nationals in LD.

Geof Brodak — As a three time national champion in both
high school and college, Mr. Brodak is personally responsible
for nine national championships in his career and coached
multiple national champions in the NFL.

Sean Benmnett — In his first five years of coaching high school
debate at Starr’s Mill High School in Georgia, Sean has had
43 qualifiers for the NFL National Tournament and coached
four students to the quarterfinal rounds.

An Amazing Experience for
an Amazing Price

7 Day Session — The CDE Pre-Nationals Camp 7 Day
Session runs June 4-11 and will cover Lincoln Douglas
Debate, Foreign and Domestic Extemp, Public Forum,
Extemp Commentary, and Student Congress.

3 Day Session - The 3 Day session runs June 9-12 and offers

Oratery, Duo Interpretation, Humorous and Dramatic
Interpretation, Expository, Team Policy Debate, and
Impromptu.

Travel Expense - 100% FREE! Since all NFL National
Qualifiers have to travel to Philadelphia to compete anyway,
travel is free. CDE can also arrange for a serviee to pick you
up from the airport when you arrive and bring you to your
hotel after the camp has concluded.

Tuition Costs - CAN BE 100% FREE! The tuition for all
students that have attended the 2004 CDE National Debate
Institute or have already paid in full for the 2005 camp
session is free. Tuition for all other students of the 2005 CDE
Pre-Nationals Camp is only $285 ($145 for 3 Day students).
This fee covers the cost of research fees, instructional
materials, and the expert advice and coaching that you can
only get at the CDE Pre-naticnals Camp.

Housing — Housing is $385 for 7 day students and $190¢ for
three day students.

Enrollment Deadline - Enroliment is limited to space, and
all applications should be received at CDE by May 25,
2005 to be processed in time. Send in your form today!

2005 CDE Pre-Nationals Camp in Philadelphia
Cut and mail this form along with any applicable fees to: CDE, PO Box Z, Taos, New Mexico 87571, Phone: (505) 751-0514

Name: Phone Number: ?
Mailing Address: | R
Qualifying Event: School: e v

Enrollment Status: O CDE Alumni

O 2004 CDE Camper

0 $100 Deposit Enclosed
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West Coast Publishing

Policy Evidence Package

Affirmative Handbook (Over 170 pages; civil liberties affirmatives, answers to DAs, CPs)

Negative Handbook (Over 170 pages, civil liberties disadvantages, CPs, answers to cascs, more)

Kritik Handbeok {Over 150 pages, civil liberties specific kritiks and answers to those kritiks)

Fall Supplement (Over 240 pages, updates, answers and new civil liberties cases, DAs, CPs)

E-mail Supplements (Five 21 page updates and one 100 page update on the key, new civil liberties arguments)
PolicyFiles (searchablc web page with above evidence plus critical backfile evidenee and all our theory blocks!)

Evidence Package

Vol. 12 Philosopher Value Handbook (Over 150 pages focused on NEW valucs and philosopbers)
NFL LD Supplements (Fivc 50+ page books with topic analysis, aff. and neg. evidence)

Texas UIL LD Supplements (Two 50+ page books with topic analysis, aff. and neg. evidence)
PhilosopherFiles (All 12 of the West Coast Philosopber-Value Haondbooks on a searchable web page)
ValueFiles (The current and previous West Coast LD Supplements on a searchable web page)

Current Events Package (featuring NewsViews, ParliFiles and TurnerFiles)

+  NewsViews featuring a 150 plus page almanac with information on tbe key issues, events, places, and people and then 20
page updatcs every two weeks covering the pros and cons on issues. Learn the key arguments on current events to do well
in Extemp, Parli, Student Congress. Emailed to you plus on. a searchable web page.

ParliFiles including each montb 20 pages with 5 cases and opposition strategies on the latest and recurring arguments,
Great for lcarning issues, respending to arguments, and topics to argue. Emailed to yon plus on a web page.

TurnerFiles offers for each topic 20 pages ircluding a topic analysis, affirmative case and supporting evidence, negative
arguments and evidence. Einailed to you plus on a web page.

Online Training Package

. Great for beginners, intermediate, and advanced Policy, LD, Spcecb, Interp, students and coaches!
»  Learn quickly with our interaetive pages, strcaming video, and forum with expert whe answers your questions!
. In-depth, detaiied theory iessons, analysis, evidence and rescarch tips on tbis year’s Policy and LD topics.

Debate Textbook Package (Breaking Down Barriers)

+  Teacher Edition BDB Textbook with Teachcr Materials and a Prepbook.
= 20 Student Edition BDB Textbooks with 20 Prepbooks.

»  Breaking Down Barriers: How to Debate teaches students step by step, covers LD and Peliey, inclides cxamples, stories,
advanced tips, and mueh mere. Over 260 pages long.

Debate Prepbook Package (Breaking Down Barriers)

. BDB Teacher Materials with lesson plans, activities, syllabus, lecture notes, answers to the BDB Prepbook.
* 20 BDB Prepbooks that involve students in preparing cases, refuting, flowing, disadvantages, counterplans, even
kritiks using real evidence on the civil liberties topie. Great for handouts and to get kids debating right away!

Textbook/Prepbook Packages can be customized for as many additional students as you have,

IE Textbook Package (Breaking Down Barriers)

s+  Teacher Edition BDB IE Textbook witb Teacber Materials

« 20 Student Edition BDB IE Textbooks

»  The BDB IE Textbook features 142 pages chock-full of step by step instructicus, advanced tips, examples and more on
extemp, impromptu, oratory, expository, interpretation and more IEs! Teacher hardbound; Student softbound.

Additional Texts to Consider
Advanced Policy Debate (called “Assistant Coach”) {132 pages of advanced c-plan, disad, kritik tips & more!)
Advanced LD Debate (called “Assistant Coach”) (118 pages of tips on values, criterion, philosophers & more!)
Dictionary of Forensics (Over 1500 policy, LD, IE, parli, and rbetoric terms defined, given examples, shown in use.)
Focus, Control, Communicate features advanced tips from a college perspective on all of the key individual events,
Policy Theory Handbooks Volume 1 — 4 (each features at least 150 pages of front-lincs arguing all the key theory!)

Visit www.wcdebate.com
From West Goast to you!

On-line and printable Order Form available at the web site
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William Woods Tate, Ir,
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4001 Harding
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From the Editor

J. Scott Wunn

Dear NFL,

I just wanted to take a moment this month to express the excitement we share in the NFL
national office for the over 130 new affiliate schools and over 400 new coaches that have joined
the League in 2004-2005. The strength of the 105 districts that make up the League 1s dependent
on the continued creation and growth of new programs. In addition, our new coaches that are
experiencing the activity for the first time bring a rejuvenation and cxcitement to the activity that
kecps it fresh and energized. As I travel around the country visiting various districts, [ am con-
stantly impressed with the potential of the new programs and the new coaches of our League.

Why did I write potential? [ write “potential” beecause new coaches and new forensic
programs are fragile. They ueed the assistance and guidance of the veteran coaches in our
League. Through the sharing of expericnces, lessons, and resources, the NFL coaching family
can create an environment that nurtures young coaches and programs into 4 and 5 diamond
coaches of 20+ year programs.

How can we assure this outcome? It is crncial that the leaders of the NFL and all veteran
coaches reach out and offer assistance and guidance through mentoring, coach workshops, the
sharing of educational resources, and most importantly, an attitude of inclusion. There is no
doubt that forensic education and co-curricular forensic activities are constantly “under the
microscope” when schools are forced to cut budgets and staff. It is through our own mentoring
and support that we can assist young programs to become more established and respected within
their schools and communities.

Thank you again to the young coaches of the NFL for beginning your journey as a forensie
educator. You are now part of an organization that respects and supports your efforts and the

benefits you bring to our youth.

Rostrum

Official Publication of the National Forensic League
P.O. Box 38
Ripon, Wisconsin 54971-0038
(920) 748-6206

J. Scott Wunn, Editor and Publisher Sandy Krueger, Publications Director

(USPS 471-180} (ISSN 1073-5526)
The Rostrum is published monthly {except for June-
August) each year by the National Forensic League,

Subscription Prces
Individuals: $10 Tor one year
$15 for two years

125 Watson St., Ripon, WI 54971. Periodical postage Member Schools:
paid at Ripon, Wisconsin 54971. POSTMASTER: $5 for each additional
send address changes to the above address. subscrniption

The Rostrum provides a forum for the forensic community. The opinions expressed by contributors are their own
and not necessarily the opinions of the National Forensic League, its officers or members. The NFL does not
guarantee advertised products and services unless sold directly by the NFL.

‘ Rostrum ’ 3



’ Announcements

Topics

Coaches!

April Public : _
Forum Debate Topic: Receive A Free Schwan Gift Basket

Resolved: The United States| Submit three coaching/teaching resources and

should issue guest worker visas to receive a Schw.an Gift basket of chocolates.

illegal aliens. We are looking for lesson plans, drills,
sample forms and guidelines.

Email nfl@centurytel.net, attach three re-

NFL Storytelling Topic sources, and your gift will be on its way.

for Nationals:

Submit Articles for Publication!

The NFL Office is always looking for well-written
2005 Lincoln Financial| ,icles by both NFL coaches and students. Please con-
Group/NFL Naﬁpnals sider contributing feature articles, editorials, pictorials,
L/D Debate Topic and special interest stories to the NFL. All articles should

be sent to: Sandy Krueger, nflrostrum@centurytel.net.
tific knowledge ought to be con-

strained by concern for societal COVCI’ PhOtO

good. Kimmel Center for the Performing Arts

(May not be used at district! Nationals Ho Pthi].i)aiﬁi?ili,ei? Sterner, FSC
. 1 SL; T T
Penalty: Disqualification) ’

May 2005 Rostrum

Celebrating the NJFL

Fairy Tales

Resolved: The pursuit of scien-

2004-2005 Policy
Debate Topic

Topic Release Information
Resolved: That the United States

federal government should establish L/D Debate Topics available by calling NFL Topic Hotline (920) 748-LD4U
a foreign policy substantially increas- o

. . ) Check the NFL Website Home Page at www.nflonline.org
ing its support of United Nations

peacekeeping operations. L/D Topic Release Dates:

August 15 September-October Topic
2 0 05 - 2 0 0 6 P olicy QOctober 1 November-December 'ljopic
Debate Topic Dogemberl - Jamuary L Top

April 1 National Tournament Topic
Resolved: The United States fed-
eral government should substantially Public Forum National Topic Release Date: May 1+
decrease its authority either to de-
tain without charge or to search with- Policy Debate Topic for New Year
out probable cause. * Topic Ballot & Synopsis Printed in October Rosfrum

* Final Ballot for Policy Debate Topic in December Rostrum
= Topic for following year released in February Rostrum

0 Rostrum ‘
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Why Whitman’s camp?

1

6.

Whitman Nationa
Debate Institute

Policy and LD

July 24 - August 4, 2005 (2 week session)
July 24 - August 11, 2005 (3 week session)

hosted by Whitman College, home of the 2003 CEDA Nats and 2004 NPTE Finalists!

Individual attention: 4 to 1 staff to student ratic and
the vast majority of your time will be spent in small labs
with four to six people and a staff member, notin a
lecture room with 100 people; not in a lab with 12 to 16
people with two staff members.,

Practice and drills. You engage in 8 drills and 10
policy or 20 LD practice debates with clear feedback and
re-dos in just the first two weeks. These begin on the
second day of camp, s0 you constantly improve.

Research. You won't go home with a few paltry pieces
of evidence and you won't spend endless hours as a
research slave. Qur unique staff jump-started research
program gives you the tools to produce high quality
evidence in large volumes. In 2004, we produced over
5000 policy and 900 LD pages (on all ten NFL LD topics).
Each debater receives prints of files they choose plus
electronic versions of all of the files.

Instruction diversity. You won't get stuck in one lab with one or two lab leaders you might not work with best. We rotate labs
so you work with many if not all of our staff. And you'll work with them one-on-one, not just listening to them lecture,

Beautiful location. whitman College is located in the Walla Walla valley at the foothills of the Blue Mountains in southeast
Washington. Easily accessed via two airports as well as Greyhound, the campus is the home of our nationally recognized liberal arts
school with beautiful brick buildings, grass fields, trees, and rolling streams. Modern, comfortable classrooms feature fast wireless
Internet access with multiple computers and an excellent tibrary.

Family feel. Peopte at our camp feel connected, not isclated. Whether you are shy, into sports, critical, outgoing, whatever, you'll
find your niche. We have a delicious picnic, movie night, ultimate Frisbee, a live concert, and more fun activities. We make an effort
to reach out to students, to build up community, and to give people space to be who they are.

Transportation to and from the airport. Qur safety certified driver will pick you up at and take you back to the walla Walla
airport free of charge or to the Pasco airport or bus station for a $20 fee each way.

Want a 4-page brochure and registration forms?
E-mail Jim Hanson at hansonjb@whitman.edu

Want more detailed information about WNDI?
www.whitman.edu/rhetoric/camp/




UNIVERSITY o NORTH TEXAS

MEAN GREEN HIGH SCHOOL SPEECH & DEBATE WORKSHOPS

Why attend the Mean Green Workshops?

The first and only institute officially affiliated with UNT!

The most affordable workshops around for the level of instruction...period!

The onfy national-level institute in the North Texas area!

Offers a top-notch staff in all divisions—with a halance between all-star competitors
and proven teachers & coaches!

Computer lab access at one of US News & World Report’s ™Most Wired” universities,
including wireless access in every building!

Discount incentives and commuter rates available! See website for details!

» Cross-Exarmination/Policy Debate *Director: Brian Lain

Featuring Brian Lain, Calum Matheson, Jonathan Paul, Asher Haig,
Nicole Richter, Jason Sykes, Enslen Lamberth-Crowe, Jason Murray,
Justin Murray, Julian Gagnon, Kuntal Cholera, Zaheer Tajani and
more of the nation’s finest teachers and competitors t¢ be announced SOON!

Scholars Session ($2350): June 20-July 9
Two-Week Session ($1225): June 26-July 9
Three-Week Session ($1685): June 20-July 9
Advanced Skills Session*™* ($700): July 9-July 16
**Combine this with the 2 or 3-week session for more intensive instruction!

UNT Proud

AN N NN

h

o Lincoln-Douglas Debate *Director: Aaron Timmons

Featuring Aaron Timmons, Dr. Scott Robinson, Steffany Oravetz,
Perry Beard, Lynne Coyne, Jonathan Alston, Cindi Timmons, Tyler
Bexley, Sam Duby, David Wolfish, Kelsey Olson, Thomas Brugato,
Jennifer Love, Matt Kinskey, Gary Johnson, and other top-notch faculty!

Scholars Session (Top lab |eaders—same prices and dates as below!}
Two-Week Session ($1350): June 26-July 9
Three-Week Session ($1800): June 26-July 16

o Student Congress *Director: Dixie Waldo

One-Week Session ($650): June 25-July 2

o Teachers’ Institute: Directing Forensics

A three-week institute taught by Dr. John Gossett offering Graduate
credit in the Department of Communication Studies {June 28 - July 16).

Watch for updates on our website: WWW.meangreenworkshops.com

For more information, write: director@meangreenworkshops.com
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! summer at the center

July 10-24, 2005

Our Focus on Education
AFFQHDABLE The Center was founded in 2002 as a partnership
Tuimon! between high schocl coaches and educalors in order to
' provide students with the tools to achieve excellence
through speech. Today, the founders and staff of the
Center are dedicated to teaching students basic
BME principles and advanced skills to improve their
$1,500 periormances. Our curriculum has been reviewed by
numerous educators to ensure our students receive the
C_UM..UT_E'LE most rigorous and comprehensive knowledge,
$1 !ﬂﬂﬂ background, and skills for their craft, Where possible,

our institute follows college textbooks and students
.U.E%EMJ learn from a staff that is dedicated to education.

Our Focus on Success :
Uniike other institutes that use any warm body to instruct students, we carefully select the
APPLY BY APRIL 1S’T AND best-of-the-best from only the high school speech circuit.
Our staff is comprised ot high school coaches who are
RECEIVE $1 00 oFF successful at major nationagl; caliber tournaments such as
TIJITION! the National Forensic League and National Catholic
Forensic League tournaments. Our strategy is to bring
together the most successful coaches to assist the most
A DIVISION FOR promising students to become better. In addition, the
Center employs several former high school competitors
EVERYONE ON YOUR who consistently serve as judges at the nation's largest and
I most prestigious tournaments to provide our students with
TEAM: real-life experience with competition scenarios. These former competitors know what it
takes to make the difference between a semifinal and a final round performance. Center
students have already been crowned champions of tournaments across the nation.

EXTEMP

INTERP Our Focus on Value

ORATORY The Center ensures that every single student receives full value for their tuition. All
instructors are available to all students especially within

Novice LD sach of the divisional structures. Each student returns
NovICE PoLicy home with lecture notes, handouts, textbooks, cuttings,
CONGRESS files, anq critiques .fr_om our staff and guest judges. As one

of the highest priorities, the Center's curriculum, lectures,

COACHES SEMINAR and lab schedules are all reviewed several times 1o ensure
the most value for our students. We attempt to provide
students with a semester's worth of work into fourteen
days and fifteen nights. We have scheduled several
supervised free-time gvents throughout the institute to give
students a chance to relax and get to know one another. Everyone comes away having a
great time white learning more than they thought possible!

Qur Focus on YOU!
Personalized attention, guaranteed 1:6 staff to student ratio, and fantastic facilities are just
e the beginning. Every aspect of thelCenterl is dedicated to ensuring that you not only get the
CPS ConPoRATE Conatliie LLP most for your money but the best time while you are here. No effort is spared—
B0 Boe 2163 ' come see the CPS difference!

LE, MM B533T

MTERAPUBLICERE AKING.ORG

www.centerdpublicspeaking.org/summer.htm

SUMMER AT THE CENTER

—_
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: summer at the ¢enter

Summer at the Center Staff

DIRECTORS

Cherian Koshy, Executive Director

CPS Corporate Consulting, LLP

Michael Arton, LD Debate

J.D. Louvisiana State University

Jessica Bailey, Advanced Extemp

Ph.D. University of North Carolina-Chapel Hill
Jim Fedje, Interpretation Events

Coach, Lakeville High School

Seth Halvorson, Original Oratory

Ph.D. Columbia University

Jeff Hannan, Student Congress

B.A. University of Florida

Dave Helwich, Policy Debate

Assistant Director, Macalester Debate Society
Tim Sheaff, General Extemp

Directar of Forensics, Dowling Catholic High School

INSTRUCTORS & INTERNS

Megan Bartle

NCFL Champion, NFL Runnerup

Graduate, University of Minnesota Guthrie Theater Program
Jessica Haffner-Fedije

NFL Championship Coach, Roseville High School
Drew Hammond

NFL Finalist Coach, Eagan High School

Brett Hemmerlin

NFL Champion

Coach, Lakeville High Schocel; formerly of Eagan High School
Sarah Gauche

NCFL & NFL Finalist; formerly of Apple Valley High Schoot
Liz Kraut

NFL Semi-finalist; formerly of Mounds Park Academy
Chris McDonald

NFL Championship Coach, Eagan High School

Shelia Pechacek

NFL Finalis!; Syracuse University; formerly of Benilde-St.Margaret
Kate Rice

NFL Runnerup; Graduate, lowa City West High School

Amaris Singer

NFL Finalist; formerly of Albuquerque Academy

Natalie Sintek

NFL & NCFL Champion; formerly of Eagan High School

Kevin Troy

NFL Champion; Graduate, Eagan High School

Michael Bietz

NFL Championship Coach, Edina High School

Tom Finley

NFL Champion, University of Missouri

Adam Johnson

Montgomery Bell Academy

Brian Riedl

The Herilage Foundation

Scott Wunn

National Forensic League, Coaches Seminar Director

You WoN'T FIND A BETTER STAFF ANYWHERE!

www.center4dpublicspeaking.org/summer.htm
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» Delicious Pizza

» Classic Ice Cream

» Sweet Cookie Dough

e No Minimum Purchase
e Guaranteed Home Delivery
e 100% Quality Guarantee

* Nationwide Delivery*

*Contiquas Lirpted States
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. Attention Goaches

Receive a Schwan Gift Basket
Absolutely FREE!

The NFL and The Schwan Food
Company wants you...

The NFL is proud to provide an online pool of free educational
and coaching resources for teachers and coaches. However,
the pool will only be as comprehensive as the resources that
are submitted.

We are looking for lesson plans, drill ideas, sample forms,
fundraising programs, and much, much more.

All coaches that submit at least
three coach or teacher
educational resources (three
lesson plans, three drills, three
forms, etc.) to the NFL will
receive a free gift basket from
our friends at The Schwan
Food Company.

Participating coaches should
email at least three coach/teacher
resource files as attachments to
nfl@centurytel.net. Please
include your name and mailing
address to receive your FREE
Schwan gift basket.

. Rostrum ‘ -



’ W Foin Student Gé‘affenyes A

Where Is The Strangest Room/Location in a
Building You Have Ever Competed?

Visit the 'Student Resources’ section of the NFL website.

Amanda From
Colorado

The shooting range in the basement
of Canon City High School.

Freya From
Ohio

In a boys bathroom -- for for-
eign extemp in my freshman year.

AnNNE From
Nebraska

T once performed in a janitors' closet
and there was a plastic Santa Claus doll
looking at ine the whole time.

" Amber From

Texas

Princeton High School: The AG barn,
with an actual cow mooing at my opponent.

Mickael From
Missouri

The strangest room I've ever com-
peted in was an unoperating elevator. kt was
so strange because it was so small and the
judge sat outside the elevator. So it was
strange and funny at the same time.

Rachelle From
MissouRi

T once had to do a DI in a room that
only had an empty space for a door. Ev-
eryone walking by could see and hear
what I was domg. Worst of all, I had to
face the open space and could see as
people walked by. Also, L attended a tour-
nament where teams were debating on a
staircase.

Brandon From
Nebraska

I had a round of exteinp speaking 1 a
locker room once. It's hard to focus on your
analysis of the Bush campaign when you're

also trying to figure out what that smell is.

for future question(s) posed.

Joe From
Ohio

Easily the strangest location that
I've ever competed 1in just occurred last
weekend at State Qualifiers. Apparently,
the school didn't have enough space for
all of the four-man policy teams, so we
were placed in a physical education stor-
age room. One of the other competitors
started having an asthma attack because
of the dust and dirt in the room, sc we
were forced to move out onto the balcony
of the gym and compete on the wrestling
mats. In the background, you could hear
the cheerleaders practicing their dance
routines and the basketball practice. Defi-
nitely not my location of choice.

Morgan From
South Dakora

Iperformed my drama piece in a girl's
locker room. The flies and dripping show-
ers really added to the overall ambiance.

12
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you’ll find classic-style shirts for every event,
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Meet

George S. Clemensl

By Sandy Krueger
NFL Staff

What was your first NFL experience?

I didn't have any background in fo-
rensics. (Admittedly, I didnt even know
what it was)}. As for coaching, I'was a bas-
ketball coach for five years until the de-
bate thing kind of fell into my lap. I was
invited during my first year of teaching to
Judge LD at Harvard. In subsequent years,
I worked intermittently with the two or
three LD kids on our team, learning a little
as I'went along. After the coach stepped
down in the middle of the 2000-2001 sea-
son, [ agreed to take over the team.

‘When did you decide to be a teacher and/or
coach?

I had a Professor in College by the
name of Athan Theoharris, who taught a
Cold War Foreign Policy Class my sopho-
more year. I watched him speak without
any notes for about an hour and a half
straight and decided that was my goal, to
someday be able fo do the same.

What is your team philosophy?

1 believe anyone can succeed in speech
and debate if they have the drive to do so.
Because of the wide variety of events in
forensics, it would be almost impossible
Jor a student not to find their niche. It is
my desire that my team work constantly
and consistently as hard as they can and
work towards improvement. The rewards
are there for the taking. The activity pro-
vides not only tangible, but intangible
awards (students in debate are recognized
more S¢ than any one activity in high
schoolj. Becoming a confident, diverse,
knowledgeable, and articulate young
adult who has an acceptable understand-
ing of the world around them is the best
reward for life.

How many hours do you spend with this
acfivity a week?

It varies. Depending on tournament
preparation, usually approximately 15
hours plus the entirety of weekends {as-
suming that we are compeling at a four-
nament}.

What is your vision for the future of the
NFL?

Obviously, ' would like to see NFL con-
finue growing and become an important
Jfocal point in high schools. [ have the
good fortune to be at a school that is be-
ginning to recognize the fremendous op-
portunities that it provides for kids all over
the country. It is tragic that more schools
don t recognize its value. Unfortunately,
unless administrations are willing to make
Jfinancial sacrifices to support such a pro-
gram gt their schools, and find coaches
and parents willing to make the time com-
mitment necessary, it will continue to be a
fringe activity in the aggregate of the
school experience.

What is exciting about being an NFL coach
in the state of Florida?

Its like a litfle village. There are a
number of state and local tournaments and
a thrilling experience fo get to kmow the
kids and coaches from schools all across
the state. A number of schools in Florida
travel on the national circuit, so you get
to compete against many of these schools
several times a year. The kids all know
one another and it makes it fun, despite
competitive rivalries. I think it is one of
the more inclusive activities out there, [
have the liberty of working with some of
the best coaches in the land. It has been a
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George S. Clemens coaches at
Lake Highland Preparatory
School in Orlando, Florida.

real blessing as a young coach to spend
some time with the likes of Darcy Butrimas
and Dean Rhoads at Trinity Prep and Lisa
Miller at Nova and gain some wisdom from
them with regard to how they have been
able to build and maintain successful pro-
grams.

‘What’s unique about Lake Highland Pre-
paratory School as an NFL chapter?

I have the privilege of drawing in the
talents of some of the brightest kids around.
However, the same kids whose talents lie
in debate are also the fop science kids,
the leading drama kids, etc. These kids
get spread prelty thin and sometimes it is
a battle to keep their inlerest in the activ-
ity fresh and prevent them from burning
themselves out. [would assume that many
programs in the NFL fell similar stories.

What qualities do you look for when re-
cruiting students for your program?

Actually, anyone is welcome to tryout
Jor the team. Tryouts are a formality. Ev-
eryone makes it, unless it is obvious they
put ro time at all getting ready for the try-
out. This indicates to me what kind of com-
mitment I can expect from them in the fu-
ture. We have a plethora of highly intelli-
gent, highly motivated kids. What I ex-
pect is a willingness to work hard and
commit personal time necessary to achieve
personal success in the activity. Simply to
do the bare minimum and pad their high
school transcript “because colleges like
to see debate involvement” probably won't
stick around long. Most of my recruiting
is done by team members. They are in touch
with kids in the younger grades. They usu-
ally tell me about students that would fit
well on our team.
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Whatis your favorite memory from a Na-
tional Tournament?

Some of my favorite things are search-
ing for Cannoli at Mike s pastry in Boston
during the Harvard fournament, or im-
promptu snowball fights when Florida
kids get the chance to enjoy a little cold
weather. I've spent so much time with these
kids, that they have become a significant

part of my life.

What is the greatest challenge as a coach
today?

In debate there is a tremendous com-
mitment required. Finding kids (who are
in fact teenagers who want to have fun
during their formative years) and convince
them that “fun” is getting to the airport ai
5:45 am to catch a flight to a debate tour-
nament, then sitting around until wee
hours of the night talking about fun things
like Strict Separation of Church and State
or Ukrainian elections in preparation for
a weekend tournament. It takes a pretfy
rare kid who would make those kind of
sacrifices and would derive “fun” from
such a scenario.

What’s your favorite weekend tournament
food item? '

At the tournament or around the four-
nament??? It varies. [ like to obey the
rituals. Hitthe deep dish pizzajoint at the
Glenbrooks tournament. The great North
End Italian food in Boston. FEverydays
Pizza on Emorys campus. A fine Cheese
Steak ar the UPenn tournament,
Woodmans Fried Clam’s at the Manches-
ter tournament. I could go on, but I'm
hungry now.
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People Speak 2005

Opportunity for
Community Involvement

As part of 1ts effort to encourage NFL Chapters and Affiliates to create stronger
relationships with local civic organizations and members of their communities, the National
Forensic League, in partmership with the United Natons Foundation, is sponsonng a Na-
tional Public Debate and Discussion inttiative to occur In the Fall of 2005 called "The People
Speak". This 15 a tremendous opportunity for chapters and affiliates to discuss key issues
with community members. The relationship between a NFL school and its civic organizations
and community members can foster long-term support and commitment to forensic educa-
fion.

This program is perfect for all types of forensic programs. Speech programs can
showcase extempers and orators while getting feedback from members of the community.
Debate programs can hold public debates or town hall discussions and solicit feedback from
audience members. Adventurous programs can hold community debates or discussion be-
tween hugh school students and adult communuty members.

Each chapter or affiliate that holds a public debate/discussion in front of or with a
community audience during the month of September or October will receive special incen-
tives from the NFL.

+ A NFL Gift Store Coupon

+ FEach NFL Coach who organizes an event will receive 5 NFL service citations for
each event {np to 20 citations).

» Each student that participates in an event will receive 10 National Commumnity
Service Points for the Lrst event and 5 points for each additional event up to 20 total
points. (These points are in addition to the 750 service/group speaking points
allowed per student).

¢+ A Press Release from the NFL Natdonal Office will be sent to the local media for
each particzpating school.

+ The NFL will publicize each eventin the Rostrum with the names of the NFL
students and coaches that participated and the nature of the event.

Contact the NFL Oifice for your packet of

information by May 6* and...

INSTANTLY receive a
$10 NFL Gift Store Coupon!!l!

Call (920-748-6206) or email (nfl@centurytel.net) now!
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EMORY

Barkley Forum - Emory National Debate Institute
June 12 — June 25, 2005 « Emory University, Atlanta, Georgia

Under the Direction of Melissa Maxcy Wade

The Emory National Debate Institute has been conh’ibuting to the education of high school debaters for twenty-nine years. The curricutum is

steeped in the most fundamental aspects of debate: presentation, research, and critical thinking. 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 adjust to a variety of student needs,

Features of the Policy Division
Under the Direction of Bill Newnam

Experienced staff: Our senior level staff has worked at this Institute
and many others, ncluding: American University, Bates College, Bay-
lor University, Berkeley, Dartmouth College, Georgetown University,
University of lowa, University of Kentucky, Northwestern University,
University of Michigan, Wake Forest University, Samford University,
and Stanford University.

Exceltent staff student ratio: The Institute offers debaters the oppor-
tunity to work with one senior level instructor accompanied by at least
one active college debater in small lab groups of 10 to 20 students.

Flexible curricuJum: The Institute has always provided students a
wide varjety of instruction suitable to their levels of experience. Each
laboratory group has explicit objectives and a field tested cwrriculum
for the two week period, dependent upon their level of experience.

Commitment to diversity: The Institute has always been committed
to making instruction accessible to urban and rural arcas. We have
several funded scholarships dedicated to promoting diversity. Ad-
ditionally, ongoing grants make it possible to support many students
from economically disadvantaged areas.

Dormitory supervision: An experienced staff including high school
teachers, graduate students, and college upperclass students will su-
pervise 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 classroom will be developed.

Inclusive Fees: The standard Institute fee includes tuition, housing,

food, lab photocopying fees, entertainment, a t-shirt, and a hand-
book—rthe works.

Features of the Lincoln-Douglas Division
Under the Direction of Jim Wade & Stephanie Jenkins

Experienced staff: Mr. Wade has been in the activity for over twenty
years, and has served in his current position for eleven years. Ms. Jenkins
isa former LD champion and is currently an ivy league praduate student
in philosophy. Other staff members inchude an array of the finest college
coaches, as well as some of the top college debaters in the pation.

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.

Flexible curriculum: The Institute has always provided students a
wide variety of instruction suitable to their levels of experience. Qur
classes deal both with general philosophical issues and practical tech-
nique. There is a strong emphasis in lab groups on building speaking
experience and providing constructive critique. A typical day involves
three classes dealing with philosophy or technique and theory, followed
by five hours of practical lab sessions.

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, Ad-
ditionally, ongoing grants make it possible to support many students
from economically disadvantaged areas.

Dormitory supervision: An experienced staff including high school
teachers, graduate students, and college upperdlass students will su-
pervise the dormitory.

Inclusive Fees: The standard Institute fee includes tuition, hous-
ing, food, lab photocopying fees, entertainment, and a t-shirt—the
works.

For an application, write or call:

Melissa Maxcy Wade
P.0. Drawer U, Emory University
Atlanta, GA 30322
Phone: (404) 727-6189 - email: iobrien@emory.edu - www.emory.edu/BF « FAX: (404) 727-5367

- — —— = =



The Scholars Program at the
Emory National Debate Institute

June 12 — June 25, 2005 + Emory University, Atlanta, Georgia

The Emory National Debate Institute, which has contributed to the education of high school debaters for a quarter of a century,
now offers a specialized workshop-within-a-workshop catering to experienced high school debaters with advanced skills. The
Scholars Program, which was conceived and designed by some of the nation’s most competitively successful college coaches, gives
accomplished debaters the opportunity to receive the kind of instruction, research opportunities, and feedback they will need in
order to meet their competitive goals for the coming year.

The Scholars Program will take place alongside the established Emory National Debate Institute, under the Direction of Melissa
Maxcy Wade. Those who enter the Program will have access to the entire faculty of the ENDI. However, the Scholars Program
contains a number of additional features designed specifically to benefit the advanced debater.

Special Features of the Scholars Program

Advanced curriculum: Every aspect of the Scholars Program has been redesigned by our staff of accomplished coaches, from
the lecture schedule to the structure and pace of lab groups. Members of the Program will receive advanced library instruction,
including guided research in the Woodruff library system and targeted use of Internet resources. Our curriculum helps students
understand and utilize the most advanced modern debate positions, but without sacrificing their ability to win rounds with tradi-
tional skills and strategies.

Emphasis on evidence accumulation: Rather than forcing experienced students to endure redundant basic lectures, we let
Scholars get on with the business of researching the topic and practicing advanced techniques.

Amazing staff-to-student ratio: We mamtain a 1:4 staff-student ratio in lab groups, and each student will interact with nearly
every member of our large Scholars Program faculty.

Unique, separate lectures: Outside their lab groups, members of the Program will receive direct instruction from top-rated
college coaches. Even in Jecture settings, our staff-student ratio is unusual, with no more than 20 students Hstening to one instructor.
Furthermore, we offer a small group theory seminar menu targeted to students’ needs and interests.

Numerous debate rounds: Our curriculum includes a minimum of 12 rounds, with extended time for critiques from our
staff,

Select faculty: The Progam will be directed by a select group of the nation’s best debate minds. Past Directors of the Scholars
Program have included award-winning college coaches, multiple NDT winners, and some of the country’s most prominent high
school coaches. In the last few years alone, Joe Zompetti (Director of Forensics at Mercer University), David Heidt (winner of the
1996 NDT), Jon Paul Lupo {winner of the 2000 NDT), and Kacey Wolmer (NDT first-round debater and multiple participant
in the finals of CEDA Nationals) have all been a part of the Program’s administrative team. The rest of the Scholars faculty will be
selected from among the ENDI's staff of accomplished college debaters and coaches.

Great value: Scholars will pay the same price as other students at the Emory National Debate Institute. We are a nationally
competitive institute at a discount price!

You must apply for the Scholars Program at the ENDI. Those seeking admission should call or write:

Melissa Maxcy Wade
P.0. Drawer U, Emory University - Atlanta, GA 30322
Phone: (404) 727-6189 - email: lobrien@emory.edu -+ www.emory.edu/BF - FAX: (404) 727-5367
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| 31T ANNUAL SAMFORD UNIVERSITY SUMMER FORENSICS INSTITUTE
-’—5 LINCOLN-DOUGLAS DEBATE DIVISION: Samford is hosted the nation's first Lincoln-Douglas
workshop. Today we continue this tradition of innovation and excellence. In addition to
‘ providing a primer on moral philosophy, the L-D Institute also seeks to develop pragmatic skills

such as flowing, briefing and casing. The Lincoln-Douglas workshop is directed by R.J.
Pelliciotta.

-L;5 PoLICY DEBATE DIvISION: We have designed the Policy debate program for students in their first
few years of debate. Experienced coaches stress fundamentals. This is why many of the
‘ nation's largest programs start their students at Samford. At the end of the institute, each
student will have participated in and practiced every dimension of policy debate. Advanced
students spend much time discussing negative strategy while first year students focus on
’ ‘ learning how to flow and cover the fundamentals of debate. Policy debate labs are directed by

professional coaches, including: Ryan Galloway, Ph.D., Ben Coulter, MA and Ben Osborne,
MA.

ﬂ—L TEACHER’S INSTITUTE: Designed for new teachers or those that find themselves in charge of a
. program or coaching a new event, Jay Rye with visiting lecturer J. Scott Wunn of the NFL will

‘ ‘ conduct a workshop on the fundamentals of debate coaching. The goal of this course is to
help orient coaches to the bewildering world of high school forensics. We will help strengthen

} your confidence in the forensics classroom. The cost of the Teacher's Institute is $200.00.

S COsT: $1000.00 plus $50 deposit for both students divisions. This includes all room, board, tuition
T and group copying fees. Housing is in air conditioned, double-occupancy Samford dormitories.
Classes are held on the beautiful Samford campus and dining is in the Samford cafeteria.
J There are no additional lab fees. Dormitories will be dlrected by William Tate (Montgomery Bell
Academy, TN). Financial aid is available for students with demonsirated neec

Y
T FOR MORE INFORMATION:

Michael Janas, Ph.D.
' Director of Debate
{ Samford University
Birmingham, AL 35229
’ ’ (205) 726-2509
, mijanas@samford.edu

[
'WwwwoSsAMPORD-EDU/GRoOUPS/DEBATE Samford
Uy N I ¥V E R S I T Y
l expertence stary study (n the spirit of excellence
I ; infelligent siwdents
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Searches and Dentions: Important Subsets of the Broader Civil

Liberties Debate

Resolved: The United States federal government should substantially decrease its
authority either to detain without charge or to search without probable cause.

By Stefan Bauschard'

Introduction

The topic area advertised for vote,
and the area paper from which this resolu-
tion grew, was articulated as “civil liber-
ties.” The two areas discussed in this reso-
[ution - detention without charge and
searches without probable cause — are
small, bnt important, subsets of the civil
liberties topic. There are many other po-
tential threats to civil liberties beyond de-
tention without charge and searches with-
out probable cause, including the use of
secret evidence, prosecution of people who
are “associated” in any way with organiza-
tions deemed by the government to be “ter-
rorist,” deportation for foretgners who have
any “association” with any tetrorist orga-
nization, required registration of foreign
males from named countries, racial profil-
ing, restrictions on access to information
that the press and the public need to hold
the executive branch accountable, restric-
tions on any type of assistance (humani-
tarian or otherwise) to groups deemed to
be “terrorist' ,” and increased surveillance
of citizens and groups who may disagree
with various government policies. These
are important civil liberties issues, and some
of these issues mnay creep into your debates
in related ways, but it is {mportant to un-
derstand that the topic is focused exclu-
sively on detention without charge and
establishing probable cause for police
searches. In fact, the probable cause are of
the topic introduces issues that go well
beyond debates about civil liberties, mak-
ing this resolution both a small subset of
the civil liberties debate and a larger topic

about criminal lJaw enforcement beyond the
civil liberties context.

This essay focuses on background
information and debate arguments that stem
from the two areas of focus in the topic.
The article concludes with suggestions for
strategizing and tips for additional re-
search.

Detention Without Charge

Individuals who are detained for a
considerable length of time without charge
fitinto one of three categories: (1) war fight-
ers from other countries detained on the
battlefield, (2) U.S. citizens detained on the
battlefield (the battlefield has been defined
both as U.S. territory and foreign territory),
and (3) non-citizens (unnaturalized aliens)
who are living in the United States.

These individuals are likely to be de-
tained in one of three places: (1) a foreign
country occupied by U.S. forces or in a for-
eign area controlled by U.S, forces, (2)
Guantanamo Bay Cuba, or (3) a standard
legal detention facility in the United States.

Guantanamo Bay is the site of a U8
Naval Base in Cuba. Located on the South-
east side of the island, it is the only naval
base the J.S. has in a Comrnunist country.
The U.S. gained access to the base in 1904
under a leasing arrangement that makes
cessation of the lease possible only if both
sides agree or if the U.S. abandons the base.
Although the U.S. leases the base, we con-
cede full sovereignty over the base to Cuba.

’ Rostrum ’

For more on the history of the base visit
hitp:/fwwwasgimo navy.milhistory%201a htm

The U.S. agreement that Cuba retains
full sovereignty over the base is what likely
motivated the Bush administration to
house all enemy combatants and many oth-
ers the U.S. wishes to detain indefinitely.
The administration hoped that the courts
would agree that they had no authority
over the base, though as we will see later,
the courts have not accepted that and have
intervened.

The authority of the President (act-
ing as Command-in-Chief) and the military
to detain foreign enemy combatants with-
out charge until the cessation of hostilities
is generally accepted. Although prisoners
of war must be treated in particular ways,
they do not need to be charged with a crime
unless held beyond the duration of hostili-
ties. The authority of the President and
the military to detain U.S. citizens on the
battlefield, particularly on U.S. soil, with-
out charge is somewhat mote controver-
sial. In the only known instance prior to
this new September 11® era, a U.S. citizen
who was accused of aiding and abefting
the enemy was charged with a crime and
tried in a civilian court, The authority of
the President and the Attorney General to
indefinitely detain unnaturalized aliens is
even more, and arguably the most, contro-
versial since it affects the greatest number
of people. The authority for these indefi-
nite detentions was created both before and
after 9-11 under legislation that will be dis-
cussed shortly.
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The National High School Debate Institutes
- At Northwestern University

Are Pleased to Announce Our 2005 Senior Staff:
e Dr. Scott Deatherage, Director, Northwestern University, Coach Of
Six National Debate Tournament Championship Teams

Zarefsky Senior Scholars Instructors:
Josh Branson, Chris Lundberg, and Dan Shalmon
Coon-Hardy Senior Scholars Instructors:
Avery Dale, Anthony Jardina, and Dan Lingel

Zarefsky Junior Scholars Instructors:
Kevin Hamrick, Tristan Morales, and Jonathan Paul
Coon-Hardy Junior Scholars Instructors:
Dan Fitzmier, Jim Lux, and LaTonya Starks

Zarefsky Sophomore Scholars Instructors:
Frank Seaver, Genna Cohen, and Noah Chestnut
Coon-Hardy Sophomore Scholars Instructors:
Scotty Gottbreht, Michael Risen, and Lauren Tanis

Recent Northwestern Debate High School Alumni Include:
e 2001, 2000, 1999, 1998, and 1997 NDT Champions
e 2001, 1999 and 1998 NDT Top Speakers
e 2004, 2003, 2001, 2000, 1999, 1998, and 1996 NFL National Champions
e 2004, 2003, 2002, 2001, 2000, 1999, and 1998 T.0.C. Winners

"Go to College before you Finish High School"”

Northwestern University
National Debate Tournament Top Speakers
2000 * 1999 * 1998 * 1996 * 1989 * 1973 * 1968 * 1966 * 1962

Rex Copeland Memorial Award -- Top First Round At-Large
2003 * 1999 * 1996 * 1988 * 1979




The National High School Debate Institutes
| At Northwestern University

Are Pleased to Announce Our 2005 Summer Programs:

| The Senior Coon-Hardy and Zarefsky Scholars
Five Weeks: June 26 Thru July 31, 2005

The Coon-Hardy and Zarefsky Junior And Sophomores Scholars
Four Weeks: July 3 Thru July 31, 2005

The Innovative Northwestern Curriculum:
« Teamwork, Teamwork, Teamwork!!!
- Interactive Learning Environment
« Integrated Curriculum Design
« Small Group Topic Analysis and Design
« Matching Faculty Expertise to Individual Student Needs
« College Caliber Strategy and Research SKills
» Leading Innovators From Both College and High School Coaching Ranks
+ Learn Where The Topic Will Be in January -
Not Where It Was Ten Years Ago!!!

For Further Information Contact:
The National High School Institute
(800)-662-NHSI
http://www.northwestern.edu/nhsi E-Mail: nhsi@northwestern.edu

"Come, Be a Part of America’s Most Successful College Debate Program"

Northwestern University
National Debate Tournament Champions
2003 * 2002 * 1999 * 1998 * 1995 * 1994 *1980 * 1978 * 1973 * 1966 * 1959 * 1958

Cross Examination Debate Association National Champions
1997
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Some of the authority that the Attor-
ney General — the chief law officer of the
federal' government — claims for making
such detentions without charge of un-natu-
ralized aliens or U.S. citizens not engaged
in direct hostile action against U.S. forces
is found in the PATRIOT Act. Under the
PATRIOT ACT, the Attorney General has
expansive powers to indefinitely detain
non-citizens and individuals who are iden-
tified as contributing directly or indirectly
to terrorist operations. As long as the At-
torney General has “reasonable grounds”
to believe that person at issue is “descrihed
in” the anti-terrorism provisions of the law,
the individual is subjeet to indefinite de-
tention (Cole, 2003, p. 65).

Chang (2002) explains that the author-
ity to detain non-citizens springs from Sec-
tion 411 of the PATRIOT Act that autho-
rizes the attorney general to detain nonciti-
zens that he has “reasonable grounds to
believe” are involved in terrorism as long a
seven days without charging hirn or ber
with an immigration or ciminal violation (p.
64). Although the seven day window to
charge seems reasonable, the government
often claims that there are necessary cir-
cumstances that prevent a charge from be-
ing issued within that time period. Cole
argues that the PATRIOT Act’s definition
of “terrorism” is so broad for immigration
purposes that even individuals who bave
provided “humanitarian™ assistance to
these groups could be deemed a terrorist.

Individuals detained under this au-
thority do not necessarily have to be certi-
fied as “enemy combatants.”

The authority to detain non-citizens
does not stem exclusively from the PA-
TRIOT Act, however. Some authority also
springs from changes made shortly after
September 11", On September 17, 2001,
well before the PATRIOT Act was passed,
the Code of Federal Regulations was
amended to permit indefinite detention of
aliens without arrest or bringing charge
apgainst them.

Immigrant Rights Clinic, New
York University School of Law, New
York University Review of Law &
Social Change, REVIEW OF LAW
& SOCIAL CHANGE, 2000/1,p. 398

The amendment to 8§ C.ER.
287.3(d), effected September 17,
2001, published in 66 Fed. Reg.
10,390 (Sept. 20, 2001) {hereinafter
“amended rule” or “amended regu-
lation™], has gone a long way to-
ward creating this fear. In times of
“emergency or extraordinary cir-
cumstance,” as the current situa-
tion undoubtedly has been called,
the INS now may detain individu-
alg indefinitely following a warrant-
less arrest without bringing any
charges against them. The
amended Tule provides no defini-
tion of emergency or extraordinary
circumstance ner any explanation
of how long “an additional reason-
able period” of detention may be.

[t is important to note that many indi-
viduals, particularly unnaturalized aliens,
who are subject to indefinite detention
have been charged with a crime — usually
aminor immigration violation (most of those
detained are immigrants). Chang (2002) ex-
plains that if a non-citizen is “certified” as
a terrorist and charged with an immigration
violation — he or she is “subject tc manda-
tory detention without release on bond until
either he is deported from the Untied States
or the attorney general determines that he
should no longer be certified as a terrorist”
(p. 64). Change continues to explain that
“Section 412 does not direct the Attorney
General to notify the non-citizen of the evi-
dence on which the certification 1s based,
or to provide him with an opportunity to
contest that evidence, either at an immigra-
tion judge hearing or through other admin-
istrative review procedure” (p. 64)

Another source of authority to de-
tain is the Creppy Memorandum, which was
issued by a U.S. Immigration Judge -
Michael Creppy. Acting under “direct in-
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struction from Attormey General Aschroft,
Creppy issued a sweeping order that ex-
cludes normal due process rights from cases
deemed of “special interest.” U.S, Court of
Appeals Judge Edward Becker, writing the
decision for the court in North Jersey Me-
dia Group, Inc. v. Ashcroft, explained the
terms of the Creppy Memorandum:

Chief lmmigration Judge
Creppy issued a memorandum (the
“Creppy Directive”} implementing
heightened security measures. The
Directive requires immigration
judges “to close the hearing|[s] to
the public, and to aveid discuss-
ing the case[s] or otherwise dis-
closing any information about the
casels] to anyone outside the Im-
migration Court:” 1t further in-
structs that “[t]The courtroom must
be closed for these cases — no visi-
tors, no family, and no press,” and
explains that the restriction even
“includes confirming or denying
whetber such a case is on the
docket or scheduled for a hearing.”
In short, the Directive contem-
plates a complete information
blackout along both substantive
and procedural dimensions.
(Becker, 2003, pp. 310-311)

According to Muzaffar Chishti, direc-
tor of the Migration Policy Institute, more
than 600 cases have been designated for
this special treatment under the Creppy
Memorandum:

In our report we found that
at least six hundred cases were clas-
sified as “special interest” cases.
The courts batred access to records
of the persons in detention, closed
their deportation hearings and the
cases were not listed on the immi-
gration docket. Such practices not
only violate the rights of the indi-
vidual detainees, they also violate
important First Amendment rights
of the press to have access to pub-
lic hearings. As we maintain in our
report, there certainly can be situa-
tions when secrecy may be war-
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ranted, but it must be allowed only
on a case by case basis, and only
by judicial intervention. (Chishti,
America After 9/11, 2003, pp. 86-

87)"

The rationale for detention without
charge is basically an argument in favor of
preventive detention — detaining someone
in order to prevent him or her from commuit-
ting a crime. The government contends that
if these individuals are released they could
corninit terrorist acts or support the com-
mission of terrorist acts. In 2003, in Denmore
v. Kim, the Supreme Court upheld a statute
—a law passed by a legislature — mandat-
ing preventative detention during depor-
tation proceedings of foreign naticnals,
even if the person posed no risk of {light or
danger to the community (Cole, 2003, p.
224).

Unnaturalized immigrants — imimi-
grants who do not yet have their citizen-
ship but are in the United States - are usu-
ally detained under one of the previously
discussed authorities. There are other cat-
egories of detained individuals —U.S. citi-
zens detained at home and U.S. citizens
detained abroad.

The government claims that the au-
thority to detain U.S. citizens as “enemy
combatants™ comes from two potential
places. The first is the “Authonzation to
Use Military Force” (AUMEF) against Af-
ghanistan. The AUMF states that the Presi-
dent has the power to “use all necessary
and appropriate force against those na-
tions, organizations, or persons he deter-
mines planned, authorized, committed, or
aided the terrorist attacks” or “harbored
such organizations or persons, in order to
prevent any future acts of international ter-
rorism against the United States by such
nations, organizations or persons.” The
second is its Plenary Power under article 11
of the Constitution. The government re-
lied on both of these in the Hanidi case that
will be discussed below, but the court only
evaluated the AUME argument, finding
that the government had the authority to
detain Hamdi under the AUMEF.

One of the most famous cases of
someone who has been detained without
charge is Joseph Padilla, who is aU.S. citi-
zen and who was detained in the United
States. Nortbwestern University’s Oyez
project explains the facts of the case;

for Use of Military force did not
meet the requirement of the Non-
Detention Act and that the Presi-
dent could not, therefore, declare
American citizens captured outside
a combat zone as enemy combat-

Jose Padilla was arrested in
Chicago’s O’Hare International
Alrport after returning from Paki-
stan in 2002, He was mitially de-
tained as a material witness® in the
government’s investigation of the
al Qaeda terrorist network, but was
later declared an “enemy combat-
ant” by the Department of Defense,
meaning that he could be held in
prison indefinitely without access
to an attorney or to the courts. The
FBI ¢claimed that he was returning
to the United States to carry out
acts of terrorism. Donna Newman,
who had represented him wbile he
was being held as a material wit-
ness, filed a petition for habeas
corpus o his behalf. The U.S. Dis-
frict Court for the Southern District
of New York ruled that Newman had
standing to file the petition despite
the fact that Padilla had been
moved to a military brig in South
Carolina. However, the court also
found that the Department of De-
fense, under the President’s con-
stitutional powers as Commander
in Chief and the statutory authori-
zation provided by Congress’s Au-
thorization for Use of Military
Force, had the power to detain
Padilla as an enemy combatant, The
district judge rejected Newman’s
argument that the detention was
prohibited by the federal Non-De-
tention Act, which states that no
“citizen shall be imprisoned or oth-
erwise detained by the United
States except pursuant to an Act
of Congress.” On appeal, a divided
Second Circuit Court of Appeals
panel reversed the district court’s
“enemy combatant” ruling. The
panel found that the Authorization

ants. (http://www.oyez.org/oyez/
resource/case/1730/).

The U.S. government appealed the
decision of the Second Circuit to the Su-
preme Court. The Supreme Court, in a 5-4
decision in June of 2004 dismissed the ap-
peal on a “technicality,” claiming that
Padilla’s attorney wrongly filed his habeas
corpus - a petition to the government re-
quiring the government to prove that some-
one 15 being legitimately held — applica-
tion in New York and that it should have
been filed in South Carolina, where Padilla
had been moved. If the application had
been properly filed, the majority would have
ruled that Padilla could challenge his de-
teution.

On February 28, 2003, a circuit court
judge concluded that the government has
no authority to detain Padilla unless they
charge him with a crime. CNN explains:

Calling the case a “law enforcement
matter, not a military matter,” a federal judge
in South Carolina has ruled that the U.S.
government cannot continue to hold “en-
emy combatant” Jose Padiila without charg-
ing him with a crime. The ruling says the
government has 45 days to do so or Padilla
would be eligible for release. The govern-
ment vowed to appeal the ruling. The order
from U.S. District Judge Henry Floyd sided
with defense attorneys who advanced that
argumnent in a hearing last month in
Spartanburg, South Carolina, the jurisdic-
tion where Padilla has been detained for 2
1/2 years as a military prisoner. Justice De-
partment spokesman John Nowacki said,
“We will appeal the judge’s decision.” The
case would likely be heard next by the 4th
U.S. Circuit Court of Appeals in Richmeond.
The government has argued that the
president’s constitutional authority as
commander-in-chief and Congress’s autho-
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rization for the use of military force against
the perpetrators of the Sept. 11 attacks are
lawful grounds for Bush’s action. But Floyd
drew a distinction between combatants
captured during military operations abroad
and suspected terrorists atrested on Ameri-
can soil. He relied on the Supreme Court’s
rujing in the parallel enemy combatant case
of Yaser Hamdi, in wbich the majority deci-
sion declared a “state of war is not a blank
check for the president when it comes to
the rights of the nation’s citizens.” Both
Hamdi and Padilla are U.S. citizens. “To be
more specific,” Floyd wrote, “whereas it may
be a necessary and appropriate use of force
to detain a United States citizen who is cap-
tured on the battlefield, this court cannot
find, in narrow circumstances presented in
this case, that the same is true when a United
States citizen is arrested in a civilian set-
ting such as an United States airport.” The
high court has held the president does have
the authority to detain “enemy combat-
ants” captured on the battlefield, but even
then the detainee is entitled to a fact-frnd-
ing hearing. The government avoided such
a hearing in Hamdi’s case by releasing him
to his native Saudi Arabia last October.
Padilla’s attorneys have always maintained
that presidential authority does not extend
to Ametrican citizens caught on American
soil, and unlike Hamdi, who was allegedly
carrying a Kalashnikov assault rifle and
traveling with Taliban troops, Padilla was
carrying no weapons and wearing civilian
clothes. “It is true that, under some circum-
stances, such as those present in Hamdi,
the president can indeed hold an United
States citizen as an enemy combatant. Fust
because something is sometimes true, how-
ever, does not mean that it is always true,”
Floyd wrote. “The president’s use of force
to capture Mr. Hamdi was necessary and
appropriate. Here, that same use of force
was not,” the judge wrote. Floyd said if the
purpose of Padilla’s indefinite detention is
to prevent him from rejoming his alleged al
Qaeda confederates, then the president
ought to ask Congress to pass a law allow-
ing him to do so. “If the law 1n its current
state is found by the president to be insuf-
ficient to protect this country from terrorist
plots, such as the one alleged here, then

the president should prevail upon Con-
gress to remedy the problem,” Floyd wrote.
In a related case, however, the Supreme
Court provided some hope of relief to those
detained as enemy combatants. Yaser Esam
Hamdi was accused of being an “enemy
combatant” because he was captured in
Afghanistan during “the conflict” and was
“affiliated” with a Taliban unit. All of the
evidence that the government relies onis a
summary of testimony from Michael
Mobbs, who interviewed Hamdi shortly
after his capture in Afghanistan. Mobbs’
synopsis is now known as the “Mobbs
Declaration.” (http://www.cnn.com/2005/
LAW/03/01/padilla ruling/)

After Hamdi was captured he was
returned to the United States, where he was
not permitted to meet with any attorneys.
His father intervened as a Next Friend and
a public defender who was assigned to the
case became actively involved. His attor-
ney argued that Hamdi since “the conflict”
(the war on terrorism}) had no definable end-
point and since the government never es-
tablished what Hamdi’s affiliation was,
Hamdi could essentially be locked-up for
life and never able to challenge his desig-
nation as an enemy combatant.

Hamdi originally found a sympathetic
ear in U.S. District Judge Robert Doumar
(Norfold, VA). Doumar was skeptical of the
government’s assertion that Hamdi was an
enemy combatant and wanted te look at
the evidence certifying him as such. The
government challenged Doumar’s request,
however, arguing that it may need to dis-
close sensitive intelligence information in
order prove that Hamdi was an enenty com-
batant. The government found a sympa-
thetic ear in the U.S. district court for the
Fourth Circuit, which intervened, arguing
that proper deference should be given to
the military. But appellate court chief judge,
J. Harvie Wilkinson, would not embrace the
proposition that under no circumstances
would judicial review of the “enemy com-
batani” designation be, but that it could be
permitted in only a very limited manner.

In Hamdi, the majority of Supreme

Court justices took issue with the appeals
court decision and held that “although
Congress authorized the detention of com-
batants in the narrow circumstances alleged
in this case, due process demands that a
citizen held in the United States as an en-
emy combatant be given a meaningful op-
portunity to contest the factual basis for
that detention before a neutral decision-
maker.” Justices O’Conner, Rhenquist,
Kennedy, Breyer, Souter, and Ginsburg, all
agreed on this point, though Souter and
Ginsburg did not even think the detention
was authorized in the first place.

In response, the Department of De-
fense announced that it was creating a
Combatant Status Review Tribunal in
which detainees may challenge their des-
ignation as enenty combatants. The DOD
has notified those who are designated as
enemy combatants that they may challenge
their designation (Washington Past, 2004).
In the summer of 2004, the U.S. agreed to
release Hamdi back to Saudi Arabia (http:/
/news. findlaw.com/hdocs/docs/hamdi/
91704stlagrmnt. html).

It is interesting to note that the hold-
ing of this decision only stated that a “citi-
zen” (of the United States) had the author-
ity to challenge his determination as an
enemy combatant. In Rasul v. Bush, how-
ever, the Supreme Court went a little far-
ther, extending habeas corpus jurisdiction
to challenge detention by the United States
government of foreign citizens abroad.

In Rasul v. Bush, two Australians and
twelve Kuwaitis captured during hostilities
in Afghanistan challenged their detention
in Guantanamo Bay, Cuba. They claimed
that they were not combatants nor had they
ever engaged in terrorist activity. The gov-
ernment argued that the courts had no ju-
risdiction to hear the case because
Guantanomo Bay was outside the jurisdic-
tien of the United States. Both the U.S.
District Court and the U.S. Court of Ap-
peals for the District of Columbia sided with
the government in rejecting the suit, argu-
ing that the while the U.S. exercises ple-
nary authority and exclusive jurisdiction
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dent George W. Bush to stop mak-
ing them up as he goes along, and
to start working with Congress.
“The president has the power to
detain enemy combatants, includ-
ing U.S. citizens, until the end of
the relevant conflict,” stresses
Goldsmith, Katyal and most other
experts agree. But, Goldsmith adds,
“because of the novel issues raised
by this conflict, it would be pru-
dent for the president to bring Con-
gress on board in designing and
legitimizing procedures appropri-
ate for the identification and long-
term detention of enemy combat-
ants, especially those held in the
United States. Trade-offs between
liberty and security, and attendant
accountability for errors of over-
or underprotection of liberty or se-
curity, should rest with the politi-
cal branches and not . . . with the
courts” (January 10, p. 52)

In addition to these counterplans, a
number of strong solvency arguments are
available for negatives that wish to chal-
lenge the utility of simply charging some-
one with a crime. First, the government
can simply charge the person with a crime,
that’s all the plan can topically do. Many
individuals, “thousands” according to Cole
(2003), “have been locked up, many in se-
cret, on pretextual charges®” (p. 46)*.
Many individuals are charged but lack any
ability to challenge those charges.

Second, at least in the past, the gov-
ernment, primarily through executive action
has made it impossible for those detained
to consult with defense attorneys, and in
many instances the outside world at large.
A 2002 Amnesty International Report claims
that in many instances defendants aren’t
even being advised of their right to con-
sult an attorney. At least in dealing with
enemy combatants, however, the Supreme
Court, has required that they be able to
challenge their designation as “enemy com-
batants” and provided with a right to coun-
sel. The AMERICAN LAWYER explains
how many law firms have stepped-up to
provide pro bono — free — legal assistance.

AMERICAN LAWYER, September 1,
2004, p. online

Since the June ruling that Guantanamo
detainees had a right to counsel, indi-
vidual lawyers, professors, firms, and
nonprofit groups have signed up to
represent them. Firms on the list include:

§ Allen & Overy

§ Baach Robinson & Lewis

& Clifford Chance

§ Covington & Burling

§ Dorsey & Whitney

§ Gibbens, Del Deo Dolan, Griffinger &
Vecchione

§ Jenner & Block

§ Keller and Heckman

§ Maver, Brown, Rowe & Maw

§ Paul, Weiss, Rifkind, Wharton & Garrison

& Perking Coie

§ Shearman & Sterling

§ Wilmer Cutler Piekering Hale and Dorr

This right te counsel, however, has
only been provided to those detained as
“enemy combatants,” not all of those de-
tained without charge. This, however, does
not apply to unnaturalized citizens detained
without charge or to those detained on
pretextual charges. It does not apply to
individuals charged with immigration vio-
lations because those charges are civil
and not criminal’. Change (2002) explains:

The Supreme Court has held
both immigration proceedings and
habeas proceedings to be civil
rather than criminal in nature, not-
withstanding the fact that depor-
tation is a “drastic measure and at
times the equivalent of banishment
or exile.” Because the Spxth Amend-
went extends only to criminal pro-
ceedings, the government has no
obligation to provide nomncitizens
with free legal counsel in immigra-
tion proceedings or in habeas pro-
ceedings related to INS detention.
As a practical matter, the cost of
hiring a lawyer to litigate a habeas
proceeding in federal district court,
and to appeal the decision to the
court of Appeals in Washington,
D.C., the court granted exclusive
jurisdiction over such appeals by
statute, will prove prohibitively ex-
pensive for non-citizens in deten-

30

tion under Section 412. The num-
ber of attorneys available to pro-
vide legal representation to such
non-citizens without charge is in-
adequate to meet the demand.

Third, where the DOJT has permitted
defendants to consult with an attorney ei-
ther voluntarily or through court order, the
government has undermined the ability of
attorneys to defend themselves by eves-
dropping on attorney-client privilege. John
Ashcroft, the former Attorney general,
gave himsell the power to eavesdrop on
these conversations on October 31, 2001
by issuing an interim agency rule that per-
mits this (Napolitano, 2004, p. 134; Chang,
2002, p. 15).

Fifth, the government has even gone
so far as to threaten to prosecute attorneys
who assist potential terrorists, accusing
them of providing “material support” to
terronists (Ibid, pp. 137-8).

Sixth, in regard to those detained at
Guantanamo Bay, individuals who are
charged and tried will be charged in front
of miilitary tribunals.

CONNECTICUT LAW TRIBUNE,
December 6, 2004, p. 17

Only four prisoners among the 550
or so at Guantanamo have lawyers—the
four men who have been formally charged
with war crimes in military commissions cre-
ated by the Bush Administration that re-
quire them to have U.S. military defense
counsel.

You can argue these trials are bad and
won’t protect individual rights.

Moreover, potential abuses of gov-
ernment power are difficult to monitor and
overcome because under John Asheroft’s
September 21, 2001 order, all immigration
hearings are now closed to the public. Even
the court’s docket is no longer available to
the public. Napolitano explains that “As
such, the immigration court is prohibited
from confirming or denying whether a par-
ticular case is listed for trial or, if so, if it is
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deemed of “special interest. Essentially,
once Attorney General Asheroft makes that
designation, that person disappears. Not
even the immigrant’s family is able to find
out what happened to the person, even af-
ter that person has been deported” (p. 141)

In abook titled CONSTITUTIONAL
CHAOS: WHAT HAPPENS WHEN THE
GOVERNMENT BREAKS ITS OWN
LAWS, Napolitano (2004), working through
examples of major Supreme Court cases,
makes a persuasive case that when charged
by the federal government, almost all charge
individuals will either end up leading guilty
or be convicted. Napolitano attributes this
to a number of factors, including police of-
ficers who are willing to lie (p. 20),

Affirmatives are not going to be able
topically write additional protections, such
as the right to counsel, into their plans, but
they can make an argument that once the
federal government were to file charges,
such a right to counsel would be “trig-
gered” (Napolitano, 2004, p. 156). Thatis
still, of course probably the only thing that
would be “triggered;” the government
would still be permitted to eves-drep on
attorney-client communications, likely still
harass attorneys who try to defend those
charged. There is no reason to believe that
the plan would include the provision of the
interim agency rule that makes it possible.

Searching Without
Probable Cause

The second section of the topic gives
the affirmative the option of limiting the
authority of the police to search without
probable cause. Even before September
11% searching without probable cause was
a controversial issue. In 2000-1, the high
school debate topic was privacy, and
affirmatives sometimes chose to protect
privacy by requiring that probable cause
be demonstrated in some specific situa-
tions.

Although many of the affirmative
case areas that deal with probable cause
protections did not emerge in relation to
civil liberties issues related to the war on

terrorism, the issue has come up in the con-
text of the PATRIOT Act. This will be dis-
cussed shortly. Before doing so, however,
it is important to understand a couple of
critical definitional issues.

It is very important to understand that
a “search” in the legal sense is not the same
thing as we might generally understand a
search to be. Whether or not a “search”
occurred in the first place is usually what is
disputed in court. There are a number of
instances, for example, where the Supreme
Court has said that a “search” did not oc-
cur. These are justa few examples:

- Police roadblocks do not constitute a
“search” (Michigan v. Sitz (496 U.S.444))

- Use of drug-sniffing dogs is not a
“search” (U.S. v. Place (462 U.S. 696))

- Police examination of an open-field is not
a“search” (Olmstead v. U.5.)(277 U.5. 438)
- Listening device attached to a wall nota
“search” (Goldmanv. U.8.) (316 U.S. 439))

This list is far from comprehensive.
In most instances where affirmatives will
seek cases that intuitively seem like areas
where probable cause should be required,
negatives will be able to produce strong
evidence that such police activity does not
constitute a “search.” The negative will
have a strong argument that requiring prob-
able cause in one of these instances does
not result in requiring probable cause for a
“search,” though affirmatives may try to
argue that a court’s probable cause require-
ment subsequently defines the behavior in
question as a search. This will undoubt-
edly be an important topicality issue - can
the affirmative simply require probable
cause in a particular instance, consequently
defining the affected behavior as a
“search.”

There are other areas of the law that
the affirmative ¢an draw causes from where
the Supreme Court has said that a “search”
has occurred but that probable cause is not
required:

— Searches incident to arrest (Chimel v.
California, 395U 8. 752)

— Stop and Frisk searches (Terry v. Ohio,
392U.8.1)

— Inventory searches (South Dakota v.
Opperman, 428 U.S. 364)
— Consent searches (Schneckloth v.
Bustamonte, 412 U.8.218,222)
-— Border searches (U.S. v. Montova de
Hernandez, 473 1.8, 531)

Omne place that searches without
probable cause are permitted is at the bor-
der. Nathaniel Saylor explains:

The executive has authority
to conduct routine searches and
seizures at the borders without
probable cause or a warrant in o1-
der to collect duties and prevent
the introduction of contraband.
The courts have determined that
to accomplish this task some of the
protections that citizens take for
granted on the interior have to be
lessened. Specifically, it has been
held that routine searches at the
border can be conducted without
any requirement of probable cause
(2003, pp. 283-5).

In a footnote referencing the Supreme
Court decision that provides this author-
ity, he explains — “United States v. Montoya
de Hermnandez, 473 U.S. 531 {1985). “[T]he
Fourth Amendment’s balance of reason-
ableness is qualitatively different at the in-
ternational border than in the interior.

Routine searches of the persons and
effects of entrants are not subject to any
requirement of reasonable suspicion, prob-
able cause, or warrant.” One strong affir-
mative in this section of the topic may be
to overturn this Court decision and require
probable cause for various border searches.
You will be able to find strong evidence in
the dissent, amicus briefs, and various law
review articles that will have been written
in opposition to the decision.

Consent searches, also referenced
above in the list of exemptions to the prob-
able cause requirement, have been criticized
as providing a foundation for the police to
engage in racial profiling. George Thomas
(2003) explains how eliminating consent
searches would eliminate racial profiling:
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PlanetDebate.com is a website owned and operated by
Harvard Debate, Inc., a non-profit 503¢ corporation. Formed
by Harvard debate alums to support the operations of the
Harvard Debate program, the organization is run by
undergraduates. Stefan Bauschard is the President of Planet
Debate.

Since our launch on July 2, 2002, we have grown rapidly.
Currently we have over 18,000 registered members and have
established partnerships with leading debate institutes. Over
500 unique users visit Planet Debate every day.

‘We currently offer over 30 individual products for sale in

electronic format and have recently started delivering print
handbooks. We are excited to announce that once again we
will be carrying the Wake Forest Debater’s Research Guide.

In addition to our for sale instructional materials, Planet
Debate also makes many free resources available to the
community at large, including judge philosophies, tournament
invitations, cases lists, and TOC results.

We hope that you will take a few minutes to visit our sit and to
explore our offerings. We look forward to an opportunity to

serve your interests.
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Gold & Platinum
Subscriptions!

The database. At the core of Planet Debate's Gold & Platinum
subscription services is an evidence database that includes important
evidence drawn from the Wake Forest Debater's Research Guide and
thousands of cards from Harvard's renowned research libraries that
are integrated into winning arguments by Harvard's debaters and
coaches, Throughout the year subscribers also receive regular
updates on the topic, including over 2000 new cards on summer
arguments. The database is built on a foundation of over 40,000
cards that are accessible to you to win any backfile war! Our
database features evidence on popular genctic kritiks, counterplans,
and disadvantages. Evidence from all handbooks that we produce is
included in the evidence database -- A $390 value. The database is
available 24 bours a day, 7 days a week.

The research libraries. Planet Debate contains a collection of
over 8000 research [inks, including 1500 topic-specific links.
Extensive bibliographies for library and database-based resources are
also available.

The teacher resources. Planet Debate isn't just for debaters --
it's for teachers and coaches as well! The section includes audio
lectures on the topic, topic-based assignments and quizzes, sample
arguments to walk the students through, and a directory of other
teachers who take advantage of the resources, lesson plans, useful
links, and forums. A special section for teachers is included with the
Gold & Platinum subscriptions. $99 individually. Included in
Platinum and Gold subscriptions.

The theory briefs, New for 2005-6. Access to over 100 theory
briefs on popular theoretical controversies.

The subscription deal. Purchasing a Planet Debate Gold
subscription gives you and your students year-round access to the
database, research libraries, teacher resources, and theory brief for
the entire season. The Platinum subscription provides access to all
of the Gold items plus Minb Luong's LD Tutorials. $269 Gold.
$349 Platinum. Multiple user packages are available at
substantially discounted rates.

Affirmative Clnb, Negative Club, Solvency Mechanisins. New
affirmatives, generics, and evidence against common solvency
meclanisms. Released throughout the year. $50 each

Value-Added Products!
.doc and .pdf downloads

Minh A. Luong & Company Topic Briefings:

Topic in Context: Analysis which places the topic in historical,
political, and/or economic context. Keeps the topic in perspective.
Topic Briefing: This briefing introduces the major issues related to
the topic, introduces key experts and their positions, and covers the
topic in an interdisciplinary fashion.

Strategies and Arguments: This section outlines suggested
strategies and identifies key arguments for both the affirmative and
negative sides. While not in block form, the narrative steps the reader
through the logic of the strategy and which arguments can be used
most effcctively. It will be up to the

debater to craft the claim, data, and warrant for each argument.
Topic Bibliography: As the title suggests, thig section

contains a list of resources that was used in the preparation of the
topic briefing and additional resources for further research.
Briefings are available within 15 days of topic release. $89 —
Included in Platinnm Snbscription

Public Forum. Public Forum, originally named “Ted Turner”
debate, is only three years old, but it is taking-off like wildfire! This
year, over 90 teams competed at Emory’s Barkely Froum. Due to
popular demand, Planet Debate is continuing its special monthly .pdf
release on the Ted Turner topic that explains the core issues involved
in the topic. An extensive direction of research links is ineluded. The
eost is only $119. The release is normally available within five days
of the topie announcement, and research links are made available
immediately.

Politics. The politics disadvantage is in play in almost every policy
debate. Being prepared means cutting and organizing hundred of
pelitics cards before every tournament. Let Planet Dcbate help!
Planet Debate produces a politics file every week for Planet Debate
Politics Subscribers, Thicty weekly releases are available for a $169
subscription price — less than $6/weel.

Extemp Bible. Due to the time that is required to keep up with
the ever-changing world of the news, Extemp is a very demanding IE
event. Planet Debate's "Extemp Bible" is our way of helping out.
Each week we will make a new set of 10+ externp topics with
research links is available to support your research, The topics are all
focused on contemporary issues and will help stimulate your
research and preparation as your tournament approaches. $25

E-Institufe. PlanetDebate.com, in partnership with Wake Forest
Debate, is happy to announce a summer program for 2005: The
Online Summer Debate Experience. Our workshop begins June st
and runs through August 15th. Debaters and coaches can participate
from the comfort of their own homes, schools, and offices. $189

www.planetdebate.com




Print Handbooks and Downloads!

All handbooks are included in Planet Debate’s Gold, Platinum, and Master Subscriptions through
the database. Over $390 worth of handbooks! Most books are downloadable in .pdf or .doc form.

Wake Forest Debater’s Research Guide

Planet Debate is excited to announce that for the year 20035-6 we will
continue to offer Wake Forest’s famous Debaters Research Guide.
The Debaters Research Guide, known simply as the “DRG,” has
always been one of the leading debate handbooks and has been
continuously produced for the last thirty years! The DRG is edited by
Wake Forest Debate Coach JP Lacy and Stefan Bauschard. Its
production is overseen by Ross Smith. Ross edited the DRG for 15
years, has qualified more teams to the Natiopal Debate Towrnament
than any other coach, was named Best Tudge of the 1990s, and was
named coach of the yearin 1994 and 1998. The DRG’s editors and
research staff place a special emphasis on topic-specific case
research. Affirmative cases are previewed with enough evidence to
get debaters started researching their own affirmatives and extensive
negative evidence on key affirmative cases is included. $30

Wake Forest Debater’s Topic Guide

Stefan Bauschard, author and editor of the original “Hitchhiker’s
Guide to the CX Debate Topic,” has moved his innovative talents to
Wake Forest to produce the Wake Forest Debater’s Topic Guide.
The Guide features over 90 essays on the topic relating to topicality,
advantage area, affirmative and negative cases, generic counterplans,
generic disadvantages, and generic kritiks. A separate section on
effective debate research and working effectively on a team is also
included. Over 1000 bibliographic references to support topic
research are included. $30.00

Harvard Civil Liberties Starter Set

The best way to get started on a new topic is with a full-set of
practice briefs. This special set includes a new affinmative, a case
negative, two disadvantages, a kritik, a counterplan, and a generic
topicality violation. This is one of our most popular books and a
great way {o get started on the new year. $30.

Harvard Counterplans

This Harvard counterplan package features popular counterplans
against expanding support for peacekeeping operations. All
counterplans are fully-briefed and include answers to common
affirmative arguments. $30.00

Harvard Affirmatives #1

This Harvard affirmative package features three cases to reduce
detention without charge. All affirmatives are fully-briefed and
include answers to commeon negative arguments. $30.00

Harvard Affirmatives #2

This Harvard affirmative package features three cases to eliminate
searching without probable cause. Al affirmatives are fully-briefed
and include answers to cornmon negative arguments. $30.00

Harvard Disadvantages

This single volume features five of core generic disadvantages on
next year’s topic. Each fully-briefed disadvantage comes with a set
of answers. $30.00

Harvard Kritiks

This single volume features five of core kritiks on next year’s topic.
Each fully-briefed kritik comes with a set of answers, $30.00

Foucault, Biopower, & Criminal Detention

Foucault has becomne a mainstay of generic negative strategy and the
links aren't just outstanding on any topic. This year there is excellent
evidence that ephancing criminal protections ¢xpands biopower. The
guide includes a number of explanatory essays as well as an
extensive bibliography. $30

Federalism Strategy Guide

One of the most popular generic arguments this year will be the
federalism disadvantage and the states counterplan. This strategy
guide includes hundred of pages of fully-developed blocks on each
argument! $30

Courts & Congress Counterplan Strategy Guide

Other popular generic arguments this year wil! be the courts and
Congress counterplan This strategy guide includes hundred of pages
of fully-developed blocks on each argument! $30

Politics Strategy Guide

Ever wish you had all of the best politics theory evidence organized
in one place? If so, this strategy guide is for you. The strategy guide
includes over 1000 key theorctical internal link cards for the most
popular politics scenarios, including political capital, concessions,
bipartisanship, GOP unity, conservative base, and winners-win. $30

Hegemony Strategy Guide

Debate both sides of the U.S. leadership debate. Explanatory essays
ineiuded. $30.
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Master Electronic -- $795
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That’s everything in this catalog available to you 24/7 as an electronic download!
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Gold - Includes evidence database, CX Guide, Research Links,
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$289 single user Electronic Subtotal
$329 five simultaneous users .
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M
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Lincoin-Douglas $30.00 Harvard Affirmatives #1
$89 single user $30.00 Harvard Affimatives #2
$99 five simultaneous users
$119 ten simultaneous users $30.00 Harvard Counterplans
$139 fifteen simultancous users $30.00 Harvard Disadvantages
$199 thirty simultaneous users $30.00 Harvard Kritiks
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Book
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Abolishing consent searches
would deprive police of their most
effective racial profiling tool. As
police can approach anyone on the
street to ask for consent and can
ask any driver who is stopped for a
traffic infraction for consent, po-
lice are presently free to use race,
and only race, to decide when to
ask for consent in a huge number
of situations. If police have to show
probable cause to conduct a
search, on the other hand, their dis-
cretion to use race is severely lim-
ited. Abolishing consent searches
would do far more to remedy racial
profiling in the real world than all
the equal protection laws or stafu-
tory remedies that can be imagined

(p.551).

These are all somewhat old.
Affirmatives wishing to run cases in these
areas should explore if there are any more
recent decisions in these areas (any cases,
for example, where the court said probable
cause was not required because a stop and
frisk search occurred) and comnmentators
and the dissent argued that probable cause
should be required. This way you will be
able to find more recent evidence on the
issues. Finding affirmatives in this area will
be difficult as it is rare for the courts not to
require probable cause:

Dr. O’Connor, North Carolina
Weslyn College, PROBABLE
CAUSE, 2004, http:l/
Sfacuity.newe. edu/toconnor/315/
315lect06.hum

Not all search and seizures
require warrants (e.g., automobile
searches, arrest in a public place),
but the Supreme Court has inter-
preted warrantless searches and
seizures as unreasonable unless
preceded by probable cause. This
means that as a general rule, most
searches and seizures require prob-
able cause.

There are two at least two potential
cases that deal with authority granted to

the federal government to search without
probable cause by the PATRIOT Act. One
deals with warrantless, non probable-cased
based wiretaps (wiretaps are considered
“searches”. According to Cole (2003, pp.
66-7) the PATRIOT Act authorizes “secret
searches and wiretaps in criminal investi-
gations without probable cause to believe
the target is engaged in ¢riminal conduct
or that evidence of a crime will be found.”
Cole also contends that the government
can evade probable cause requirements in
any criminal investigation that is con-
ducted for a significant “foreign intelli-
gence” purpose (p. 67).

A second area of authority under the
PATRIOT Act where the federal govern-
ment is given authority to search without
warrants is m Section 215 and Section 505.
These sections allow federal agents to re-
quire librarians to disclose the circulation
history of library patrons. The American
Library Association (ALA) and numerous
clvil rights advocacy groups strongly op-
pose these provisions. Bobb Barr, former
U.S. Representative from George and cur-
rent 21st Century Liberties Chair for Free-
dom and Privacy with the American Con-
servative Union, explained the problem
with the PATRIOTACct:

Under Section 215, FBI
agents can obtain court orders for
the release of, among other things,
business information, reading his-
tories, Internet surfing data, medi-
cal records and even lawlul firearm
purchase receipts, under a standard
of evidence that equates to a “‘rub-
ber stamp.” Known primarily for its
effect on access to hibrary records
—itcould be used to monitor Ameri-
cans’ book borrowing habits— 215
is legalty wide-ranging; extending,
frighteningly, even to medical and
genetic information. While much
has — appropriately - been written
about this provision’s chilling ef-
fect on library users (a result that
is very real regardless of how many
times the government says it has
or hasn’t employed the power), the
dangers in 1ts broad reach cannot
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be over emphasized. A companion
provision, found m Section 505 of
the USA PATRIOT Act, raises con-
cerns similar to those raised by
Section 215. Section 505 is, in some
respects even more troubling; it
expands the government’s ability
to use so-called “national security
letters,” which are essentially ad-
ministrative subpoenas, to secure
access to a wide range of data and
informationon U.S. citizens. As this
Committee knows, administrative
subpoenas can be 1ssued without
probable cause, and without even
the “rubber stamp” judicial review
of a Section 215 search. (Barr, 2003,
p. 175)°”

So far I have evaded a discussion of
what “probable cause” is. This 1s because
it 1 difficult to defme. There are, in fact,
three different ways that it can be defined:

Dr. O’Connor, North Carolina
Weslyn College, 2004, PROBABLE
CAUSE, http://faculty.ncwe.edu/
toconnor/315/3151ect06.htm

The precise meaning of
“probable cause” is somewhat un-
certain. Most academic debates
over the years have centered
around the differences between
“maore probable than not” and “sub-
stantial possibility”. The former
involves the elemments of certainty
and technical knowledge. The lat-
ter mvolves the ¢lements of fair-
ness and common sense. There's
more adherents of the latter ap-
proach, but how do vou define
common sense. Supreme Court
case law has indicated that rumor,
mere suspicion, and even “strong
reason to suspect”™ are not equiva-
lent to probable cause. Over the
years, at least three definitions
have emerged as the best state-
ments;

Probable cause is where
known facts and circumstances, of
a reasonably trustworthy nature,
are sufficient to justify a man of
reasonable caution or prudence in




California National Debate Institute
2005 Policy Debate Camps

at the University of California, Berkeley
Dates & Prices

(Includes room, board and materials, Please
contact our office for commuter student pricing) “The lab was great an d pus hed |

3 Week Session: June 14 - July 2, $2425 me to think. The breadth of

Novice Program: June 14 - July 2, $2425 arguments we did and how in-
Berkeley Mentors: June 14 - July 2, $2425 depth we went was really
great.”
1 Week Session: June 25 - July 2, $905 - David Chiang, California
2004 CNDI Participant

The California National Debate Institute is a national caliber three-week
summer forensics program located in Berkeley, California conducted in part-
nership with the UC Berkeley Policy debate team. The CNDI provides serious
debate students with the opportunity to interact with some of the finest and
most renowned forensics instructors in the nation at an incomparable cost
for a program of this nature, quality, and location.

Three Week Session: In response to student and coach requests, we have
expanded the program! CNDI is now a three week policy debate program
which offers intensive instruction for students of all levels of experience and
skill. Students will receive topic and theory lectures, numerous critiqued
debates with rebuttal reworks, small-group seminars, and access to the best
evidence researched at other NFC camps. Strictly limited lab size ensures
personal attention from an elite staff who have been carefully selected for
both their knowledge of debate and their multiple years of experience as lab-
leaders.

One Week Programs: This special CNDI program is designed to fo-
cus on specific aspects of topic preparation. The session, which focuses
on technique, features hands-on exploration of the topic through lec-
tures, seminars, multipie expertly critiqued practice debates, rebuttal
reworks, and participation in the institute tournament.

Berkeley Mentors: The Berkeley Mentors lab offers select advanced varsity
students the unique chance to be mentored by some of the finest college
coaches and debaters in the nation. This three week program, now entering
its sixth year, focuses on topic analysis, theory, strategic decision making in
the debate round, kritiks, and in-depth research at one of the finest libraries
in the nation. This exciting lab will be led by Dave Arnett and Michael
Burshteyn.

Faculty: The CNDI is directed by Robert Thomas. Robert has coached suc-
cessful teams at both the high school and college level, and has taught at or
directed over 40 summer institutes. He is currently the NDT coach at Stanford
University. Other initially confirmed staff include Dave Arnett of UC
Berkeley, Nick Coburn-Palo, of the College Prep School, Beth
Schueler, of Whitmnan College, Michael Burshteyn, of UC Berkeley,
and Judy Butler, of Augusta Prep.

Mail: 1700 Shattuck Avenue #305, Berkeley, CA 94709 e Phone: 510-548-4800
Web: www.educationunlimited.com e Email; debate@educationunlimited.com
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the belief that a crime has been or
is being committed. (reasonable
man definition; common textbook
definition; comes from Draper v.
1.5, 1959)
- Probable cause is what would lead
a person of reasonable caution to believe
that something connected with a crime is
on the premises of a person or on persons
themselves. (sometimes called the nexus
definition, nexus is the connection befween
PC, the person’s participation, and ele-
ments of criminal activity; determining
nexus is the job of a judicial official, and

its almost always required in cases of

search warrants, not arrest warrants)

Probable cause is the sum total of
layers of information and synthesis of what
police have heard, know, or observe as
trained officers. (comes from Smithv. U.S.
1949 establishing the experienced police
officer standard)

In Carroll v. the U.S (276 U.S.
132)(1925) the Supreme Court outlined some
general standards for detenmining if prob-
able cause exists.

The PATRIOT Act expands the au-
thority of the government to conduct wire-
less searches by amending the Foreign In-
telligence and Surveillance Act (FISA). Cole
(2003) explains, FISA authorizes wiretaps
and searches, based notion the much easier
showing of probable criminal conduct or
evidence, but on the much easier showing
that the target of the intrusion is “an agent
of a foreign power,” defined broadly to in-
cluded any officer or employee of a for-
eign-based political organization” (p 67).
Since an “agent of a foreign Power” has
been “defined broadly to include any of-
ficer or employee of a foreign-based politi-
cal organization,” U.S. citizens could also
be subject to a wiretap as a foreign agent.

Under the original FISA Act, the “pri-
mary purpose” of the warrant had to be to
collect intelligence and not to investigate
crimes. Under the PATRIOT Act, however,
the “primary purpose” requirement was re-
placed with a “significant purpose™ require-
ment, opening the door to the use of FISA
warrants issued without probable cause to

investigate crimes (Ibid, p. 68).

One strong affirmative on the 2005-6
topic will be to replace the current “signifi-
cant purpose” language with the prior “pri-
mary purpose” language in order to reduce
the number of warrantless wiretaps.

Solvency arguments against the prob-
able cause area of the topic are also strong.
First, the courts can always side witb the
government in determining that probable
cause exists for a search. If the courts
nearly always determine that probable
cause exists for a search, then requiring it
simply will not accomplish anytbing. Sec-
ond, the courts could simply say that the
activity that the government has engaged
misnota “search” and that probable cause
is therefore not required, This has already
been discussed. Third, itis becoming more
and more difficult to challenge the validity
of an issued warrant. Under Section 213 of
the PATRIOT Act, federal agents are au-
thorized to conduct more “sneak and peak”
searches. “Sneak and peak” searcbes are
“covert” searches of a person’s home or
office where a warrant is required but the
person is not notified until after the war-
rant has been executed—after the search
has taken place (Chang, 2002, p. 51).

Advantage Areas

Some of the advantage areas are rela-
tively unique to the particular topic area.
First I will discuss advantage areas that are
unique to reducing detention without
charge, ones unique to instilling probably
cause protections, and ones that are gen-
erally applicable to both.

Detention Without
Charge Advantages

Tyranny. The most basic advantage
for the detention without charge area of
affirmatives is a “tyranny” advantages. If
the government can fock anyone up against
their will at any moment, there is nothing to
prevent a complete police state. There is
good evidence that being detained against
one’s will is the ultimate loss of freedom.

38

Justice Souter, writing for the majority in
the Hamdi decisions, explains:

It is beyond question that substan-
tial interests lie on both sides of the scale
in this case. Hamdi’s “private interest ...
affected by the official action,” ibid., is the
most elemental of liberty interests—the in-
terest in being free from pbysical detention
by one’s own government. Foucha v. Loui-
siana, 504 U. S. 71, 80 (1992) (“Freedom
from bodily restraint has always been at
the core of the liberty protected by the Due
Process Clause from arbitrary governmen-
tal action™); see also Parham v. J. R, 442
U. S. 584, 600 (1979) (noting the “substan-
tial liberty interest in not being confined
unnecessarily”). “In our society liberty is
the norm,” and detention without trial “is
the carefully limited exception.” Salerno,
supra, at 755. “We have always been care-
ful not to “minimize the importance and fun-
damental nature’ of the individual’s right
to liberty,” Foucha, supra, at 80 (quoting
Salerno, supra, at 750), and we will not do
so today.

Racial profiling. Prior to September
11%, the use of racial profiling - targeting
of an individual based on his or her race —
by law enforcement officials had become
very controversial. There was a lot of pres-
sure at both the state and local level to stop
the use of racial profiling because it had
come to be considered an ineffective law
enforcement tool and was discriminatory.
After September 11®, law enforcement offi-
cials argued the tactic was necessary in the
new war on terrorism to target Arab Ameri-
cans and it is no longer politically contro-
versial.

Affirmatives can read general evi-
dence that impacts the harms of racial pro-
filing at-large because, as Cole (2003} ex-
plains, federal support for the profiling of
Arab Americans translates into condoning
racial profiling by other actors:

(E)ven the federal
government’s profiling is expressly
limited to foreign nationals, ils ac-
tions send a message to private
employers, airlines, and local po-
lice that Arab and Muslim identity
i3 a central, perhaps the central,
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Z week session:
July 10-July 22, 2005
$1300.00

BAYLOR UNIVERSITY

A tradition of excellence in high school
forensics education for over 60 years

+ Ouistanding Faculty at every level

The Baylor faculty have been successful coaches at the high school and/or
Intercollegiate level. The focus is on teaching students the skills they need
to become beltter debaters and to succeed in their region or at the national
level. The student-teacher ratio is maintained at 10 to one in order to
facilitate as much individual instruction as possible.

+ Extensive library resources for all of our students

Students have access to the physical and electronic holdings of the Baylor
University libraries. In addition, a reserve collection created just for our
workshop, will assist students in preparing for their upcoming season.

+ Challenging curriculum for every experience level

For policy debaters we emphasize the skills of refutation, extensive
analysis of the topic and contemporary debate theory, briefs specific to the
topic and practice debates and speeches.

For LD debaters we emphasize instruction in analyzing values and value
propositions, preparation for the upcoming possible topics, practice
speeches and debates, as well as instruction in LID practice and strategy.

For Turner debaters we emphasize current events research, crossfire cross
examination skills, argumentation and persuasion skills, and audience
analysis

For teachers we emphasize the information necessary to administer a
speech program and to effectively prepare your students
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We offer instruction at the novice, junior varsity and varsity level

ENROLLMENT IS LIMITED TO THE FIRST 200
STUDENTS. APPLY EARLY!

Dr. Matt Gerber
P.O. Box 97368
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Waco, TX 76798-7368
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The Stanford National Forensic Institute offers unique national caliber Stanford National
programs conducted by the Stanford Debate Society of Stanford Univer- .
sity, aregistered student organization of the Associated Students of Stanford FO ren Sic Institute

R 2005 Dates & Prices: |
The Three Week Program: The Three Week curriculum balances Policy Debate

improving students debate technique through expertly critiqued practice

rounds with in-depth discussion of debate theory and the topic for the Three Week Program ,
year. Students will work with each other and the faculty on research

and argument construction to create a full set of evidence available to July 23 - August 12, $2450

all SNFI students. Students may also apply to the Swing Lab, a special ) .
program within the larger Three Week session. The Swing Lab pro- Fourth Week Extension S8

gram is designed to provide a continuation of participants prior camp August 12 - August 19, $11 41‘(

experience with an advanced peer group and the finest instructors. To
be eligible to apply students must have previously attended at least one
previous debate institute during the summer of 2005.

r,

“SNFI features lots #f ‘_&
The Four Week Program: The Four Week Program is fully integrated M) _ .
with the Three Week Program, but adds an additional week, which fo- F%l ;_dé‘ﬂ(.’ﬂ, pk"ty ﬂfS ¥ ',,...._.
cuses primarily on technique and practice rounds. Students are guaranteed instructors, and qnal . . )
to get 16 fully critiqued practice rounds in the final week! In addition to -pnoﬁaqdunds With:
the average of 12 rounds during the three week program, this effectively “\k crmqu o5 s
means that participants will have nearly 30 rounds by the end of the N '
summer, the equivalent of a semester or more of experience by the startof N
the school year! Four Week students are welcome to apply to the Swing ;{. W
Lab for the first three weeks of the camp. N Ly

Faculty: The SNFI faculty is composed of current and former com-
petitors and coaches from successful programs across the country.
Intitially confirmed staff for summer 2005 include:

Matt Fraser, SNFI Program Director, Director of Debate, Stanford
Robert Thomas, SNFI Academic Director, Policy Debate Coach, Stanford

Dr. Anne Marie Todd - San Jose State Casey Kelly - U of North Texas
Dave Arnett - UC Berkeley John Hines - U of North Texas .

Michael Burshteyn, UC Berkeley Corey Turoff - formerly USC
jon sharp - USC, New Trier Cyrus Ghavi - Emory University

Beth Schueler - Whitman College Gaurav Reddy - UC Berkeley
Toni Nielson - Cal State .ong Beach Judy Butler - Augusta Prep

Bob Allen - Emory University Condy Creek - UC Berkeley
Jenny Herbert - Stanford Debate Liang Dong - Stanford Debate -
David Houska - Stanford Debate Bobby Lepore - Stanford Debate

Jessica Yeats - Idaho State Eric Odde - New Trier y T
Nate Tribbie - Redlands Anita Lamar - West Georgia '
—
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July 23 - August 12
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Stanford Né‘uonal
Forensic Institute

2005 Swing Lab

The SNFI Swing Lab Program is a preparatory program available for advanced policy
debate students. Students must be varsity level and must have previously attended at
least one rigorous debate institute during the summer of 2005. Faculty include some of
the most respected debate educators, the curriculum is rigorous and carefully executed,
and students receive more debates than any other program of similar quality.

Phone: 650-723-9086
The Swing Lab curriculum focuses on Expertly Critiqued Debates. Swing Lab Web: www.snfl.org
scholars will participate in a rigorous series of at least a dozen practice debates  Email: info@snfi.org
beginning on the second day of the camp, with an emphasis on stop-and-go and rebuttal
rework debates. The Swing Lab program provides intensive instruction in Research,
Argument Construction, and Advanced Technique. The kernels of arguments
which are produced by other institutes will be used as a starting point. These arguments
will be used by program participants to construct detailed positions which will include
second and third level extension blocks, new cases, disadvantages, kritiks, counterplans,
and in-depth case negatives. Scholars will be immersed in Advanced Theory through
seminars that offer unique and rival views on a variety of issues including fiat,
competition, intrinsicness, permutations, kritiks, presumption, extra-topicality, the
nature of policy topics, and many other issues from the cutting edge of current
theoretical discourse.

Students will have access to a wide variety of Outstanding Faculty. The Swing Lab
will be directed by jon sharp and Gaurav Reddy. As a debater, jon and his partner won
the West Georgia and Harvard tournaments, and the Dartimouth Round Robin. While
assistant coach at West Georgia, the squad appeared in the finals of CEDA Nationals
an unprecedented three times running, and won back-to-back CEDA National Cham-
pionships in 2060 and 2601. Gaurav is one of the top debaters for UC Berkeley and
coaches Bellarmine College Prep. As a debater at Berkeley, Gaurav won and was top
speaker at the Gonzaga and Pepperdine tournaments, was in finals at USC and
Kentucky, semifinals at West Georgia and Harvard, and was twice a quarterfinalist at
Wake Forest. As a high school debater at Bellarmine, Gaurav received 5 bids to the
TOC, won the Berkeley tournament and the California State Championship, was in
finals at Georgetown Day, semifinals at Stanford and Lexington, and was third at NFL
Nationals.

Admissions to the Swing Lab are selective and solely at the discretion of the program directors.
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factor for suspicion of terrorism.
That message in furn encourages
private discrimination of the type
suffered by Edgardo Cureg,
Michale Dasarth, and countless
others who are or appear to be Arab
or Muslim. Because people do not
wear their passports on their
sleeves, on-the-spot judgments
about nationality inevitably rely on
ethnic appearance. Thus, what
starts as nationality-based profil-
ing swiftly becomes a national cam-
paign of ethnic profiling.
Otherization. 1f you do a substan-
tial amount of reading on the topic, you
will quickly discover that most of the indi-
viduals detained without charge and sub-
ject to most violations of civil liberties are
Arab foreign nationals. Cole (2003) argues
that the targeting of such individuals con-
tributes to a mentality where we view these
individuals as the “other.” You find evi-
dence that such “otherization™ is at the root
of violent conflict and the war system. Cole
explains, “Foreign nationals are the para-
digmatie “other,” especially in times of war.
As one critic has argued in connection with
the current crisis, “The state’s ability to la-
bel people as terrorists or terrorist sympa-
thizers, no matter how absurd or far-
fetched, works to position those so labeled
as non-citizens, outside the moral cominu-
nity, to whom human rights have no rel-
evance.”

General rights. Deprivation of fun-
damental rights that have been discussed
in this essay are as problematic for citizens
as they are for non-citizens. It is important
to understand that almost all constitutional
rights protections' do not apply only to
citizens of the United States, but also to
anyone that happens to fall under its pur-
view, particularly persons physically
present in the United States.

Over the law two centuries, philoso-
phers have engaged in a debate over the
origin of rights. The debate largely centers
on whether rights stem from natural law or
positive law. Natural law advocates con-
tend that rights stem from the inherent,
natural dignity of every human being, Posi-

tive law advocates argue that the origin of
these rights is solely the constitutional
governing structure, a “social contract” so
to speak. The US Constitution embraces
the natural law conception of rights and

argues that rights are possessed by every
human being.

Probable-Caused
Driven Advantages

Frivacy. Oneright which is arguably
at the core of the search area of topic is the
right to privacy. Requirements of probable
cause are essential to protect people’s pri-
vacy. Napolitano (2004) explains:

The Constitution prohibits
invasions of privacy by the gov-
ernment by denying it the power
to engage in unreasonable
searches and seizers absent a war-
rant issued upon probable cause.
Probable cause hinges on having
an amount of evidence sufficient
to induce the beliefin the mind ofa
neutral judge that the target of the
search more likely than not has
committed or is committing a crime.
Without enough evidence for prob-
able cause, the government must
respect our right to be left alone.

An individual’s right to be left alone
has, for centuries, been a quintes-

sential hallmark of a free society (p.
144).

Cross-Cutting Advantages

Racism. The links to the advantage
for either topic area are distinct, but the
Impacts are similar. First, largely targeting
foreign nationals for detention without
charge largely targets immigrants and is
arguably inherently racist. Cole (2003} ar-
gues that this racism spills-over to other
arcas of society. He writes: “What we are
wiling to allow our government to do to
immigrants today creates a template for how
it will treat citizens tomorrow. . . .As the Japa-
nese internment demonstrated, alien dis-
crimination is often closely tied to (and a
cover for) racial animus, and it is therefore
particularly susceptible to being extended
to citizens along racial lines” (p. 7).
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Soft Power. One advantage that was
debated frequently on the UN peacekeep-
ing topic was soft power. Threats to the
rights of both citizens and foreigners un-~
dermines our soft power.

So, too, in matters of individual
rights, we deny to other nations’ citizens
the very protection that we insist upon for
ourselves. This exceptionalism feeds the
view that the United States exploits its sta-
tus as the world’s most powerful nations
with arrogance and self-interest, and is vir-
tually certain to spawn new recruits to the

causes mobilized against us (Cole, 2003, p.
194)

Foreign governments have also com-
plained. By November 2001 at least seven
nationals had complained that the Justice
Department domestic preventive detention
campaign had held their nationals longer
than warranted and failed to form the em-
bassies upon taking their foreign nationals
into custody, as required by international
law (Ibid, p. 195).

First Amendment. One of the most
important parts of the First Amendment is
the protection of the right of association.
The First Amendment states that “Con-
gress shall make no law...prohibiting. ..the
right of the people peaceably to assemble.”
While Congress has not made a law that
prohibits dissidents to assemble, the Su-
preme Court has allowed “the government
to engage in surreptitious surveillance and
the use of informants without probable
cause” (Cole & Dempsey, p. 103). Others
who have provided assistance, financial or
otherwise, to groups that have been labeled
as “terrorist” have also been detained with-
out charge, threatening the freedom of as-
sociation. Accerding to Cole & Dempsey
(2002}, “The PATRIOT Act. . .authorizes ex-
ecutive detention on the mere suspicion
that an immigrant has at some point engage
in a violent crime or provided humanitarian
aid to a proscribed organization” (p. 153).

Cross-Cutting
Solvency Arguments

There are a number of solvency ar-
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guments that can be made against
affinmatives in either area of the topic. First,
enforcement. As discussed in the section
on the police backlash disadvantage, tbe
police may be simply unwilling to follow
the law. Cole & Dempsey explain that
“restrictions. ...are often difficult to enforce
for a variety of reasons, from doctrines ex-
tending immunity for official misconduct
to the very secrecy that surrounds the FBI’s
activities” (p. 91). Second, “‘the courts have
been reluctant to interpret the Fourth
Amendment to rein in FBI investigations™
{Cole & Dempsey, 2003, p. 98). The courts
may simply be unwilling to enforce the plan,
or at least interpret the protection made in
the plan to not apply to many specific situa-
tions.

General Disadvantages

Politics. Politics lies at nexus of the
debate between national security and civil
liberties. Not long after the tragedy of Sep-
tember 11% Congress passed, with little
resistance, the PATRIOT Act. Degpite the
draconian measures included in it, there was
little resistance from the Congress. Many
Congress people voted for the law without
even reading it, Affirmative plans that at-
tempts to repeal all or part of the law are
likely to encounter significant political op-
position, particularly by Republicans. Cole
& Dempsey (2003) explain:

Mounting a political cam-
paign to curb investigative ex-
cesses of the FBI and other federal
intelligence-gather agencies is a
steep, uphill battle. Powertul law
enforcement institutions will vig-
orously resist any challenge to their
control over dissenters,; and they
will claim that they must be free from
constraints in order to protect the
public from terromists, militants, and
other threatening elements (p. xiii).

Affirmatives will be able to find link
turn evidence. There is evidence that both
very liberal Democrats and very conserva-
tive Republicans oppose the law because
they believe it intrudes too far on civil lib-
erties (Hentoff, 2003, p. 113).

Terrorism/Crime. Atthe heart of the
civil liberties topic area is the tension be-
tween rights and national security. In mod-
ern times, the primary threat to national
security that the government feels it is nec-
essary to guard against via reduced civil
liberties is terrorism. Generally speaking,
affirmatives to require that probable cause
be demonstrated in more instances makes
it harder for the police to act with less im-
mediate evidence, making it more difficult
to prevent any crime, terrorism being only
one example. This is relatively straight-for-
ward.

The links to reducing detention with-
out charge are more problematic. One ba-
sic link story that is offered by the govern-
ment is that if the government had to pros-
ecute many of the detained individuals
through the legal system they would have
to disclose not only the names of people
who have been detained, but also evidence
that they have against the individual. Dis-
closing such evidence could threaten the
anonymity of foreign agents in the field who
have coilected the information. This is prob-
ably the best link story because it could
impact the war on terror abroad at-large.

If you want to run this disadvantage
on the negative, you have to be very good
at it. First, there is arguably a minimal link.
Many scholars contend that the charges
against many of these people are fecious
and that they would likely be acquitted if
charged. The direct link to terrorism is prob-
ably minimal at best (Change, 2002, pp. 71-
2). Second, there is really good turn evi-
dence that indicates that status quo poli-
cies are alienating many of the Muslim com-
munities whose cooperation may be needed
to fight the war on terror. Cole (2003) ex-
plains: Athome, law enforcement is more
effective when it works with rather than
against communities. If authorities have
reasonl 1o believe there might be potential
terrorists lurking in Arab and Muslim immi-
grant communities, it would make sense to
work with the millons of law-abiding mem-
bers of those communities to obtain their
agsistance in identifying potential targets”
(p. 9). Third, focusing largely on foreign

nationals may encourage police to ignore
other important leads and “drop their
guard” against those who” truly warrant
attention (Ibid, p. 185). Fourth, ifitis easier
to arrest someone the police may arrest too
early, undermining investigations into
larger terror plots (Ibid, p. 188). Fifth, act-
ing in ways that threaten the rights of indi-
viduals makes tbe U.S. look bad abroad.
Such perceptions arguably increase the
recruiting abilities of terrorists:

Sacrificing legitimacy is also
counterproductive in the interna-
tional arena, where sensitivity to
double standards selectively deny-
ing foreign nationals’ rights is
likely to be the highest. It is in
Osama bin Laden’s interest, not
ours, to portray the struggle as pit-
ting the united States against Ar-
abs and Muslims. The more we act
in ways that support that image,
the more likely bin Laden or others
will be able to attract adherents to
their terrorist cause. Anti-Ameri-
canism 1§ at an all-time high now
(Cole, 2003, p. 194).

Sixth, the real problem that the FBI
arguably has is not a lack of law enforce-
ment power, but rather an inability to pro-
cess all of the mtelligence information that
already comes across their desks (Ibid, p.

16).

Human rights promotion bad. There
is very strong evidence that violations of
civil liberties by the United States under-
mines our ability to promote human rights
abroad. Heymann {2993) explains:

Thus the most serious ques-
tions of human rights, and of the
price we are prepared to pay in
terms of lost respect for the United
States, will arise not here but
abroad if we attempt to export the
human counterterrorism costs of
extensive searches, electronic sur-
veillance, coercive interrogation,
detention, and limitations on asso-
ciation and speech. Each of these
measures, controlled or forbidden
at home by the U.S. Constitution
and abroad by international con-

’ Rostrum 0
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ventions, are likely to be promis-
ing ways of getting needed infor-
mation about terrorists’ plans and
of otherwise preventing terrorist
planning. But each can prove ex-
tremely costly in the long run” (p.
82)
Kenneth Roth, and renowned expert in in-
ternational human rights law, adds:
That is hardly to say that
the United States is among the
worse human rights offenders.
But because of America’s ex-
traordinary influence, the Bush
administration’s willingness to
compromise human rights to
fight terrorism sct a dangerous
precedent. Because of the lead-
ership role that the U.S. govern-
ment so often has played in pro-
moting human rights, the weak-
ening of its voice weighed
heavily, particularly in some of
the front-line countries in the
war against terrorism, where the
need for a vigorous defense of
human rights was great” (2003,
p. 238)

Negatives can argue that such a loss
ofhuman rights credibility is desirable be-
cause if we promote human rights it will
result in imperialism and a loss of relations
with other countries. Affirmative can, of
course, impact turn this argument and claim
that promoting human rights is critical to
enhance global dignity and to reduce the
risk of war.

Police/law enforcement backlash.
As the above evidence indicates, intelli-
gence and law enforcement agencies will
resist any efforts to limit their authority to
detain without charge or search without
probable cause. Police opposition to the
plan not only significantly undermines sol-
vency, but if it generates a backlash could
make the policc more likely to violate civil
rights.

Judicial Deference. Traditionally, the
courts have deferred to the President’s in-
terpretation of his legal powers in the area
of national security and military matters.

’ Ta[t'cy Debale

The basic argument behind the principle is
that the President knows more about these
matters than the courts and that the courts
should therefore defer to his judgment.
The negative disadvantage argues that if
the courts rule against the President in a
matter of national security that could set a
precedent for future rulings in these areas,
undermining the President and national
security. The civil-military relations disad-
vantage that was popular this year could
be extended as an impact to this argument
or presented as its own disadvantage.

Presidential Power. There is some
strong general evidence that a strong, uni-
fied President/executive is necessary for
global leadership and to deter global ag-
gression. Blatant calls to limit the
President’s “authority” link well to this dis-
advantage.

Hollow Hope. This disadvantage
argues that if the courts make more liberal
rulings that liberal interest groups will flock
to the courts in the hope of obtaining so-
cial change but that they will ultimately be
crushed by the more conservative courts.
(Given recent court decisions in opposition
to the juvenile death penalty and in favor
of the rights of detainees, link uniqueness
to this position will be difficult to wan.

Supreme Court Legitimacy. This is
the opposite of the Hollow Hope disadvan-
tage. This disadvantage argues that if the
Courts does something unpopular or seem-
ingly crazy the Court, and potentially the
entire court system, will lose legitimacy.
Loss of legitimacy can undermine the
court’s ability to enforce the law, particu-
larly civil rights laws.

Judicial Activism. This disadvantage
argues that when the court makes a ruling
that it does not have the authority to make
itis engaging in “judicial activism.” Some
scholars say that such activism is inher-
ently tyrannical because the court is usurp-
mg the power of other branches. Deter-
mining precisely what is and what is not
activist is a large part of the battle since
one person’s activist decision is another
person’s legitimate decision.
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Separation of Powers. This disad
vantage is similar to the judicial activisn
disadvantage, except that it deals with any
branch of government. The disadvantag:
argues that if one branch of govermmen
usurps the legitimate authority of anothe:
branch of govemment then it is threaten
ing the separation of powers between the
three branches of government — the execu
tive, the legislative, and the judicial. The
framers designed the government to have

three different branches so the branche:
would check each other’s power.

General Counterplans

The Courts. One plan option for the
affirmative or counterplan option for the
negative 1s the courts. The affirmative ol
negative could fiat that the federal distric
courts or the Supreme Court mterpret the
various Amendments to the Constitution
an existing fegislation, or existing court cas¢
law to prohibit a particular practicc. It wil
be easy for teams to find cards that say
practice “X” violates the law in some way
and that it would be struck-down. For ex:
ample, a team could argue that detention o
irnmigrants without charge violates the due
process clause. Change (2002) explains:

Under the due process clause, a
person who has not been accused
of a crime has a fundamental right
to freedom and bodily restraint.
The due process clause requires
that a non-citizen who has been
charged with an immigration viola-
tion but not with a crime to be re-
leased from prison on bond unless
he is shown to pose either a dan-
ger to security or a flight risk (p.
70)

Although practical in debate, such ¢
“fiating” of court action may seem rathe
whimsical hecause the courts often sidc
with executive policy. Chang (2002), inref
erence to the PATRIOT Act, explains tha
“this draconian law, worthy of a policc state
is extremely unlikely to be overthrown by
the courts, given the historic subservience
of the courts to executive autbority in time
of war” (p. 11).
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The Gonzaga Debate Instityz,

July 2nd - July 30th, 2005

Gonzaga University Is Proud To Host The 2005 National Debate Tournament

The Background: Located in Spokane, Washington, The GDI is committed to providing students with a debate
experience unparalleled anywhere in the nation. Our CX programs are designed to provide an experience tailored to
each student’s individual experience, skills, goals, strengths, weaknesses, and even argument preferences. GDI
students enjoy a 6-1 student/staff ratio as well as a squad environment including a couple of 6 round tournaments
with elims. Our success is reflected in the tremendous success of our alumni on both the regional and national levels
of competition. GDI students have been in elimination rounds and most TOC qualifiers including The Glenbrooks,
St. Marks, Redlands, Harvard, New Trier, NFA, Berkeley, and many, many others.

The Faculty and Curriculum: Our faculty is among the finest in the nation. This vears faculty includes James
Roland (Emory University), Adam Symonds (U of Southern Cal), Greg Achten {Cal Berkeley), Sara Apel (Texas),
Guarav Reddy {Cal Berkeley), Cameron Ward (Notre Dame HS and CSU Fullerton), Mike Burshteyn (Cal-
Berkeley), Casey Kelly (North Texas), Niray Patel (CSIS and Uruversity of Richmond), and many, many others.
And back by popular demand, top speaker and finalist at the 2004 NDT, special guest lecturer Tejinder Singh.
Students will work within labs organized around skill/experience/argument preferences. In addition, the GDI
Workshop Series offers over 70 lectures, discussion groups, and seminars students can access. Students have an
opportumty to choose between many of these events, providing an opportunity for each individual to assist in
designing their curriculum. Additionally, as a partner with Planet Debate, the GDI provides each student with the
equivalent of a gold subscription from Tuly 1™ - September ¥, 2005.

The Details: We offer 2, 3, and 4 week programs. Specific program dates, tuition and fees, scholarship
opportunities, and other vital information is available on our website at www.gonzagadebate.com. Email the GDI
Director at frappier{@pgem. gonzags.cdu with any questions.

rhe Gonzaga Debate lnstitute
W W W.gonzagadenate.com
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Nonetheless, teams can probably fiat
around such arguments. And, if the affir-
mative were to make them against a courts
counterplan and their apent was the Con-
gress, they would be undermining their own
solvency because the courts would ulti-
mately fail to enforce the affirmative plan
against executive action, And, as we have
seen from a discussion of the major court
cases, often the courts do challenge the
executive.

One important thing to understand
is that immigration judges are not “regular
judges” who function to interpret the law
and check the power of the Executive
branch. Immigration judges are simply Jus-
tice Department employees who are sub-
ject to DOJ and executive branch policy
(Cole, 2003, p. 23).. Affirmative plans, or
negative counterplans, which simply have
immigration courts rule function to protect
immigration rights are likely to fail because
their rules will just be over-riden by Exccu-
tive policy.

Congressional Reform. As dis-
cussed, one counterplan option for the
negative is to reform the practice of deten-
tion without charge while leaving the au-
thority to do so m place. Congress has the
authority to craft rules regarding those kept
in detention.

Philip Hayman, Professor, Harvard
Law, Julliette Kayyem, Professor,
JFK Schoof of Government, PRE-
SERVING SECURITY ANDDEMO-
CRATIC FREEDOM IN THE WAR
ON TERRORISM, Novernber 2004,
http://besia.ksg.harvard.edu/
BCS1A_content/documents/
LTLS final 02 05.pdf

It is fundamental that, under the
U.S. Constitution, the war power is
shared by Congress and the Presi-
dent, as reflected in the explicit
grant to Congress of the power to
declare war and the power of the
'Congress to define rules govern-
ing the armed forces. Even though
the President, as commander in
chief, has the exclusive constitu-

tional power to direct the armed
forces in the execution of an armed
conflict, Congress clearly has the
authority under Article 1, Section
8, Clause 11 of the U.S. Constitu-
tion to create rules and procedures
relating to the detention of persons
captured or otherwise detained in
connection with that conflict. Other
major democracies that have indefi-
nitely detained suspected terrorists
without trial have carefully crafted
legislation governing this practice.

The Executive. Negatives could
have the executive act to stop a particular
abuse of civil liberties without having Con-
gress or the Courts remove the authority
of the President to do so. Negative could
claim that executive action makes the poli-
tics link less likely or makes the court dis-
advantages less likely. Moreover, the nega-
tive could probably find some evidence that
claims that retaining the “authonity” to pre-
vent terrorism is esscntial to countering it.

The states. As far as I can discem, all
controversial detention without charge
occurs on the federal level. State
counterplans will not get at that. But, most
of the searching that occurs without prob-
able cause occurs by state and local police
forces. Since this part of the topic has the
greatest potential for growth in terms of
the absolute number of affirmatives, nega-
tives that can counterplan to have the
states implement these protections will do
a lot to undermine a lot of affirmative
ground.

Consultation. Given that many affir-
mative this year will deal with changes in
how the U.S. government deals with inter-
national terrorism suspects, traditional con-
sultation counterplans will likely be popu-
lar. Also, since many affirmative plans will
be done through executive orders,
counterplans to consult Congress will also
be popular. Hentoff (2003) explains that
“And at times, he and other administration
officials have not consulted Congress at
all — until press accounts forced them to
acknowledge at least to some extent, the
role of Congress” (p. 97).
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Kritiks

Almost all kritiks are useful on almost
all topics. Cataloging all of the kritiks that
could be run on next year’s topic would
take up more space than all of the pages in
the Rostrum. Nonetheless, I think it 1s use-
ful to highlight a few core kritiks that I think
will get a lot of play on the topic.

Critical Legal Studies. Critical legal
studies is a branch of scholarship in the
legal academy (law professors) who argue
that the law is “indeterminate” - that the
meaning of language is imprecise and that
the meaning of the laws can be manipu-
lated to protect the interests of those with
power. Forexample, affirmatives couldre-
quire that searches be conducted with
“probable cause,” but if the courts are al-
ways willing to find that the police had
probable cause in particular instances then
such protection is useless,

Capitalism. This kritik makes it into
every topic. The link on this year’s topic is
that legal rights protections best serve the
interests of the capitalist class,

Communitarianism. This critique
argues that community interests should be
valued over individual interests. This is-
sue of community interests vs. individual
rights was the focus of the March-April
2005 Lincoln-Douglas topic,

General kritiks of the legal system.
Solvency for both areas of the topic is pre-
mised upon the idea that providing oppor-
tunities to individuals to work through the

legal system will improve their lot, Any
general criticism of the legal system applies.

Topicality

I do not want to take up a lot of space
in this essay with a discussion of topical-
ity. For a further discussion of the basic
terms of the topic you should see the es-
say in my Wake Debater s Topic Guide and
the sections of this article that discuss
“scarching” and “probable” cause. In this
section, however, [ do want to discuss one

’ Rostrum ’



Marquette University Debate Institute

Two-week Regent Policy Program: July 23-August 6, 2005 - Only $999
One-week Scholastic Policy Program: July 23-30, 2005 - Only $699

*Commuter options available, See web site for details.

Entering our 26™ year, MUDI has provided
students the best opportunities for both topic
research and skill advancement in the state
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critical term in the resolution — “authority.”
Definitions of authority will drive both case
selection on the topic as well as negative
strategizing.

Common definitions of authority ex-
plain it as “the power or right to give or-
ders or make decisions; “he has the author-
ity to issue warrants”; “deputies are given
authorization to make arrests”
(www.cogsci.princeton.edu/cgi-bin/
webwn). In the context of this topic, you
would argue that the authority to detain
without charge or conduct searches with-
out probable cause includes the general
permission to do so. Authority does not
necessarily entail actually detaining some-
one or searching without probable cause.
Such definitions of “authority” set-up the
Executive action strategy discussed above.

One interesting debate over the defi-
nition of authority is whether or not “au-
thority” Congressional specifications of
detention conditions or how defention
without charge can take place would de-
crease the authority of the President to
detain without charge. If a reduction in
authority to detam without charge includes
placing general conditions on how that
detention occurs, then there are not only
many more affirmatives in the quantitative
sense but also many more affirmatives that
access much of the debate in the post the
world of the new Supreme Court decisions.

This is important because negatives
can make a strong case that affirmative
cases to simply have the executive choose
to exercise its discretion and simply not
detain individuals or search without prob-
able cause does not decrease the aurhor-
ity of the President to do so. For example,
as the Director of Debate at St. Mark’s 1
have the authority to take my students to
debate tournaments. I may chose not to
do so, but if T decide not to take them to
debate tournaments, that does not mean
that T no longer have the authority to do
80.

The only agents that can probably
remove the authority of the President to
detain without charge or search without

probable cause are the Congress or the
courts. The Congress should remove leg-
islative authority that the President has or
the courts could interpret the Constitution
and relevant legislation to say that it does
not provide the President with authority to
searchers or detention.

In some instances it is quite clear that
the President has the authority to engage
in a particular practice. For example, it is
quite clear in the Patriot Act that the Presi-
dent has the authority to detain without
charge for up to 7 days. What is poten-
tially less clear, however, is that the Presi-
dent has the authority to detain someone
indefinitely without charge who was cap-
ture on the battlefield of Afghanistan. Al-
though the Supreme Court has interpreted
Congress’ Authorization to Use Military
Force (AUMF) against Afghanistan as pro-
viding that authority, it was a source of
contention, with two justices in the Hamdi
decision even going so far as to say that
the authority was not provided. There are
definitely instances where claimed author-
ity 1s at least ambiguous and there are calls
on the courts to limit the President’s au-

thority.
Strategizing

Developing a Negative
Strategy

One of the most important things that
negatives need to understand when ap-
proaching this topic is that there are two
related, but also rather distinct topic areas
within this resolution. The detention with-
out charge arca is one small subset of a
general civil liberties topic. The search with-
out probable cause area provides an addi-
tional way for the affirmative to access some
civil liberties issues, but also potentially
opens the door to a floodgate of
affirmatives that have very little to do with
civil liberties.

Despite the dissimilarities in these
areas, there is some common strategic
ground. First, all affirmatives to reduce the
authority of the federal government to de-
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tain without charge and to restrict its abili-
ties to search without probable cause will
be politically unpopular. The current po-
litical climate simply favors and approach
that is tough on crime/terrorism. Negatives
that are well-prepared with strong politics
disadvantages are likely to do well. Sec-
ond, negatives that are able to win that the
definition of authority forces the affirma-
tive choose Congress or the courts as an
agent of action will have a strong
counterplan to simply have the executive
exercise his power to reduce detention with-
out charge and searching without probable
cause. Politics is a potential net-benefit to
both of these counterplans as well as the
state’s counterplan. Negatives teams that
are prepared to debate the utility of acting
through Congress, the courts, and the Ex-
ecutive and the political implications of
each are likely to do well on this upcoming
topic.

In addition to this more strategic
ground there is also more traditional
ground. Negatives can argue that deten-
tion without charge and searching without
probable cause are both necessary to fight
crime and/or the war on terrorism. Further-
more, negatives can find basic defense
against traditonal affirmative advantages,
arguing that rights are not absolute and
that some infringements are necessary to
fight the war on terrorism. And, of course,
even absent the strength of the general af-
firmative advantage claims, there are strong
solvency arguments that the negative can
lodge against the utility of limiting deten-
tion without charge or searching without
probable cause.

Choosing An Affirmative

Although affirmatives will have a
large number of potential cases to choose
from, there will only be a limited number of
cases that the affirmative will be able to
win from a strategic perspective. As a re-
sult, there are a number of important things
to consider when choosing an affumative.
First, affirmatives need a strong justifica-
tion for federal action. Without this,
affirmatives will repeatedly lose to the
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simple strategy of the states counterplan
with a politics net-benefit. Second,
affirmatives need to defend an agent of
action. Given that [ think that negatives
will be able to win that the Executive can-
not limit his own authority by deciding not
to act, [ think that affirmatives will be forced
to defend either the courts or the Congress.
At this point, I'd lean toward defending
the Courts because they have already
weighed-in heavily on this issue, finding
that at least basic habeas corpus protec-
tions apply to detainees. This provides
some strong non-uniqueness ground
against popular generic court disadvan-
tages, such as the deference argument dis-
cussed above.

Third, affirmatives should pick a case
where they can impact their advantage out-
side of rights claims and outside of the
United States. As discussed, there is
strong evidence that other countries have
modeled our detention without charge poli-
cies and police search policies. Such mod-
eling has arguably produced human rights
violations in other countries, threatening
wider human rights violations and greater
ethnic conflict. These modeling advan-
tages not only give the affirmative larger
impacts to weigh against potential disad-
vantages, but they can also provide an
additional justification for federal action ~
federal policies have more international
salience and are more likely to be modeled
than state policies. Moreover, affirmatives
can fight off solvency arguments with gen-
eral claims that the plan is still important
because it is modeled and can use the ad-
vantage to “outweigh” or “trump” sol-
vency-based and disadvantage-style

Suggestions for

Future Research

Learning inore about each area of the
topic will require some additional reading.
Given that the two areas of the topic are
relatively distinct subsets, 1t is not possible
to point you to literature that thoroughly
discusses both. So I will make some sug-
gestions for each.

In the area of detention without prob-
able cause I suggest starting with reading
the Hamdi Supreme Court decision. This
decisions discusses some of the major is-
sues related to detention without charge.
Since the justice split at a number of differ-
ent points, you can find strong arguments
on both sides. Reading through the circuit
court decisions and the amicus briefs —
“friend of the court” briefs authored by in-
terested parties — you can also find a fot of
general evidence. All of these decisions
and briefs are indexed on Planet Debate in
the “Detention Without Charge™ section of
the Research Links. After reading those
I’d pick up a couple of the books listed in
the bibliography as well as soine law re-
view articles.

The area of probable cause for
searching is a little more difficult to pro-
vide research direction to because there are
not any seminal, recent cases to point you
two. Moreover, I think it is an open ques-
tion whether or not cases to require prob-
able cause in areas where the Supreme Court
has said a “search” has not occurred are
topical. For now, I would start by reading
articles that include general discussions of
the court’s Fourth Amendment jurispru-
dence as well as some articles on border
and library searches.

Conclusion

The topic area chosen for debate —
civil hberties —is certainly a timely one. The
resolution, through the detention without
charge area, accesses one of the “hottest”
of the contemporary civil rights issues. The
searching without probable cause area en-
ables the affirmative to access some impor-
tant civil rights issues - such as wiretaps
on potential terrorist groups — but gener-
ally opens the door to a number of
affirmatives that have little or nothing to
do with civil liberties.

‘While the overall breadth of the topic
in terms of the raw number of affirmatives
is quite large, affirmatives will be somewhat
constrained in that they have to find a case
area where they can defend the unique need
for federal action vis-4-vis a states
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counterplan or a federal justification argu-
ment, have to defend a specific actor, and
fight of strong disadvantages that can be
weighed against minimized case impacts.
Since there are a number of common ad-
vantage areas and solvency mechanisms
(rights protections, court access, etc), nega-
tives should be able to be well-prepared
with general attacks.
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Footnotes
! Stefan Bauschard is the Director of Debate
at the St. Mark’s School of Texas, the Presi-
dent of PlanetDebate.com, and an Assistant
Debate Cooch for Harvard Debate.
Wnder the ANTITERRORISM AND EFFEC-
TIVE DEATH PENALTY ACT OF 1996, all
assistance to groups labeled by the Secre-
tary of State, is prohibited.

3 States also have attorney generals.

" This description of the Creppy Memoran-
dum is taken from Rich Edward’s forthcom-
ing FORENSICS QUARTERLY.

SUnder the BAIL REFORM ACT OF 1984,
the government can indefinitely detain ma-
terial witnesses if they think they may flee
before providing testimony.

%A pretextual charge is a charge that is
unrelated to the crime for which the
government is really holding the suspect.

“Cole & Demsey (20035) claim that the "vast
mafority are being held on routine
immigration charges (p. 14%)

§Expiain the difference between criminal and civil
Jfustice.

*Quoted from the forthcoming FORENSICS
QUARTERLY by Rich Edwards.

The only rights that exclusively apply fo citizens
are the right lo vote and the right to run for
election to certain federal offices. A Presidential
candidate, for example, must be a naturaliy-born
citizen.

{Stefan Bauschard is the Director
of Debate at the St. Mark's School
of Texas, the President of
PlanetDebate.com, and an Assistant
Debate Coach for Harvard Debate.)
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At the Milton Academy campus, minutes from Boston.

- WHAT MAKES NDF YOUR TOP
CHCICE IN SUMMER I.D
INSTITUTES?

¢ Top Instructors from Across the Nation
¢ Affordable Tuition
e Individual Attention
¢ Superior Research Facilities
¢ Supervised Dormitory Living
e Low Faculty to Student Ratio
¢ 15 Practice Rounds
¢ Advanced Seminars
e Individualized Repeater Curriculum
e A Decade Long Championship Curriculum
» Novice and Varsity Labs
» Office Hours with ALL FACULTY
¢ A Decade of Champions, Late Eliminaticn
Rounds and State Championships
e 2004 Alumni Have Over 55 TOC Bids
e 2004 Alumni Have Been in V2 of tize Final
Rounds at TOC Tournaments this Year
¢ A Debate Family Atmosphere

2005 Faculty, Application and Program Information
www.nationaldebateforum.com
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The Valley Forge District
Philadelphia, PA

June 12 - 17, 2005

CO-CHAIRS
Brother Reué Sterner, FSC, La Salle College HS

Mr. W. Michael Nailor, Danvilie Area HS

CO ES

Mr. Jerry Colapinto, Holy Ghost Prep.
Mrs. Susan Hayes, Unionville H.S.

Mr., Anthony Figliola, Holy Ghost Prep.
Mr. Steve Medoff, Pennsbury H.S.

Mr. Ray Shay, La Salle College H.S.

Mr. Ryan Abramson, Holy Ghost Prep.

Mr. David Long, Southern Lehigh H.S.
Mr. Steve Medoff, Pennsbury H.S.

Mr. Carl Grecce, Traman H.S.
Mr, Jerry Colapinto, Hely Ghost Prep.

Brother René Sterner, FSC,
La Salle Coliege H.S.
Mrs. Susan Hayes, Unionville H.S.

Mr. Kim Borland, Esq., EL. Meyers H.S.
Mrs. Ruth Borland, Esq., E.L. Meyers H.5.

Mr. Bob Ickes
Ms. Patty Bymes

Mrs. Susan Hayes, Unionville H.S.
Mr. Anthony Figlicla, Holy Ghost Prep.

Overall Coordinators:
Dr. Barbara Guiliano, St. Joseph’s Prep.
& Mr. Anthony Figliola, Holy Ghost Prep.
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ONSITE

Salesianum School
Dr. Michael Tidd, Salesianum School
Mr. Anthony Figliola, Holy Ghost Prep.
Mr. Jerry Colapinto, Holy Ghost Prep.
Mr. Keith Brosius, Elk Lake HS
Mr. J. Terrancc Roche, Nazareth Academy
Mrs, Ellen Langan, Scranten H.S.

t. Mark’s High School
Mr. Mark Freund, St. Mark’s H.S.
Mrs. Ellen Boyer ~ Shikellamy H.S.
Mr. Jere Boyer — Shikellamy H.S.
Mr. Frank Seeley — Perkiomen Valley H.S.
Mrs. Susan Hayes, Unionville H.S.
Mrs. Kim Overholt, Delone Catholic

Roman_Catholic High Schoo
Mr. W. Michae) Nailor, Danville Area H.S.
Mr. Garreth Heidt — Perkiomen Valley H.S.

St. Joseph’s Preparatory School
Dr. Barbara Guiliano, St. Joseph’s Prep.
Mrs. Corey Hanson, Gwyncdd Mercy Academy
Mrs. Colleen Rumpf ~ Gwynedd Mercy Academy
Ms. Janet Dicenzo

Yolunteer Judges
Mr. John Buettler, Holy Ghost Preparatory School
Mrs. Corey Hanson, Gwynedd Mercy Academy

Student Volunteers
Mr. Ryan Abramson, Holy Ghost Preparatory School
Mr. Ray Shay, La Salle College H.S.
Mrs. Colleen Rumpf, Gwynedd Mercy Aeademy
Mr. Terrence Roche, Nazareth Academy

Local Transportatio
Mrs. Susan Hayes, Unionville H.S.
Mr. Carl Grecco. Truman H.S.
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Next season doesn't begin with the fall
tournaments. Nexl season begins at Westemn
Kentucky University! At WKL, we realize that

becoming a great forensics competitor takes more
than flash and style. It takes heart, substance and
hard work to make national final rounds. Held
June Z6-July 1, 2005, on the WKL campus in
Bowling Green, Kentucky, the WKUSF! is an
excellence choice, both for students who are anly
beginning their forensics careers and others who
have already performed in national final rounds.
Al the Western Kentucky Universily Summer
Forensic Institute. we take a hands-on approach to
camp combining structure with a relaxed,
comfortable atmosphere that strikes a balance
between educational and compelitive interests
while allowing students to learn al their own pace.

Costs for the camp are kept to a minimum: $300
for in-state students and $600 for out-of-state
students. Our intensive, ane-week program
features some of the nation’s best college and
high school forensics coaches along with
members of the American Forensics Association,
National Forensics Association-1E, and NFA-LD
national champion WKU Forensics Team.

The WKU Institute offers personalized, intensive
study in the four forensics areas:
Debate: Lincoln-Douglas
FPublic Address: Original Qratory
Interp: Prose, Poetry, HI, DI, Duo, and Salo Acting
Limited Prep: Extemp and Impromptu

The deadline for application is 06.01.2005.
For mare information, please contact:
Judy Woodring, Director of Forensics

judy.woodring@wku.edu
or phone (270) 745.6340,

hitp://www.wku_edu/forensics/sfi

£

institute




€ 2005 HALLS OF INDEPENDENCE
NATIONALS

Philadelphia, PA
TENTATIVE SCHEDULE AND VENUES

Subject to Change

Contest Venues in Wilmington, DE:

St. Mark’s High School and the Salesianum School
Contest Venues in Philadelphia, PA

St. Joseph’s Preparatory School, Roman Catholic High School, University of the Arts,

Philadelphia Marriott Downtown and the Kimmel Center for the Performing Arts
Date/Event Time Location
Sunday, June 122
Tournament Staff Registration 8:30am-%am Lincoln Financial Field-Philadelphia
Tournament Registration Sam-4pm Lincoln Financial Field-Philadelphia
Tab Room Meetings Qam-2pm Lincoln Financial Field-Philadelphia
New Coaches and Schools Reception  10am-1lam Lincoln Financial Field-Philadelphia
Opening Ceremony Noon Lincoln Financial Field-Philadelphia
District Chair Reception and Meeting  1pm-3:30pm Lincoln Financial Field-Philadelphia
Late Registration (not recommended)  5pm-~7pm TBA
Monday, June 134
All Main Event Speech 9am-3pm St. Mark’s and Salesianum School-Wilmington
Policy and LD Debate 3pm-10pm St. Mark’s and Salesianum School- Wilmington
Student Congress 8am-6pm Downtown Marriott/Roman-Philadelphia
Public Forum Debate 9am-4pm St. Joseph’s Preparatory School - Philadelphia
Tuesday, June 141
All Main Event Speech 9am-3pm St. Mark’s and Salesianum School-Wilmington
Policy and LD Debate 3pm-10pm St. Mark’s and Salesianum School-Wilmington
Student Congress 8am-opm Downtown Marriott/Roman-Philadelphia
Public Forum Debate 9am-4pm St. Joseph’s Preparatory School - Philadelphia
Supplemental Re-Registration 4pm-10pm Locations TBA
Wednesday, June 15th
All Main Events Speech 9am-5pm Salesianum School-Wilmington
Policy, LD, Public Forum Sam-6pm St. Joseph’s Preparatory School - Philadelphia
Supplemental Events Sam-5pm St. Mark’s High School-Wilmington
Student Congress SemiFinals gam-6pm Downtown Marriott-Philadelphia
Schwan Party 7pm-10pm National Constitution Center-Philadelphia
Re-registration-Consolation Events 8pm-10pm National Constitution Center-Philadelphia
Thursday, June 16%
All Main Events Speech 9am-Noon U of Arts or Roman (TBA)-Philadelphia
Policy, Public Forum, LD 9am-8pm St. Joseph’s Preparatory School - Philadelphia
Supplemental and Consolation Events 9am-7pm University of the Arts-Philadelphia
Student Congress Finals 8am-6pm Downtown Marriott-Philadeiphia
Duo, DI, HI Finals and Schwan Coach
Diamond Ceremony 4pm-9:30pm Kimmel Center for the Performing Arts
Friday, June |7
Finals and Awards fam-9pm Kimmel Center for the Performing Arts

Rostrum
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Make your
reservations
today!

Bannockburn Travel
will get you there!

PROUD SPONSOR OF
National Forensic League

SPECIAL DISCOUNTS WITH
DELTA & AMERICAN AIRLINES

LFG/NFL
National Speech Tournament
Philadelphia, PA
June 12-17, 2005

BANNOCKBURN TRAVEL MANAGEMENT
5«%/@4.43, off o:? youz ‘[’LM@E necds

CONTACT YOUR DEDICATED NFL AGENTS AT:

Cindy: 847-597-5603
Email: cfredley@bannockburn.com

Courtney: 847-597-5600
Email: cjacoby@bannockburn.com

avis

2005 NFL National Speech Tournament
Philadelphia
June 12, 2005 to June 17, 2005

Rates available from June 04, 2005 to June 24, 2005

Reservations can be made by calling 1-800-331-1600
or
online at www.avis.com

Include Avis Discount Number: J096428

Should a lower qualifying rate become available at the time of booking, Avis is pleased to
offer a 5% discount off the lower qualifying rate or the meeting rate, whichever is lowest.




Coaching Staff...
LBFA will coffer one of the most gualified
coaching staffs in the United States.
Multiple NDT qualifiers will direct students
in small classroom environments, tailoring
their instruction to their individual

needs. Some names include David Peterson,
Walid Kandeel, Orion Steele, Christina
Tallugan, Jordan Mills, and many more.

Our Philosophy. ..

The Long Beach Forensics Academy is proud to be entering only its second year in
service to our community as a full service policy debate institute. This year,
we feel that an appropriate starting point for discussion is our identity in
relation to the debate topic/ resolution. We will pay special attention to our
identity within the context of ocur research, argumentation and delivery. With
this emphasis, we will teach traditional (Disadvantages, Kritiks, Counterplans)
as well as post-traditional (Performance) debate philosophies. We will also
explore community outlets, by devoting part of our time to community service
while focusing on what we can do £o help cur own communities locally. The LBFA
2005 will be an invaluable experience for all students who attend. On behalf of
the LBFA staff, we welcome you to this unique debate experience and hope Lo see
you in the summer 2005!

Why should you come to

Long Beach...?

To be different!

Become a better debater and person!
Have fun and learn scmething new!
Become involved in your community!
Snoop Dogg 1is from Long Beach!

Other debate institutes pump out tons of
evidence and have long and grueling days
of research and debating. We bhelieve
having fun and bheing productive are not
mutually exclusive!

Full Tuition $600

{room and board included)

Commuter Rate

Minutes from the beach, LBFA offers a field trip to...
A “Long Beach Style” Bonfire in
Huntington Beach "Surf City, USA"




Lincoln Douglas and Individual Events

July 30 - August 12, $1770
Lincoln Douglas Extended Week /
Parliamentary Debate

Stanford National Forensics Institute August 12 - August 19, $1150

Phone

650-723-9086

Wweb

www.snfild.org

\ .. www.snfi.org
Lincoln Douglas, Individual Events

and Parliamentary Debate _ E-mail
info@snfi.org

Everything A Debate Camp Ought To Be:

» Taught by experienced educators; All SNFI students are taught in a small lab
setting with two instructors who are extremely knowledgeable and professional.

» Proven track-record of competitive success: Over the past four years SNFI
graduates have championed and garnered top speaker awards at every major
tournament in the nation including NFL Nationals, the Tournament of Champions,
the Glenbrooks, Emory, St. Mark’s, and the MBA Round Robin.

» Non-Profit: SNFI is managed by and for Stanford University’s debate team.

« Fun: Choice of recreational activities while at Stanford ensures all students
have fun outside of class as well in a safe and structured social environment.

» The 3 Week Program: The outstanding highlight of this program 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 30 practice rounds between the
two programs! All these practice debates are followed by expert criticism and
discussion for improvement.

« Stanford Advanced Seminar: A workshop dedicated to in-depth issue examina-
tion exclusive to SNFI. It is a rigorous examination of the theoretical elements
and intellectual traditions of Lincoln-Douglas debate. The Advanced Seminar is
taught by some of the top instructors from the SNF| staff. This demanding
program is intended for advanced students with previous institute experience.

« Superior Faculty: Initially confirmed staff for summer 2005 include:

Dr. Michael Major, Program Director

Jon Gegenheimer, Associate Director

John Lynch, The Head-Royce Scheool

Ranjeet Sidhu, University of California, Los Angeles
, Cherian Koshy, formerly of Apple Valley High School
Hetal Doshi, University of Virginia Law

Seth Halvorson, Columbia University

Jonathan Alston, Newark Science High School
Kelsey Olson, Loyola Marymount University

Josh Fulwiler, Tulane University

Jason Fernandez, University of lowa Law

Shikha Bhattacharjee, Yale University

Josh Anderson, University of Puget Sound

Colin Goodson, Apple Valley High School

Samira Vachani, Wellesley College
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’ Nationals

IMPORTANT!! Considerations
When Selecting and Reserving
Hotels In Philadelphia

By J. Scott Wunn

[. All schools should stay at one of
the NFL recommended hotels. The NFL
has negotiated the lowest rates available
at these properties for our members and has
chosen them for their convenience in tour-
nament participation.

2. When calling hotels, all coaches
must mention the NFL National Tournament
Block to receive the posted rate. All room
reservations are subject to an automatic
two-night non-refundable deposit per room
to avoid double-booking.

3. AllHotel Properties and Competi-
tion Venues are accessible from one main
interstate-1-95 North and South. I-95 goes
from downtown Philadelphia, by the sta-
dium (registration location}, by the airport
hotels, and then down to Wilmington.

4. Key Travel Times to Note:
Airport to Downtown--(10 to 15 min}
Downtown to Wilmington Area--(40 min)
Airport to Wilmington--(30 min)

5. At first glance, driving times to
Wilmington from Downtown may be con-
cemning to teams (40 to 45 minutes), how-

ever, accessibility from [-95 will make travel
easier than some previous National Tour-
nament locations.

6 The Congress Headquarters Ho-
tel is the Downtown Philadelphia Marriott.

7. Restaurants and food markets are
in abundance near the downtown hotels.
The Airport properties are extremely limited.

8. All schools with a public forum
team and/or congress competitors should
stay at one of the downtown hotels
(Marriott, Courtyard, Residence Inn, Hilton
Garden) as all competition for these events
will take place downtown and morning traf-
fic into Philadelphia will be difficult.
Schools with PF or Congress students who
also have speech competitors will find it
nearly impossible to drive into Philadelphia
from the Airport, drop off public forum and/
or congress competitors and then drive to
Wilmington for the speech prelims in time
for the morning rounds.

S All schools with competitors in
both debate events and speech events
should consider staying at downtown prop-

Please Read Before
Selecting Lodging

erties as ALL debate competition will move
to downtown Phitadelphia beginning on
Wednesday AM.

10. NO SCHOOLS SHOULD STAY
IN WILMINGTON. Beginning with the
Schwan Student Party on Wednesday, ALL
competition will move to downtown Phila-
delphia for the remainder of the week.

11. The Airport properties are excel-
lent for all schools with speech competi-
tors only as they are 15 minutes closer to
Wilmington and only 15 minutes from down-
town.

12. The downtown hotel properties
and parking ramps will charge $20 to $32
per day for parking. Many airport hotels
provide free parking,.

13. Before reserving rooms, all
coaches should look at a road atlas and an
enlargement of the Philadelphia/
Wilmington area to get a better perspec-
tive on the logistics of travel. Thekeytoa
less stressful week is to sericusly consider
following the above lodging suggestions
provided by the National Office.

Additional Tournament Information (Logistics, Maps, Individual Event
Schedules, etc) are available on the NFL website.

~~Register Your Qualifiers for Nationals~~

Reminder: All national tournament registration forms are found at www.nflonline.orq,
under 'National Tournament', ‘Forms’.

‘ Rostrum ’
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’%a/z'on al Tournamenf Ouverview

A BRIEF OVERVIEW OF THE
TOURNAMENT LOGISTICS

The “Birthplace of Independence”
will be an outstanding setting for the 2005
LFG/NFL National Speech Tournament.
Philadelphia is a city of incredible culture
and tradition, unique sites, and tremendous
restaurants! To make planning a little easier,
the National Office is happy to provide a
preliminary overview of the tournament.
Please keep m mind that all logistics are
tentative and subject to slight changes.

In addition, students and coaches
should read the “Considerations when se-
lecting hotels in Philadelphia” and the
“Tentative Tournament Schedule” to assist
in planning.

Sunday
{Registration and Qpening Ceremony)

This vear, the tournament registra-
tion and NFL vending EXPO will take place
on Sunday, June 12" from %am to 4pm at
Lincoln Financial Field (Home of the Phila-
delphia Eagles). The local host committee
and our Grand National Sponsor, Lincoln
Financial Group, have planned an incred-
ible opening ceremony and welcome. Stu-
dents will enjoy music entertainment and
lots of action on the JumboTromn.

Lodging Consideration for this Day
The stadiam is easily accessed from

both the downtown hotels and the airport
properties as it is located 5 minutes from
the Airport and 10 minutes from downtown.

Monday and Tuesday
(Preliminary Rounds)

Two schools in Wilmington, DE (St
Mark’s High School and the Salesianum
School) will host the preliminary rounds of
Policy, L/, and Main Event Speech, St.
Joseph’s Preparatory School in Philadel-
phia will host the preliniinary rounds of Ted
Turner Public Forum. The downtown
Marriott and Roman Catholic High School
will host the preliminary reunds of Con-
gress.

The Monday and Tuesday sched-
ules will be broken up into two segments.

Main event speech will occur in the AM
and Policy and LD will occur in the PM.
Public Foram and Congress will nin on sepa-
rate schedules throughout the day.

L odging Consideration for this Day
Schools with Public Forum and/or

Student Congress competitors should stay
at one of the downtown hotels. This will
allow for a convenient drop off of Public
Forum and Congress competitors and
judges, before getting on the interstate and
heading to the Wilmington Schools, if nec-
@S3ArY.

Wednesday
limination Rounds/Supplemental
Events/Schwan Party)

All debaters (Policy, LD, and Public
Forum) who qualify for elimination Round
7 or a run-off round will compete at St.
Joseph's Preparatory School in Philadel-
phia beginning on Wednesday. In addi-
tion, the international division of Public
Forum Debate will begin prelims at St.
Joseph’s Preparatory Scheol. St. Mark’s
High School (Wilmington) will host the
supplemental events and Salesianum
Sclhicol (Wilmington) will host the main
event elimination Rounds 7-10 on Wednes-
day. The downtown Marriott will host the
semi-finals of Student Congress.

The Schwan Party will begin at 7pm
at the National Constitution Center (next
to the Liberty Bell and Independence Hail)
in downtown Philadelphia. All rounds in
Wilmington will end by 5:30pm to allow
schools enough time to get to the party.
Those schools staying downtown will find
it a short trek to the party. Schools staying
at airport properties will find reserved park-
ing near the Constitation Center.

Lodging Consideration for this Day
Coaches of Policy, LD, and Public

Forum competitors will want to stay at one
of the downtown hotels, which will allow
them to drop off judges and teams at St.
Joseph’s Preparatory School in Philadelphia
and then head to the Wilmington schools
for speech and supplemental rounds.

Thursday
(Elim Rounds/Supp/Cons Events/Iuterp
Finals/Diamond Awards)

On Thursday morning, the entire tour-
nament will move to downtown Philadel-
phia. Student Congress will hold its final
round sessions at the downtown Marriott.
Policy, I/I3, and Public Forum (Main Event
and [nternational) will continue elimination
debates at St. Joseph’s Preparatory School.
All main event semi-finals will be held
downtown at either Roman Catholic High
Scheol or the University of the Arts (TBA).
All supplemental events and consolation
events will be held at the University of the
Axts facilities m downtown Philadelphia.

On Thursday evening, attendees will
enjoy the naticnal final rounds of Humor-
ous Interp., Dramatic lnterp., and Duo
Interp, as well as the Schwan Coaches’ Dia-
mond Ceremony at the Kimmel Center for
the Performing Arts (Home of the Philadel-
phia Orchestra) which is located three
blocks from the downtown hotel proper-
ties and adjacent to the University of the
Arts facilities.

Lodging Considerations for

Thursday and Friday
All schools will find a stay at a down-

town property most convenient on these
days as all competition takes place some-
where in downtown Philadelphia. In and
Out privileges with prepaid hotel parking
will make parking logistics much easier ifa
school tnust take the 1+ mile (15 block) trip
to St. Joseph's Preparatory School from the
downtown hotels. Schools staying at air-
port properties will find a short 15-20 minute
AM drive to a centrally located downtown
Parking ramp (pay by the hour) or to St.
Joseph's Preparatory School. It will be rush
hour on a business day, so driving logis-
tics may be a little taxing until parked.

Friday
Supp, Cons, and Main Event Finals and
National Awards Assembly)

The remaining Main Event fina
rounds (Original Oratory, U.S. Extemp, In
ternational Extemp., Lincoln-Douglas
Policy, and Public Forum) will be hel

68
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’ National Tournament Overview

throughout the day on Friday at the Kimmel
Center for the Performing Arts in downtown
Philadelphia. All Supplemental Event and
Consolation Event final rounds will be held
across the street from the Kimmel Center at
the former Wiley Church which is now part
of the University of the Arts.

On Friday evening, the National
Awards Assembly will be held at the
Kimmel Center for the Performing Arts.

OTHER TOURNAMENT
LOGISTICS TONOTE
¢ All schools should plan on rent-
ing a vehicle for the Philadelphia Nation-
als. The NFL has arranged good prices with

Avis Rental. Coaches should call 1-800-
331-1600 and mention code J096428 when
booking.

¢ The NFL is working with a bus
company in Philadelphia to provide low
cost shuttling for schools that want to pay
for this service. This shuttling will serve to
make some logistics easier, but will not be a
substitute for a vehicle. All shuttling costs
will be the responsibility of the individual
schools. More information available by
Apnl 1+,

¢ Philadelphia does have a train sys-
tem that runs from the Airport to near the

on® HUBBRED Veay

MLincoln

Financial Group®

19652003

downtown Marriott. Coaches may want to
investigate the costs and ease of this sys-
tem for later in the week, however, please
note that the train does not run to

Wilmnington.
¢ Great airfares and convenient
booking are available through

Bannockburn Travel. Their number is 847-
597-5603 (Cindy) or 847-597-5600
(Courtney).

0 Coaches that have any major ques-
tions about the logistics of the Philadel-
phia Nationals should feel free to contact
the National Office at 920-748-6206 or at
nfl@centurytel net,

COACHES OF NATIONAL QUALIFIERS

Go to www.nflonline.org/National Tournament
for current tournament information

@ All Registration/Entry Forms
& Individual Event Schedules

@ Area Maps
@ Links to Tournament Hotel Websites

& Parking Ramp Maps/Locations

0 Rostrum ’
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Zimbabwe

It Doesn't Matter What Language You Speak

Haiti

Argentina




INTERNATIONAL STUDENTS
WILL COMPETE AT NATIONALS

The National Forensic League, and the
International Debate Education Association
are sponsoring the 2™ Annual International
Ted Turner Public Forum Debates at this
year’s Halls of Independence Nationals in
Philadelphia, PA. The competition is an el-
ement of the International Debate Exchange
Program (IDEP). A total of 16 students and
4 coaches from China, Haiti, Argentina, and
Zimbabwe have qualified to attend the Halls
of Independence Nationals and the students
will compete against American students in
the International Division of Ted Turner Pub-
lic Forum Debate.

How will American students qualify to
participate in this incredible opportu-
nity?

The International competition in Ted
Turmer Public Forum will begin on Wednes-
day, June 15%, The NFL will select Ameri-
can teams from those who enter the main
event of Ted Turner and are eliminated after
Round 6. Selection will be based on num-
ber of ballots after round 6. Ties will be
broken based on normal NFL tie-breaking
procedures. A different topic will be used
for the International Ted Turner Public Fo-
rurm Division, and will be available on May
15% at www.nflonline.org.

Additional Questions?

Ifyou have qualified a Ted Tumer Pub-
lic Forum team to the National Toumament
and have further questions/concems, please
contact the National Office at
nfl@centurytel net or 920-748-6206 and
ask for Jackie Oakes.

7




Summer 2005

ANNOUNCING A NEW DEBATE WORKSHOP

THE MIAMI DEBATE INSTITUTE

the redhawk

June 26 — July 16
3 weeks

Are you looking for a workshop with an
innovative and challenging curriculum?

Well, we've designed one.

It's located in one of the
‘coolest mid-western college towns.

It's sponsored by one of the
nation’s leading public universities.

FACULTY

Kenda Cunningham, Carroliton
Mat Dunn, Cathalic

Sherry Hall, Harvard

Todd Lantz, lowa

Ed Lee, Alabama

Chris Lundberg, Northwestern

Steve Mancuso, Miami
Roger Solt, Kentucky
Sarah Spring, Miami

WoRKsSHOP-IN-A-WORKSHOP

Dallas Perkins, Harvard
Will Repko, Michigan State

oxford scholars

June 26 — July 30
5 weeks

Accomplished faculty
Diverse argument strategies
Intensive tactical focus
Amazing electronic resources
Enormous library coltection
Low student-to-faculty ratio

Achieve anything.

Apply online NOW.

muohio.edu/debate
debate@muohio.edu

MiAMI UNIVERSITY
Oxford, Ohio
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2005
Public Speaking & Interpretation
Academy

We will cover information on all of the
events sanctioned by the NFL and the
Nebraska School Activities Association. |

We will also offer introductions to non- |
sanctioned, but popular and innovative
supplementary & experimental events.

‘The faculty for the Nebraska Forensics Institute’s 2005 Public Speaking and Interpretation Academy
has been drawn from a select group of high school and collegiate forensics programs. You will learn
from experienced coaches and national finalist-caliber competitors.

9 ' July 11th - 15th - Omaha, NE

Go to wwwnebraskaforensws com for reglstratlon

information and program details

Registration begins June 1st and goes through July 1st. Late
Registration will be available until 1 week prior to the start of the
academy.

Your Academy Director is Mr. Tom Cosenza. With over 10 cumulative years of coaching
experience, as well as 6 years of competitive experience at the high school and collegiate
levels, Tom Cosenza has helped thousands of students achieve greater levels of competi-
tive success. He has helped coach National Champions in Interpretation and Public
Address and countless national qualifiers. His expertise is in the Limited Preparation
events, with extensive experience in Public Address and Interpretation.

A finalist for All-American honors from the American Forensic Association and a 5-time
national tournament qualifier, Tom Cosenza achieved great success as a forensics com-
petitor and he wants to help you achieve your competitive goals.

Photos ate from the 2003 UNSSE.
All rights are reserved.




UNIVERSITY OF KENTUCKY
“Where the Road to the TOC Begins and Ends”

2005 POLICY INSTITUTES

One-Week: June 17 — 26, 2005
Two-Week: June 17 — July 3, 2005
Three-Week: June 17- July 10, 2005

2003 POLICY STAFF

JOSH BRANSON: Champion debater, Northwestern
University and St. Mark’s High School; Kentucky Fellow
2001; TOC mnner-up 2002; Institute Staff, Northwestern
University, 2005,

SPENCER DIAMOND: Champion debater, Homewood,
Alabama and University of Georgia, Kentucky Institute
Staff 2004,

MICHAEL KLINGER: Champion debater, Harvard
University; winner of college Novice Nationals 2002;
NDT first round bid winner, debating with another
freshman; Kentucky Fellow 2000; TOC Champion 2001;
NFL Champion both 2000 & 2001; Iowa Staff 2002;
Stanford Staff 2001; Kentucky Staff 2004.

REUBEN SCHY: Champion debater, Glenbrook North;
TOC first speaker, 2001; Kentucky Institute Staff, 2003 &
2004,

DAN SHALMON: Assistant  Debate  Coach,
Northwestern University; Champion debater, University of
California-Berkeley, including winner of the Copeland
Award & NDT runner-up; Champion debater, Glenbrook
North High School, including TOC Championship; 1999
Kentucky Fellow; Kentucky Staff, 2001 & 2002;
Northwestern Staff 2004.

JON SHARP: Champion debater, Emory University;
Assistant Coach, University of Southern California; seven
years Debate Institute Instructor at Emory, USC, Bates,
Stanford & Kentucky.

ELLIOT TARLOFF: Champion debater, Harvard
University; winner of college Novice Nationals 2002;
NDT first round bid winner, debating with ancther
freshman; Kentucky Fellow 2000,

MIKE WASCHER: Debate Coach, Celebration High
School, Florida; Kentucky Debate Institute Staff, 2003 &
2004.

For more information contact:
www.uky.edu/stndentaffairs/deanofstudents/debate
kndi.org
jwpatttd@uky.edu
HharkO@uky.edu

2005 LD INSTITUTE
June 21 - July 10, 2005

2005 L-D STAFE

JASON BALDWIN, M.A,, is the winningest debater in
LD history, served as a teacher and debate coach at hig
alma mater, Vestavia Hills High School, and is currently a
Ph.D. student in Philosophy at Notre Darme.

KATE HAMM, M.A., is an accomplished full-time
debate coach, who currently teaches at Millard West High
School.

SAM KLEINER is a frequent round robin competitor,
Aubuwm champion, Arizona state co-champion, and
outround participant at the VBT, Greenhill, and Alta,
who  will graduate Catalina Foothills HS this spring.

JENN LARSON debated four years for Millard West
High School, winning the 2002 TOC and appearing in
elimination rounds at many national tournaments, and she
currently studies Math and Political Science at Creighton
University.

CHASE MARTYN, 2005 LD Coordinator, debated four
years for Suncoast High School, participating in
outrounds at tournaments including the  Glenbrooks,
Harvard, Wake Forest, and Crestian, and currently
studies Philosophy at Grinnell College.

ALEX SMITH has cleared at over a dozen national
tournaments (including Blake, Berkeley, Emory, VBT, and
the Towa Round Robin), was top speaker at Berkeley, and
will graduate La Jolla High School this Spring.

LEE SOLOMON graduated Suncoast High School in
2004 after four years of debate, in which he advanced to
elimination rounds at tournaments across the country
(including Harvard, Berkeley, and the Glenbrooks), and,
currently, he is a successful assistant coach and a
Philosophy student at the University of Chicago.

PETER VAN ELSWYK, who will graduate Gov. John
Rogers High School this Spring, has cleared at nearly
every national tournament he has attended, is the Whitman
champion, Washington state runner-up (in LD and
Impromptu), and placed in the top 20 at NFL Naticnals as
a junier,



. ?ﬁifaofeéoﬁ\ia
Tony's Favorites

Enticing Places to Eat

Tony Figliola enjoying a Philly Cheese steak sandwich
at Shank's and Evelvn's

.L.‘ — B —_— .
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Food Courts:

Liberty Place on Chestnut between 16"’“‘& 17"

Gallery on Market, between 11lh and 9, undergrennd

Readjng Terminal Marllh(et at 1‘:;." and Arch, across from the Marriotts
Chinatown between 11 and 9 and Arch and Vine

’ Rostrum ‘ -
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SAYS TONY: A TASTE OF PHILLY MUST INCLUDE AT LEAST ONE TRIP TO THE STARRS—ONE OF STEVEN
STARR’S EXQUISITE EATING ESTABLISHMENTS. MANY ARE NEAR THE CONSTITUTION CENTER, AND THE
REST, BUT FOR” POD” WHICH IS NEAR THE U-PENN CAMPUS, ARE AN EASY WALK FROM THE CENTER CITY
MARRIOTTS. "JONES” IS AVERAGE-PRICED; OTHERS ARE TOP OF THE LINE, BUT WELL WORTH THE
COST—THE VISUALS INSIDE EACH ESTABLISHMENT AND THE SMELLS AND TASTES ARE ..HEAVENLY.
RESERVE IN ADVANCE!

http://www.gophila.com/pressroom/main/newsreieases/refeases/041026dinnewnnotahble.htm
WHAT APPEARS BELOW IS TAKEN VERBATIM FROM THE GOPHILA.ORG SITE.

Starr of the Show

Prolific restaurateur Stephen Starr, CEO of Starr Restaurant Organization, has become synonymous with
Philadelphia‘s amazingly buoyant, thoroughly thrilling dining scene. Starr currently operates a whopping 13
restaurants in Philadelphia—and not just any 13 restaurants, but 13 of the most successful restavrants in town.
Here's how he made Philadelphia history:

¢ Nearly a decade ago (1995), Starr, 2 veteran of the music entertainment industry, opened The
Continental in the then just-emerging Old City neighborhood {now one of the city’s hottest spots for a
night on the town). With its olive and toothpick chandeliers and global tapas menu, this martini-themed
upscale diner took the city by storm.

o Starr's next coup, opened nearly three years later, was the nearby Buddakan, a striking, Asian fusion
haven — still coveted as one of Philadelphia’s hardest-to-get reservations.

He followed this blockbuster in 1999 with Tangerine, a modern, French-Moroccan lounge, serving
flawless international cuisine.

s University City’s Pod, featuring red foam furniture, a conveyor belt sushi bar and private dining pods
with changeable colored lighting, opened in 2000.

¢ In 2001, Alma de Cuba came into fruition with a menu by famed nuevo Latino chef Douglas Rodriguez
and three floors of island elegance.

¢ Starr made headlines once again in 2001 by partnering with Iron Chef Masaharu Morimoto for
Morimoto, a thrill-a-minute mecca of modern Japanese fare, accented by an interior by Karim Rashid,
located on an overlooked stretch of Chestnut Streat.

* A year later (2002), he brought Jones to the street, and with it a stylish 1970s-inspired spot for comfort
food featuring laid-back tunes spun by a live D) on weekends. Average priced.

e Turning the restaurants out in record pace, Starr then focused his energy on Angelina (2003) to round
out the now stylish block, with an all-toile interior and mouthwatering northern italian fare.

s In 2003, Starr set his sights on yet another neighbortood — the emergent 13" Street corridor known as
“B3” for Blocks Below Broad (Street) — by installing the flashy Mexican marvel El Vez, a corner spot
complete with low-rider guacamole carts and very Elvis decor.

®* The ambitious entrepreneur took over the reins of the posh Striped Bass in 2004, hiring acclaimed
Gotham chef Alfred Portale to design the menu.

® Another kitchen connection was made when Starr partnered with Aquavit up-and-comer Marcus
Samuelsson for edgy indoor-outdoor stunner Washington Square, the first restaurant to arrive on the
emergent city park (and Starr's second endeavor in 2004).

o Still going strong in 2004, Starr followed washington Square with a second coming for his first project, a
mega Continental Mid-Town for Rittenhouse Square. The restaurant even features the city’s first
outdoor, rooftop deck bar.

e His most recent creation and last for 2004 is Barclay Prime, a luxury, boutique steakhouse with a
modern steakhouse menu, where foie gras and champagne are de rigueur.
the Show -- Moderately Priced to Top of the Line, Well Worth the Cost!

The Continental, 138 Market Street, (215) 923-6069, www.continentalmartinibar.com
Buddakan, 325 Chestnut Street, (215) 574-5440, www.buddakan.com

Tapngerine, 232 Market Street, (215) 627-5116, www.tangerinerestaurant.com

Pod, 3636 Samsom Street, (215} 387-1803, www.podphiladelphia.com

Alma de Cuba, 1623 Walnut Street, (215) 988-1799, www.almadecubarestaurant.com
Morimoto, 723 Chestnut Street, (215) 413-9070, www.morimotorestaurant.com

Jones, 700 Chestnut Street, (215) 223-3663, www. jones-restaurant.com. Average priced.
Angelina, 706 Chestout Street, (215) 925-6889, www.angelina-restaurant.com

El Vez, 121 5. 13™ Street, (215) 928-9800, www.elvezrestaurant.com

Striped Bass, 1500 Walnut Street, (215) 732-4444, www.stripecdbassrestavrant.com
Washington Square, 210 West Washington Square, (215) 592-7787, www.washingionsquare-restaurant.com
Continental Mid-Town, 18" & Chestnnt Streets, (215) 567-1800

Barclay Prime, 237 S. 18% Street, (215) 732-7560

!

Starr o

- ’ Rostrum ‘
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| have so many people ask-- "Where Do | Take Them?"

Here are some suggestions from a Philly host, who asks the sarmne question at every tournament he attends.

Philly is a restaurant town. Walk to any section of the city -- Olde City, Queen Village, Bella Vista, Center City, Northern Liberties,
Rittenhouse, Fairmount, or South Philadelphia - and you will find many savory establishments.

aggiano's A family style restaurant, which means the massive portions should be shared; order less
and still walk away full and happy. Across from the Marriott.

uca Di Beppo Just like Maggiano's, near the Kimmel Center.
“hili's 13" street, across from the Marriott.
he Olive Garden Near Broad and Walnut

Across from the Marriott at 12th and Market,
Broad and Walnut.

On Locust Street near 16% (pizza and pasta and other things to please!).

Sports bar at 15 and Spruce.

325 N. Columbus Blvd,, Pier 19 North (215-0413-1951) (less than a 2-mile drive from the Martiotts);
vou must be with an adult to enter.

hickie's & Pete's Located in South Philly at 16th and Packer, near our sports complex-and not too far from the airport.
Finger food at this huge, fun sports bar: http:/www.chickiesandpetes.com/page/page//790062. htm

"hamps’ Located on Columbus and Snyder in South Philadelphia; a fun new place in a very happening area;
closer to the airport.

LAD & SANDWICH
he Marathon Grill

MG offers tasty and eccentric salads and platters; located on Chestnut between 13® and Broad 14%;
on 16% and Sansom; on 18" and Market; at 16" and JFK and several other locations

Bella Vista
South Street HOAGIES E.S
South Street Campos Deli, 214 Market St., (215-923-1000)
South Philadelphia Primo Hoagies, 215t and Chestnut Sts, (215-463-8488)
South Philadelphia Salumeria, 45 N. 12th St., (215-592-8150)
Port Richmond Sarcone's, 734 S. 9th St, (215-922-1717)
Center City Tony Luke's Old Philly Style Sandwiches, 118 5. 18th St,
Center City (215-568-4630)
Rittenhouse Square
South Street/Walout Street also at 17®  ICE CREAM & WATER ICE
Rita's Water Ice, 235 South St., (215-629-3910)
John's Water Ice, 702 Christian St., (215-925-6955)

_ Philadelphia Water & Ice Factory Inc., 4322 Bermuda St.,
HEESESTEAKS (215-533-0400)

‘ampos’ Delis at Market Street 214 Market Street (215-923-1000) Morrone's Water Ice, 200 N. 63rd St., (215-747-2909)

alessandro’s Steaks, Henry Ave. & Wendover, (215-482-5407)  paty's Delight, 2335 S. Hemberger St., (at 23rd & Passyunk),
eno's Steaks, 1219 8. 9th St., (215-389-0659) (215-271-0186)

im's Steaks, 401 South Street, (215-928-1911) M Chocolates & S Deville. 107 S. 18th St
at's King 013 Steaks, 1011 E. Passyunk Ave., (215-468-1546) aron LAaocotales & Scoop Tevite, (215—98&9992)

OFT PRETZELS
hiladelphia Soft Pretzels Inc., 4315 N, 3rd ¢, (215-324-4315) ~ LASTYKAKES-A PHILADEUPHIA TRADITION

‘ederal Pretzel Baking Co., 638 Federal St., (215-467-0505) The Tastykake Baking Company, 29th & Allegheny Ave.
(800-33-TASTY)

’ Rostrum ‘. =7
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SEAFOOD AND SUSHI

These are Tony’s favorites

GENJI

WONDERFUL SUSHI

SANSOM STREET near 1 7th
bttp://www.americascuisine.com/philadelphia/Genjiinfo.html

SWANKY BUBBLES

WONDERFUL SUSHI

PAN ASIAN MENU

OLDECITY -FRONT STREET NEAR MARKET STREET
http://www.swankybubbles.com/

DEVON’S

RITTENHOUSE SQUARE
http:/Avww.americascuisine.com/philadelphia/Devon%620Seafood%a20Grllmfo. html
Dine Where the NFL. Commitiee Enjoyed a Hearty Repast

MCCORMICKAND SCHMICK’S

ACROSS FROMCITY HALL
http://www.americascuisine.com/philadelphia/
MecCormick%204&%20Schmik’sinfo.html

SANSOMSTREET OYSTER HOUSE
NYC FORENSICFRIEND ROBERT LEVINSON LAVISHESNYC STYLE PRAISE ON THIS ONE
http:/Awww.americascuisine.comn/philadelphia/Sansom%20Street%200yster%20Houseinfo. html

DINARDO’S

OLD FASHIONED SEAFOOD AND PASTA

OLDECITY ONRACENEAR 2"° STREET

LOVE THEIR CRABS AND PASTA
hitp://www.frommers.com/destinations/philadelphia/D37072 html

MOSHULU
FINE SEAFOOD DINING ONADQCKED SHIP
hitp://www.americascuisine.com/restmenu.cfm/cityld/ 14/restld/722

roy's

The only restaurant I have never been to on this list and the only one I really need to get to
ASIANFUSION

bttp://www.americascuisine.com/philadelphia/Roy’s.html

78 ’ Rostrum ‘



SHOW ME FORENSICS INSTITUTE

Dr. Kevin Minch, Birector

Director of Forensics, Truman State Univer-
sity; Ph.D., University of Kansas; former
high school debate and individual events
coach; National Federation Speech, Debate
and Theatar Association Consultant.

Don Crabtree, Associate Director
Vice-President of the Naticnal Forensic
League, Director of Forensics, Park Hill High
School, Kansas City, Missouri.

Shane Puckett, Associate Director
Assistant Forensics Coach, Truman State
University. MA, Arkansas State University.
Former Assistant to the Head of Centre,
English Speaking Union, London, England.

One-Week Tuitlon: $400
Two-Week Tuition: $800
Reduced Commuter Rates and
Scholarships Available

For More Information, Staff Details or
Registration Contact:

Show Me Forensics Institute
Truman State University
Division of Language and Literature
310 McClain Hall
Kirksville, MO 63501

Phone:
(660) 785-5677

Web:
hitp:/forensics.truman.edu/SMFl/index, htm

E-Mail:
kminch@truman. edu

SMFI at Truman State University
WITH NEW & MORE CONVENIENT DATES!!!

Individual Events Workshops (Elect One or Both)

July 9-July 16 (Oral Interp)
July 16-July 23 (Extemporaneous Speaking and Oratory)

Lincoln Douglas Workshop
July 9-July 23

Public Forum Debate Workshop
July 9-July 23

AN INSTITUTE EXPERIENCE UNLIKE ANY OTHER!

In the early 90s, Oldsmobite ran an ad campaign featuring the slogan, “This is
Not Your Father's Oldsmobile!” We at Truman State University want to do for
the forensics institute what Oldsmobile wanted to do for its cars. We want
students and coaches to find a refreshing learning experience unlike any other.

[ | A staff built around high school students and their needs, staffed
significantly by experienced high school coaches. From the top down our staff
will be composed of current and former high school coaches, directors of
forensics and high-school savvy university faculty. College student preceptors
are only used fo assist,

| Combinable One-Week Individual Events Workshops. Choose
one week of narrow focus on interp or public address events, or attend both
weeks for training in more than one event area!l Our |E students receive hours
of individualized attention in research, topic and literature selection, piece
cutting and performance. We don’t turn your speeches out on an assembly
line, instead we teach you how to consistently make yourself a better per-
former and competitor,

| A Two-Week Lincoin-Douglas Debate Workshop providing stu-
dents with intensive philosophy lectures, skill development exercises, and
individualized research attention. Frequent practice rounds, rebuttal redos and
articulation drills are standard fare in this session. All students receive an
annual subscription to the DebateAddict research system for continued
research collaboration throughout the year!

| A Public Forum (Ted Turner) Debate Workshop. This two week
session provides comprehensive training in this new and popular event. Our
staff includes a former national debate champion, an expert in British parlia-
mentary debate, and the author of a popular book on Public Forum. Lectures
that focus on skill development in basic argumentation are supplemented by
lots of practice debates.

Our Goal?
Our objective is to provide students with an experience that is focused on the

needs of high school students in high school competition. We focus on what
coaches and their students need to be successful now.



Florida Forensic Institute |

FORT LAUDERDALE, FL

June 24th - July 8th SPECIALIZED CURRICULUM
Exciting Extension FOR ALL LEVELS OF EXPERTISE
July 9th - July 11th

Extemporaneous Speaking
All Interpretation Events
Lincoln-Douglas Debate

Public Forum

Original Oratory

Student Congress
National Coaches Institute

Join us for an
FFI Championship Summer

ffidAn6.com in 2005

Affordable Tuition For The Experience Of A Champion * Small Class Sizes * Repeater Curriculum
Top Instructors From Across The Country * Excellent Instructional Facilities At Nova High School
Individualized Attention * Supervised Hotel Accommodations * Fun Day In Orlando, Florida



—

By Jan Friedman-Pizzo

Debate Theory is not a collection of
stagnant principles; rather, it is an evolv-
ing discipline caught between historical
convention and practical reality.” One con-
sequence of this evolution is that even the
ultimate goals of competitive debate are in
flux; therefore, any debate analysis must
begin by addressing the author’s beliefs
about the fundamental purpose of debate.

According to University of Oregon
Rhetoric Professor David A. Frank, there
are two very different theoretical under-
standings about the outcomes resulting
from participation in academic debate. One
view is that competitive debate is strictly a
game,? with no cross application. The other
perspective maintains that debate is about
fostering broad-based proficiencies that
translate to the real world. This author takes
the later approach, arguing that debate par-
ticipation results in significant pragmatic
skill development,

One additional codicil is required be-
fore moving onto the thesis of the article.
This analysis does not dispute the clearly
recognized benefit of any form of scholas-
tic debate. As former Cherry Creek High
School multiple Diainond Key Coach Gary
Addington® said, any debate knowledge is
infinitely preferable to no debate experience.

The focus of this paper is to suggest
a framework for evaluating different forms
of academic debate, as well as various
irends in the discipline. Examinations us-
ing assessment tools achieve two desirable
tnds. First, one can consider the educa-
tlonal value of the various types of debate.
The second advantage is that specific ar-
*as of contention become part of a larger

| ’ Lincoln @ouy[as Debate

The' Use of Lincoln-Douglas Debate
as a Debate Evaluation Paradigm

Debate is

discusston, rather than isolated technical
controversies. For example, the utilization
of a weighing mechanism could inform de-
liberations of topics ranging from spread
debate to the underdeveloped condition of
Ted Turner Debate or the impromptu na-
ture of Parliamentary Debate.

This discussion proposes the idea
that Lincoln-Douglas Debate is the most
comprehensive form of high school com-
petitive debate; therefore, Lincoln-Douglas
Debate is an effective device to use to re-
view the broad educational benefits of other
forms of secondary level debate. In order
to lay the groundwork for development of
the idea of using Lincoln-Douglas Debate
as an evaluation tool, one must first explore
why Lincoln-Douglas Debate can serve
this role.

By reviewing the various potential
skills developed through participation in
Lincoln-Douglas Debate, evidence emerges
illustrating that it provides the broadest
educational value,

The next section of this paper looks
at a selection of skills applicable to Lin-
coln-Douglas Debate. The analysis then
endeavors to compare the same set of skills
to Policy Debate, Oregon-style Parliamen-
tary Debate’ and Ted Tumner Debate.

The final section explores a few cur-
rent dehate issues, analyzing them using
the proposed Lincoln-Douglas rubric. The
topics discussed are spread debate, the lack
of a definition of Ted Turner Debate and
the impromptu nature of Oregon-Style Par-
liamentary Debate.

Lincoln-Douglas Debate offers par-
ticipants a plethora of potential skills. The

an Educational Activity

first of these skills involve various forms
of communication. Of all of the debate fonns,
Lmcoln-Douglas requires the most sophis-
ticated speaking style. Participants should
speak clearly, provide eye contact, use vo-
cal variety and timing and pay attention to
their audience.

Effective writing abilities are another
phase of the communication skills honed
in Lincoln-Douglas Debate. Students have
the opportunity to create graceful and in-
teresting discussions, analogies, stories
and arguments that move effectively from
the written word to the oral presentation.

Participants alsc learn about signifi-
cant thinkers and important philosophical
questions. Philosophical research develops
competence in identifying and cogently
explaining various areas of either abstract
or pragmatic disagreement.

The process of wrestling with “the
big questions™ helps students become pro-
ficient debaters. For example, accomplished
L-D Debaters can identify the spirit of a
resolution and deliberate the core Westemn
Values intrisic to most L-D Debate topics.
Lincoin-Douglas debate also forces stu-
dents to reason broadly. One result of en-
couraging global thinking is that cross-ex-
amination periods are ofien inore effective
and efficient. L-D Debaters also employ
empirical research to augment theoretical
arguments.

Lincoln-Douglas Debate provides
equal division of ground by not following
Policy Debate structures delineating affir-
mative and negative burdens.® By utilizing
open-ended decision eriteria, the critic can
award the ballot to the best debater.

‘ Rostrum ’
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Victory Briefs Institute @ UCLA

This summer, consider joining us in Los Angeles, California. The Victory Briefs Institute uses the facilities at the University of Califor-
nia at Los Angeles. UCLA is a world-renowned institution and consistently ranked among the top five public universities in the country.
Students will have complete access to UCLA’s excellent facilities, including the extensive library collection among the fifteen different
libraries located at UCLA. Each student will stay in a double room in the luxurious De Neve Plaza complex. Each room is fully
furmished with twin beds, desks, and ample storage. Every room is air-conditioned, 15 wired with Ethernet access and in-room telephone
features a private bathroom, and comes equipped with cable television. The dining halls at UCLA are also regularly rated among the top
dining commons in the country. Each meal is a buffet-style, all-you-can-eat affair.

Over the past three years, VBI @ UCLA has grown from being the new startup debate camp on the national scene to becoming one of the
preeminent institutes for debaters and speakers of all levels. This surmmer we are excited to offer four programs, covering Lincoln-
Douglas Debate, Extemporanecus Speaking, Policy Debate, and Public Forum/Parliamentary Debate.

Lincoln-Dougias Debate

The flagship program at the Victory Briefs Institute is the Lincoln-Douglas debate program. After four years and nearly 600 students
later, we are proud to say that VBI 15 truly in the upper echelons of L-D debate camps. Our core staff have worked hard to build what we
believe is one of the most educational mstitutes available. There is no other camp in the country where students can be taught by:

the Coach of the 2004 NFL National Champion in L.D and
the Coaches of the 2004 and 1994 TOC National Champions in LD and
the 2000, 2002, 2004 NEL National Champions in LD and
the 2000, 2003, 2004 TOC National Champions in LD _and
California, Texas, Minnesota, Flonda, and Nevada State Champions in LD and
the Coaches and Champions of numerous other tournaments including
the Barkley Forum, the Glenbrooks, St. Mark’s, Stanford, Berkeley, and Greenhill

No other camp can offer the breadth of debate experience that VBI offers -- in terms of coaching success, competitive success, geo-
graphic diversity, and sheer number of facuity (over 40). The Victory Briefs camp allows each student -- whether a beginner or a
successfut elite competitor -- to work closely with all of the staff in one-on-one tutorials, small lab groups, workshops, book groups,
critiqued practice rounds, informal discussions, drills, and social activities. 1t i1s no wonder why VBl is at the top of the list for both
beginners and advanced debaters. For example, at this year’s Glenbrooks national tournament, 12 out of 16 octofinalists, & out of 8
quarterfinalists, all four semifinalists, and the champion were VBI alumni. Similarly, one of the students in last summers novice
program took second place at Apple Valley in the IV division in one of her first national tournaments. We take particular pride in the fact
that many VBI attendees return for multiple years, and that every debater is given an opportunity to excel and work with the best.
Ultimately, VBI attendees become an important part of the Victory Briefs family and the larger debate community.




Extemporaneous Speaking

Extemp is an event, like policy or LD debate, that requires intense research, reading
snd analysis of current events, as well as long-term preparation. Thus the camp
environment, with an intense two weeks of researching, filing articles, delivering practice
speeches and breaking down the extemp process, all the while surrounded by other
cager and interested staff and students, could not be more perfect as both a first start
and a head start. The Extemp faculty offers approximately thirty specific topic lectures
(“The EU,” for example) where students learn the details of important current event
issues. Students will also work on skill sets pertaining to extemp (for example, “source
selection” and “unified analysis™). Finally, students put this knowledge and technique
together in practice extemp speeches, all of which are critiqued by VBI-Extemp faculty.

In the past, students selected one event in which to enroll——LD, Policy, or Extemp.
VBI recognizes that many students have a desire to study both LD and Extemp. We
are pleased to announce that this summer, VBI will offer a designated LD/Extemp
crossover lab, Students in the crossover lab will receive instruction in both events.

The VBI Extemp Program is directed by Andrew Swan and Jesse Nathan. Andrew
Swan will be receiving a bachelor’s degree in Willamette University this year in
hilosophy, political science, and economics. Andrew has wide teaching and coaching
xperience. Jesse competed for the Moundridge High School forensics team in Kansas,
where he won three state championships and was the 2001 National Foreign Extemp
hampion. He is currently studying psychology, religion, and history at Bethel College.

olicy Debate Program

eady for an altemative to the run-of-the-mill policy debate camp? Ready for a return
o the qualities that make policy debate a truly valuable and worthwhile activity?
onsider attending VBI this summer. The policy program of the Victory Briefs Institute
is designed specifically for beginning and intermediate debaters, VBI-Policy is dedicated
to skill improvement through hands-on uistruction. Being a smaller camp, we will be
bie to provide critical one-on-one instruction to guarantee that each and every debater
eaves with the fundamental tools necessary to pursue a successful debate career. Smaller
roup seminars will focus on the essentials of debate; flowing, cross-examination,
esearch, filing evidence, and clarity.

Julike other institutes, VBI Policy’s primary interest is not to produce evidence in
ass amounts, but rather to give debaters the tools and understanding they need to be
uccessful both in and out of the debate round. Students will leam the skills necessary
research, to develop arguments, to refute, to strategize, and to comnmnicate. Most
mportantly, our goal is to inspire and excite newer students to love the activity, Our
igh staff to student ratio will guarantee that no debater slips through the cracks,

ast year’s senior pelicy instructors included Chris MacFarlane (past Bronx champion
ho competed in outrounds at both TOC and NDT), Sara Kaler (current coach at Apple
alley and former coach at Eagan), and Rachel Raskin (past Wisconsin state champion
nd currently successful NDT/CEDA college debater).

ublic Forum/Parliamentary Debate

Ictory Briefs is proud to present a brand new curricular option for the institute this
er--a workshop designed for students interested in public forum and parliamentary
thate--two new two-person debate formats that are focused on conversational discourse
bout current events. This curricular track will be directed by Terry Hatch, who, as a
fident at Willamette High Schoel in Oregon was the first-ever National Champion in
&d Turner/Public Forum Debate (2003). He is currently a student at the University of
fegon, majoring in political science with a communications minor.

Find out why over 300
students joined us 1n
Los Angeles, California
last summer. For
more information,
contact us at:

www.victorybriefs.com
mfo@victorybriefs.com

Victory Briefs LLC
2718 Wilshire Blvd.
Santa Monica CA 90403

310-453-1681
FAX (208) 248-9801



California National Debate Institute
2005 Lincoln Douglas Debate Camps

at the University of California, Berkeley

Dates & Prices ' i
“The instructors were very in-

Lincoln Douglas Debate telligent, prepared and interest-

(Prices include tuition, housing and meals, Please ing The lectures were informa-
contact out office for commuter student pricing) 2 g 5
tive and well organized.

2 Week Session June 18 - July 2, $1755
' 1 Week Session June 18 - June 25, $905 - Lauren Miller

2004 CNDI LD Participant

TheCalifornia National Debate Instituteisanational caliber two-
week summer forensics programlocated in Berkeley, California. The
CNDI provides serious debate students with the opportunity to
interact with some of the finest and most renowned forensics
instructorsinthe nation atanincomparable costfora program of this
nature, quality, and location.

Curriculum: The CNDI Lincoln Douglas curriculum emphasizes
argument theory, logic, and analysis skills thatwill instill students
with the capability to self-coach and generate quality arguments;the |
one-week program is perfect for studentslookingto get a head-start
before attending amajor LD summer program. The curriculumis also
structured toinclude both concepts from moral and political philoso-
phythatarerelevanttothe year's topicsaswell as introductions to
more general material that ground the students’ preparationin the
historyofideas. The curriculum features:

¢Philosophy Discussions
sExpertly Critiqued Practice Debates
e Theory Seminars
e Advanced Casing Strategies
e Analytical Techique Workshops
eRebuttal and Cross-Examination Drills

Faculty: CNDI is taught by an experienced faculty of former
championship debaters and veteran coaches with significant
institute experience. Initially confirmed for 2005 is Josh
Fulwiler, former MBA Round Robin Champ and now at Tulane
University. Others to be announced soon!

Mail: 1700 Shattuck Ave. #305, Berkeley, CA 94709 e Phone: 510-548-4800
Weh: www.educationunlimited.com ® Email: debate®educationunlimited.com




Lincoln-Douglas debate is the most
ucational form of debate because it trans-
Intes into the broadest array of applications
o the real world. Skills like proficiency in
hublic speaking, grounding in philosophi-
1| dilemmas, the ability to analyze an is-
e and the development of strong organi-
bational techniques are educational out-
bumes desirable for life.
The next section of this paper looks
it different forms of debate using the pro-
hosed Lincoln-Douglas mnodel. The first
jvpe of debate analyzed is Policy, or Cross-
IFxamination Debate.
Communication 1ils proliferate in
Policy Debate. For example, participants
ften focus all of their energy and speak-
ing time on covering as many issues as
bossible. One unfortunate result of this ten-
ency is that Policy Debaters can develop
hoor speaking skills. Some Cross-Examina-
ion debaters speak so quickly that they
kound like typewriters—resulting in gasp-
g for air—this is not a desired result of
public speaking activities. Various forms of
tral communication suffer when speed be-
omes the guiding goal. These elements
include eye contact, vocal variety, timing
ind attention to the audience.
The ability to translate the written
word into an effective oral presentation is
in important form of communication that is
linder-utilized in C-X Debate. Policy De-
haters rarely provide stories or analogies
it infuse their speeches with humor. If com-
inunication is a tife skill derivable from com-
netitive debate, elements of the activity that
sircumvent this goal should engender dis-
tussion about possible change.”
Research is clearly a comerstone of
“ross-Examination Debate; however, few
olicy Debaters take the time to develop a
tood grasp of basic philosophical ideas and
inalysis. The unfortunate result is that
hile C-X Debaters have extensive under-
tanding of a few specific topics, this knowl-
tdge rarely translates well into the real
rorld. Another problem with researching
ficts over philosophical ideas is that C-X
lebaters sometimes have difficulty under-
ianding their evidence and/or evaluating
iz reliability of their sources.

’ Lincoln @oay[as Debalte

Fair division of ground is a topic of
much discussion in Policy Debate. While
the concept of division of ground comes
from the realm of legal advocacy and is criti-
cal to the definition of Policy Debate, this
issue can be problematic. The educational
benefits of debate are eroded when a round
becomes exclusively about who has tbe
ground to present what positions. Division
of ground is an area that needs restraint;
therefore these arguments sbould be re-
served for instances involving clear abuse.

The topic of division of ground leads
into the issue of technicalities. Cross-Ex-
amination Debate is very legalistic, wbich
is a great advantage to certain individuals,
hut does not result in generalized real life
cross application. The positive side to bas-
ing decisions on technicalities is that stu-
dents learn that ignoring technicalities can
result in unfair consequences. The prob-
lem with debate technicalities is that some-
times the less adept debate team wins. On
the other side of this argument is that the
winning team is the one that convinced the
judge, so by default they are the better
team. This issue does not have a clear an-
swer, but like the quandary posed by de-
bate technicalities warrants thoughtful
management to prevent Policy Debates
from degenerating into non-educational
experiences.

Other concerns relate to research
practices, Analytical skills can succumb to
volume of evidence. Strong, clear organi-
zation can capitulate to the desire to pro-
vide as much information as possible. Both
of these tendencies cause real problems.
Because even experienced listeners retain
less information than they hear, the effec-
tiveness of an entire debate presentation
suffers when speeches contain massive
evidence without clear organization or
analysis.

The intention of this analysis of
Policy Debate is not to disparage the activ-
ity. Cross-Examination Debate is an ex-
tremely rigorous and time-consuming activ-
ity. The reason for the critigue is te encour-
age further recognition and discussion of
areas of concern.

Parliamentary Debate is a debate for-

mat that began on the collegiate level. The
Parliamentary Debate discussed in this ar-
ticle is the type practiced in Oregon known
as Public Debate.® This is the least formal
of the academic debates’ and produces the
most problematic issues. While this author
firmly believes that any debate experience
1s better than no experience at all, the prob-
lems in Public Debate are significant.

Communication skills are important
in Public Debate. Students should employ
eye contact, vocal variety and timing. Par-
ticipants also need to pay attention to their
audience. The issue with oral communica-
tion in Public Debate may be the reverse of
that in Policy Debate because Public De-
bate decisions sometimes rest on which
team has better oral communication skills.
Such decisions fail to address traditional
debate skills such as logical reasoning and
cogent analysis. This problem is especially
troubling because the rules prohibit par-
ticipants from using evidence in the prepa-
ration room or during the debate round.'

Writing proficiency receives even
less emphasis in Public Debate. Students
do not have the time to create a speech.
While analogies, stories, and humor are
good devices to employ in Public Debate,
they are often incongruous and disorga-
nized because of the impromptu nature of
the event.

Research and knowledge of philoso-
phy is a theoretically good idea in Public
Debate; unfortunately, this is not pragmati-
cally common. The reality is that some stu-
dents compete in Public Debate to avoid
the work entailed in participating in one of
the more academically rigorous debate
forms, therefore, Public Debate does not
sufficiently promote the educational val-
ues of broad knowledge and effective
analysis. A very real consequence of this
situation is that students often make inac-
curate statements and propose academi-
cally questionable arguments. "'

Public Debate under-emphasizes tra-
ditional debate skills tike cross-examination.
Students can ask questions during
speeches; however, employing this device
often creates a distraction rather than an
educational exercise. Allowing questions

‘ Rostrum ‘
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National Summer Institute in forensics

Make this summer an lowa Summer! Join lowa's

® General Institute, open to
staff of champions and become a member of a rich students without previous

tradition of success this summer and shine. All institute experience.

staff members have exiensive experience, and cok-
. ‘ ) ¢ Returness open to
lectively have won gvery national Lincoin-Douglas

students with previcus
debate award in the country. Why go somewhere P

institute experience.
and learn from a student when you can learn from P

the coach who taught them? lowa offers an inten- e Senior Philosophers opel
sive learning environment that is fun and produc- o students entering their
tive for students, in addition to being well super- senior year who have

vised lowa is always on the cutting edge of debate attended lowa in the past

theory and practice and our curriculum has been
proven successful throughout all regions of the
country and has produced champion aftar cham-
plon.

WHAT PATH WILL YOU TAKE TO ACHIEVE VICTORY?



A staft of champions training champions!

Bell, Stephanie: Sophomore, University of Chi- Pelliciotta, R)' Director, Cary Academy. Former

cago. Winner Barkley Forum and Stanforg Editor of the Rostrum LD Edition.

Cohen, David. Junior, UCLA. Winner College Rodriguez, 1 Direcior, San Marino HS  2nd
Preparatory School National invitational, place at Worlds Championship.

Coody, Michele, Directer, St. James School. Warren, Willie: Former Director, Hoover HS
NFL Double Diamond, Key Coach, TOC Advisory Winner Samford.

Boarg.

Woodhouse, Cynthia  Director, iowa City West
Doss, Jeff Senior. Tulans. Winner Wake Forest Coached winner of lowa Hawkeve Invitational

d Westside.
Garvin, Andrew Junior, UC Barkley. Winner of andwestide

the TOC. Woollen, John (Doc) Birector, Enloe HS.
Doutle Diamond, Key Coach. Over 125
students to NFL Nationais.

Halvorson, Seth, Fh B. candidate in Philoso-
phy, Columixa Director of the Sentor Philoso-
phers Program. Yaverbaum, Daniel' Dean of Faculiy, Pierrepont
‘ School Coached NFL National Champions,
Hogan, Tim Sophomore, University of Minne- ool © L hau P
) ) Diractor Sanior Philosophers Division
sota. Winnar University of lowa Round Rabin,

Minnesota State Champion.

- — .
Inouye, Mie Lexington, MaA  State = fj" ; g
Champion and considered by many 0o . [l ﬂ

be one of the best LD speakers of the '-r- ’ |1

decade

King Kandi- Director, Winston Chur-
chili. NFL Executive Councit, Key
Coach, TOC Advisory Board

Kashy, Cherian. Former Director,
Apple Valiey. NFL Ciamond Coach

Olson, Kelsey: B A Loyola Marymount.

Winner St. Mark's, Bronx, Valley, Iowa OFFERS THE VERY BEST INSTRUCTION! INFACT,
Hopkins, and MBA MANY OF THE |OwaA STAFF WILL TEACH AT 2ND 58 SION
INETITUTES AND DIRECT ONE OF THE TOF LABES AT
THOSE INSTITUTES. YET, THIS 18 THE OMNLY LOCGATION
WHERE YOU WILL, FIND OTHER INSTITUTES’ TOP LAB IN-

Patton, Spencer. Sophomore, Yander-

hilt. Winner lowa Caucus and STRUGTORS TEACHING TOGETHER IN ONE LOCATION.
TAKE ADVANTAGE OF WHAT MANY THINK ARE THE NA-
Homewood. TION’S TOF INSTRUGTORS AND ATTEND |OWA WHERE

THEY A1], WORK TOGETHER FOR THE BEMEFIT OF OUR
STUDENTS.
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METROPOLITAN
FORENSICS INSTITUTE

The Metropolitan Forensics Institute (MFI) at Seton Hall University
is designed for high school students who wish to develop and sharpen skills needed to succeed in forensics
competition. Skills in performance and public speaking will assist students in all aspects of their academ-
ic life. Seton Hall provides an expert instructional staff who offer superior guidance in a variety of
Individual Events and Lincoln-Douglas Debate. Theory, workshops and rigorous practice equip students
with the tools necessary to speak with excellence and confidence. Due to overwhelming requests, we are
lengthening MFI 2005 and adding advanced tracks and a coaches clinic.

Metropolitan Forensics Institute specializes in training;

Novice and Advanced
Lincoln - Douglas Debale
All NFL/CFL Oral [nterp Events
Origimal Oratory and Declamation
Extemporaneous
Public Frum

July 22-30, 2005
Tuition and Room: $879

The tuition covers day classes, workshops, guest lectures, evening instruction,
recreational activities and accommodations in Seton Hall University’s newer residence halls.
Meals may be purchased on campus for a nominal cost.

Your enrollment application and a $250 nonrefundable deposit made payable to Seton Hall University must be post-
marked by July 1, 2005. An additional late fee of $50 will be charged after July 1. Necessary application forms may be
printed from the MFL Web site at www.mfionline.org or e-mail a tequest for forms to Catherine Zizik M.EA., associate
professor of communication, at zizikcat@shu.edu or fill out the form included in this brochure. Direct any questions to
Catherine Zizik at (973) 761-9759.

MFI: Let us take you to the next level!

SETON HALL UNIVERSITY.

8 5

400 South Orange Avenue ¢ South Orange, NJ 07079 « www.mfionline.org
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during speech time also detracts from the
person speaking.

Issues like division of ground rarely
occur in Public Debate rounds. The basic
technical elements of debate are missing.
While the Oregon Debate Community ac-
knowledges these problems, a solution is
not easy.'* This author encourages fur-
ther exploration of this form of debate, be-
cause educational skills are currently suf-
fering.

The final type of debate for analysis
is Public Forum, or Ted Turner Debate. This
style of debate is a hybrid based on the
television program Crossfire.”” This form
of debate seecks to make debate available
to a lay audience and requires judges to be
unfamiliar with traditional forms of debate.
Because Ted Turmer is new, there are pro-
cedural issues that need analysis prior to
fully evaluating the educational value of
this debate form. !

Communication skills are very impor-
tant in Ted Turner Debate. Because the
Jjudge is a “lay” judge, they are very likely
to put considerable weight on both oral and
written presentations. Participants need eye
contact, vocal variety and timing, and must
pay attention to their audience. Ted Turner
Debaters often discover that analogies,
stories, and humor are very effective tools
in this debate form.

Research and philosophical under-
standing are skills augmented by partici-
pation in Ted Turner Debate. Effective
speeches contain evidence and provide
analytical support for the positions advo-
cated by the teams. Because of the very
limited time available in the debate, draw-
ing broad conclusions is not as common
as it is in Lincoln-Douglas debate.

Participants in Ted Turner Debate are
very good at cross-examination. Because
of the emphasis placed on the questioning
portion of this debate form, students seem
to think ahead about possible questions.

Ted Turner debate clearly has the
potential to make debate more available to
a broader range of students and to more
members of the public.!® Participants will
likely learn many of the valuable skills in-
herent in Lincoln-Douglas Debate, albeit

on a more cursory level.

The Lincoln-Douglas evaluative para-
digm is also useful for apalyzing specific
issues in debate. For example, one can re-
view trends like spread debate, decide if
the lack of Ted Turner Debate rules hurts
educational value, or analyze the 1m-
promptu nature of Oregon-style Parliamen-
tary Debate.

In the first instance, the Lincoln-Dou-
glas rubric points to spread debate mini-
mizing educational value. The use of mas-
sive amounts of evidence only proves that
the student can gather a lot of evidence.
The use of many arguments is usually a
tactic to throw off an opponent, rather than
an effort to gain educational benefits from
the round. Spread debate causes organiza-
tiomn, logic, and reasoning to suffer. Spread
debating discourages critical analysis of
evidence and clear understanding of source
material. These results are undesirable un-
der the Lincoln-Douglas Paradigm. Spread
debate appears to be of little educational
value and should therefore be discouraged.

Another question that the Lincoln-
Douglas evaluative paradigm can address
is if the lack of ground rules in Ted Turner
debate is detrimental. If students do not
know the skills that are required, they will
have a difficult time getting the most edu-
cational value from the debate. Lincoln-
Douglas is a good benchmark because re-
quired skills are easy to determine. This is
not the case with Ted Turner. The use of
lay critics complicates this sitzation. When
students and judges are both trying to es-
tablish the rules of the game, predictable
educational benefits become more difficult
to determine. This debate form definitely
needs more study.’®

Finally, one can ask if impromptu de-
bate—exemplified in Oregon-style Public
Debate—is educational. The concept of
impromptu eliminates many of the skills
necessary in academic debate. Speaking is
over-emphasized. The other real problem
is that students tend to participate for the
purpose of competition rather than educa-
tion. These issues make Public Debate a
matter for further discussion.

Debate theory is complicated; the

use of an evaluative tool helps illuminate
some of these complications. The Lincoln-
Douglas paradigm provides an opportunity
to look at some of the educational skills
and issues involved in academic debate.
Discussions of debate theory might utilize
some of the analysis provided in this paper
to evaluate the educational benefits and
goals of persistent issues, upcoming trends
or theoretical questions. Ultimately, debate
is an educational activity and the commu-
nity is respomnsible for the quality of that

educational experience.

! Many of the changes at the secondary
levet result from revisions on the collegiate cir-
cuit. Parliamentary Dcbate is one such example.

2 The purposc of this article is not to take
issue with the idea that competitive debate is only
a game. However, the games playing paradigm
challenges the aspiration of the very people who
coach and teach the activity and secems logically
flawed. As an educator, one should hope for ex-
tended value from scholastic experiences. Unde-
niably, debate has elements of a game, especially
strategy—offensive and defensive positioning—
and winning and loosing. However, this reality
does not lead to labeling the entire activity un-
educational. The flaw in the games playing posi-
tion could be that it assumes that games, by defi-
nition, have no merit. Oran Hudson of the Be
Somecone Program would eertainly disagree with
the idea that pure games-—chess in his case—
have no meaning outside their existence as ganes.
Mr. Hudson successfulty uses chess to impart life
ehanging skills and values to intercity yocuth.
During his August 5, 2004 interview on the Travis
Smiley Program, Mr. Hudson explained the rela-
tionship between his involvement in chess and
his success in life; the impact was so significant
that Mr. Hudson is devoted to passing on these
skills to future generations of disadvantaged Af-
rican American Youth.

3 My coach and mentor.

* Also known as Public Debate.

 Also kmown as Public Forum Debate.

¢ Stock Issues, for cxample.

" The Discourse/Performance movement
addresses this issue; however, this cure is worse
than the original problem. See the Louisville
Project for further information about this move-
ment.

# Impromptu Team Debate is a good name
for this form of debate.

 The topie for these debates comes from
three possible topies—often related to current
events. Each team eliminates one of the topic
options and the debate consists of the rcmaiuing
subject. The only resource—besides general knowl-
edge—team members can use is a dictionary. Par-
tieipants have thirty minutes to prepare prior to
the beginning of the round. Sides are determined
before preparation time by a flip of a coin.

’ Rostrum ‘
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1 Disallowing evidence in a debate form
presents its’ own set of serious educational prob-
lems.

' Another real ecncern is that Public De-
bate could encourage students to invent evidence.

2 During the 2004 Oregon State Tourna-
ment Coachecs Meeting, some ¢oaches recom-
mended discontinuing the event. The main com-
plaint is that Public Dcbate at the State level was
often terrible. They did not like State Debate
Champions being poor debaters. However, elimi-
nation of the event is not likely for a number of
reasons. First, coaehes often rightly believe that
some debate experience oufweighs no experience.
This perspective has important pragmatic con-
sequences. Second, students are overwheimingly
opposed to the idea. Finally, outside funding is
becoming available for the promotion of Public
Debate.

3 While Ted Turner Debate usually involves
a policy issue, it does not require many of the
technical elements of Policy Debate. Ted Turner
Debate is similar to Lincoln-Douglas Debate in
that students prepare affirmative and negative
eases in advance and the topic ehanges every two
meonths.

' For example, students flip a coin just
before the debate to determinc both sides and
position. Thercfore, the negative team could be-
gin the debate and might even sit on the side of
the room traditionally reserved for the affirma-
tive team.

'* Unfortunately, from a coaching and tech-
nical perspective, Ted Turner is a difficult debate
form. NFL rules are somewhat unclear—espe-
cially in the case of plan 1ssues. In addition, coach-
ing Ted Tumer is difficult because it requires un-
derstanding of both C-X and L-D Theory, but

cannot use any of the terminology. The issue of
lay judges is also a huge problem that can result in
very arbitrary dccisions.

' My opimion is that the use of lay judges
is a good 1dea that does not work in practiee. The
reason is that there are some basic understand-
ings in the judging eommunity; these understand-
ings do not exist among lay judges. This situation
results in unfair decisions. In addition, students
eventually learn technical debate skills just hy
their partieipation in the aetivity; yet, these skills
can actually result in penalties to the debaters.
These problems are scricus and need attention.

(Janet C. Friedman-Pizzo is
assistant speech coach at Summit
High School in Bend, Oregon.)

National Tournament Program Book

Attention all Districts!

Did your students qualify for Nationals?

Proudly recognize them with an ad in the National Tournament
Program Book and let your creativity be recognized. Win a
special gift from the NFL Office. 15, 2" and 3" place winners.

For information, contact Sandy at
nflrostrum@centurytel.net.

Deadline - May 4, 2005
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Application Deadline May 1t
() National Symposium for Debate

June 20 - july 3, 2005 -
.. " 3 - - = (o-Executive Directors:
Drake University . ‘2 Eric Pelmer and

Des Moines, IA m Steve Schappaugh
www.nsdebate.com :

Advisor:
Tim Sheaft
Visit our website for complete
details and current topic analysis!

D Instructors:
Email: nationalsymposiumaqmail.com ﬂ

Tom Evnen
Kendra Oyer
Tuition information
Residentia! Tuition: $1,750

Paul Schiano
Dave McGinnis
Commuter Tuition: $1,150

Anthony Berryhill
Stephanie St. Amour
Casey Trombley-Shapiro |
Fabien Thayamballi

Josh Marshall

Ernie Rose

Adwait Parker

Ryan O'Hara

Hirsh Jain

Chetan Hertzig

Join us for an amazing two
weeks in LD debate instruction
from some of the finest debate
minds in the nation.
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UCOoDI 2009

University of Central Oklahoma Debate Institute

June 18 - July 1
Edmond, Oklahoma

UCODI offers quality instruction at an affordable price to all
levels of high school debaters in a safe, suburban setting

For more information call (405) 974-5584 or
visit our web site at www.ucok.edu/debate_team
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Why Many Orations Are Soon

By Wayne C. Mannebach

Purpose

The history of oratory reveals, for
example, certain periods in which sermons
were delivered in church and then printed
and widely disseminated to the populace,
People sought to obtain copies of sermons
in order to examine and discuss the focal
ideas and meanings. Such periods of his-
tory are over, and today most sermons are
presented and scon forgotten. However,
the possibility exists that closer attention
to structural components may prompt the
public to examine and discuss contempo-
rary sermons. [f preachers were more con-
cerned about the structure of their sermons,
they probably would be more effective in
influencing the convictions and actions of
their hearers. The same applies to students
of oratory, especially those who participate
in oratorical contests.

The purpose of this article is fivefold:
(1) to treat certain forms of behavior that
occur in the listening situation and are rel-
evant to structural consideration; (2) to
present a suggested outline format that
rests upon the behavioral guidelines; (3)
to offer suggestions for phrasing major
concepts; (4) to offer a suggested sequence
of steps for the construction of outlines;
and (5) to discuss brietly extemmporaneous
versus manuscript forms of presentation as
they relate to the outline.

Listening Behavior

Recall ability of most people in the
listening situation is low. For example, in
the Bighth Edition of An Introduction to
Human Communication. Judy C. Pearson
and Paul E. Nelson report that immediately

after being presented with a message,
people are likely to recall only 50 percent of
what they heard. In the Eighth Edition of
The Art of Public Speaking, Stephan E.
Lucas agrees with the 50 percent retention,
and adds that after 24 hours most people
remember only 10 percent of the original
message. A knowledge of this phenomenon
alone should prompt preachers to con-
struct outlines that aid the listener in re-
calling the message of the sermon.

A second form of behavior in the lis-
tening situation is that people tend to com-
prehend major ideas hetter than they do
detailed information. Preachers who
present conceptually complex sermons fail
to understand that many people are unable
to focus ¢learly on numerous concepts in a
short period of time. Many theorists con-
tend that people should talk more and more
about less and less. In other words, regard-
less of the length of the sermon, preachers
should focus on only two or three concepts.

A third form of behavior is that people
tend to retain longer those concepts that
are reinforced. The processes of repetition
and restatement should be inculcated in the
structure to assist retention capability, A
deliberate placement of supporting mate-
rial under each major concept should be
employed when planning the outline. Ap-
parently too many preachers hope for di-
vine inspiration to supply them with sup-
porting material at the moment of utterance.
This practice often results in metaphysical
sermons meant for theological scholars
rather than for laity in the congregation.

A fourth form of behavior is that
people tend to comprehend short sen-

Forgotten

The Importance of
Structual Components

tences better than they do long sentences.
‘When planning the outline the speaker can
phrase his major concepts and examine
them for word count. While it is difficult to
determine exactly what length makes a long
concept, it is possible to eliminate words
that are vague, general, or ambiguous. Only
one aspect of a subject should be phrased
in one major idea, thus avoiding multiple-
oriented concepts and reducing the length
ofthe concept. The appearance of conjunc-
tives and punctuation often indicates that
the idea is presented indirectly or that mul-
tiple ideas exist. By efiminating conjunc-
tives and punctuation whenever possible,
preachers can shorten the sentence con-
taining the major concept and thus estab-
lish clearer focus. An example of a long,
complex, and indirectly phrased concept is:
“Jesus, through his life and ministry shat-
tered man-made barriers constructed by
man’s inhumanity to man, for example, the
barriers of race and moral reputation.” By
applying the above suggestions, the
preacher could say: “Through his ministry
on carth Jesus shattered the race barrier.”

A fifth form of behavior is that people
tend to recall and comprehend summaries.
While most summaries occur at the ends of
sermons, if they occur at all, they can be
employed usefully in the introduction as
well. This is sometimes referred to as an
initial summary. A minimum effort to
present the main ideas in the introduction
and to present them again in the conclu-
sion should aid the hearers, because the
preacher has given them a blueprint to fol-
low in the introduction, and the listener has
another opportunity to focus on the ideas

’ Rostrum 0
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Summer Speech Institute

Public Address Week
Oral Interpretation Week

Illinois State University
"Crossroads of America”

July 10-15, 2005

July 17-22, 2005

Oral
Interp
Events

Extemporaneous
Speaking

Radio Speaking

Special Occasion
Speaking

Original Oratory
Original Comedy

Oratorical
Declamation

Gublic

Address
Events
Prose

Poetry/Verse
Duo

Dramatic Duet
Acting

Humorous Duet
Acting

Humorous
Interpretation

Dramatic
Impromptu Interpretation
L
Costs
One Week: Choose Public Address or Interpretation Both Weeks
Tuition: $290 Tuition: $450
Room/Board: $300 Room/Board: $475
Total: $590 Total: $925

http://www.communication.ilstu.edu/dept/resources/rso/speechworkshops.htm

For more information, please contact:
Dr. Craig W. Cutbirth
Department of Communication
Campus Box 4480
IsuU
Normal, IL 61790-4480
309-438-7876
cwcutbi@ilstu.edu
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Summer
Forensics

Institute

UNIVERSITY OF OREGON DEBATE INSTITUTE
July 31 - August 14, 2005

Lincoln-Douglas

The LD institute focuses on value debate theory
{value-criterion relationship, case structure,
basic and advanced argumentation), research
training and access to the tremendous facilities
of the University of Oregon Library System. A
broad overview of philosophy will focus on its
rolein LD debate. Students will leave prepared
for next year's topic with a confident, honed,
persuasive style.

Individual Events

The Individual Events portion of the Institute
will allow debate students to sharpen their
communication and presentation skills with a
focus on Extemporaneous Speaking and a
separate lab in impromptu speaking. Stu-
dents will also have the opportunity to learn
about and practice other individual events
with some of the top IE competitors and
coaches in the country.

Cross-Examination

The Cross-Examination institute offers exhaustive
topic analysis for the 2005-2006 NFL topic.
Students receive beginning and advanced policy
debate training (theory and practice), intensive
research training, and access to the University of
Oregon Library System. Students leave with a
complete copy of all the policy debate research
compiled during the institute.

Parliamentary Debate

QOur Parliamentary program emphasizes skill
development in reading resolutions, prep-time
distribution, research of current events, and
argumentation and strategy. Students engage
in numerous practice rounds and speaking
drills. Qur institute staff is especially well
qualified to deliver instruction in this young
and growing high school debate activity.

At the University of Oregon Debate Institute, high school competitors gain basic, intermediate and advanced debate
skills in the beautiful backdrop of Eugene, Oregon. Students will have access to cutting-edge research facilities and
superior instructors drawn from the top high school and college coaches and competitors. After attending the
Institute, students leave absolutely prepared to debate the LD or CX topic with improved presentation skills. Regular
lectures from professor/author Dr. David Frank on Debate theory will help focus students on quality argumentation.
Optional Individual Events Labs and other activities will allow students to sharpen their speaking and learn about
other events from accomplished instructors. The Institute provides a unique chance to polish debate skills, enter the
2005-2006 season prepared to win - and to enjoy the scenic, laid-back Willamette Valley during the summer. Students
who attend can earn college credits.

Tuition
Boarders: 41230
Commuters: $1100

For applications and more information:

Applications Due:
June 1st, 2005

www.uoregon.edu/~forensic/
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in the conclusion.

A sixth form of behavior is that people
tend to be influenced more by explicit mes-
sages than they are by implicit ones. The
specific purpose or goal of a sermon should
be stated explicitly so that the hearers do
not draw their own nferences. If the mes-
sage intended is implicit, then the preacher
increases the possibility that the hearers
will distort his intentions.

Preachers who fail to state their in-
tentions explicitly, leave their audience
without a focal point for the sermon. Some
preachers present a title as the essence of
the specific purpose, but this generally is
unsatisfactory because it is only a fragment
of a complete thought. It is better to state
explicitly that “A Christian should practice
charity daily,” than to state, “Today I want
to talk about charity.” Other preachers
present the explicit purpose at the end of
the sermon. In this case, the audience has
only a vague notion as to the force of the
message while they are listening; hence,
the message is tnore implicit than it is ex-
plicit. Preachers should present their pur-
pose in the introduction, to avoid losing
the attention of the audience because of
the implicit nature of the message.

One of the most practiced techniques
of preachers is to substitute a scriptural
quotation for the specific goal of the ser-
mon. However, many of these quotations
contain implicit messages that need focus
and clarification for the hearer. Several ex-
amples may serve to ¢larify this distinction
between the implicit nature of scriptural
guotation and the explicit staternent of the
specific theme.

IMPLICIT:
“For we are not ignorant of his designs™
(2 Corinthian 2:11).

EXPLICIT:
Satan’s stratagems are designed to destroy Chris-
tianity.

IMPLICIT:
“He [God] is not the God of the dead, but of the
living”

{(Matthew 22:32).
EXPLICIT:
Spiritual life is after death.

IMPLICIT:

“Do you not know that in a race all the runners
eompete, but only one receives the prize? So run
that you may obtain it. Every athlete exercises
sclf-contro} in all things. They do it to receive a
perishable wreath, but we an imperishable. Well,
I do not run aimlessly, I do not box as one beating
the air, but I pommel my body and subdue it, lest
after preaching to others, I myself should be dis-
qualified”

(1 Corinthians 9:24-27).

EXPLICIT:

Spiritual growtb requires intensive effort.
Obviously the explicit statements are

easier to retain.

A seventh form of behavior is that
people tend to recall individual parts within
the context of a pattern. To illustrate, con-
sider the following numbers; 12345678901.
If a pattern is applied to these digits, mean-
ing is extracted and the parts are recalled
Inore easily. A possible pattern is: [ 234 567-
8901. Now the observer may recall a tele-
phone pattern that indicates 1 as direct dis-
tance dialing, 234 as the area code, 567 as
the local exchange, and 8901 as the spe-
cificnumber of a given party. When related
to structure, this principle suggests that
major ideas should be placed within a
thought pattern. Some possible thought
patterns are Problem-Solution or Solution-
Problem; Cause-Effect ov Effect-Cause;
Chronological, Spatial (i.e., east to west,
top to bottom, inside to outside); Antitheti-
cal (i.e., pro or con, advantageous or dis-
advantageous); and Classification (ie.,
young or old, literate or illiterate, employed
or unernployed).

Preachers can take any thought pat-
tern and let it suggest the mumber and na-
ture of the major ideas, For example, if a
preacher selects the Problem-Solution pat-
tern, he would have two major ideas in the
body of the sermon. The first main idea
would state the essence of the problem, and
the second main idea would state the es-
sence of the solution. An example of this
pattern can be employed in a sermon con-
cerning the general topic of human selfish-
ness. Two possible main ideas can be
phrased: “We are plagued with the prob-
lem of human selfishness,” and “The solu-
tion to this problem should begin in the
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home.” In this case it is better to focus on
two main concepts in a pattern sequenced
for the entire sermon than to establish three
sub-concepts of the problem and five so-
lutions all in one sermon. The mam ideas
are then amplified, clarified, and supported
with material to establish them as the only
two focal points of the sermon. Other as-
pects of the topic on human selfishness
could be presented in another sermon at
another time in order to effect reinforce-
ment of a moral behavior over a longer pe-
riod of time.

The following is a comparison be-
tween main ideas selected at random and
main ideas established in a time sequence:

RANDOM ORDER

1. Recounting and explanation of the Gos-
pel story in terms meaningful to modern
man.
2. The questions perplexing us today.

3. The parable confronts us with the abid-
ing fact and mystery of human sin

TOME SEQUENCE:

1. Standards of moral behavior were
formed in the carly days of Christianity.
2. Standards of moral behavior today are
being questioned by many

3, Standards of moral behavior in the fu-
ture will have to account for human sin.

Probably any audience would consider the
topics on the right to be clearer than are
those on he left. Preachers must employ
patterns, if they wish to be influential in
affecting the convictions and actions of
their hearers.

The Guidelines in Perspective
If preachers apply the preceding be-
havioral guidelines, the outline of a sermon
assumes the following suggested topical
format:
TITLE OF SERMON

1. Introduction
A, Opening
B. Specific Purpose
C. Imitial Presentation of Main Ideas

II. Discussion
A. First Main Idea
1. First Item of Support.
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Our 27th Year. ..

The Midwest Debate Institute

LD Workshop: July 18-23  Policy Institute July 18-29

Why MDI?

Repeater Curriculum

History of Competitive Success
Dedicated & Experienced Faculty
Affordable Tuition

Individualized Attention

Practice Rounds

Actual Tournament Competition
Exclusive Access to our Evidence CD
Commuter Transportation Options

Our staff has:

Over 200 years coaching experience

Over 25 coaching diamonds

Coached nearly 400 nats qualifiers

Hall of Fame members & nominees

Coached national winners, semi-
finalists, quarterfinalists

Hosted & staffed multiple NFL Nats

At the Center of Debate . . .
in the Heart of the Nation.

Baker niversity, Baldwin City, KS.
Just 20 minutes from metro Kansas City

Visit us on line at:
www.midwestdebate.us



GnterProd 2005

Interpretive Productions

InterProd was designed for the advanced interp petformer.
Accepting 12-16 students a year, IntexProd provides a
sumnmer experience that caters to the student looking for
the next step after traditional speech camps.

While the goal of the traditional summer program is to
become as large as possible, InrerProd only focuses on a
small group of students. We will never become “too

large®. This ensures that each and every student will get
the most value from their experience.

Our unique approach makes InterProd the best choice for
the advanced student. Been to other camps?

Wondering “What’s next?”

InterProd. Where competition takes a back seat to artistry.

: InterProd. A new way of thinking.

B www.nationaldebateforum.com/progtam/interp/
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What Can You Expecf®
* Advanced curriculum that picks up where other
camps leave off.
*  More individual coaching time than at any other
camp.
¢ Highest Sr. Staff to student ratio of all IE camps.
*  Unique approach to interpretation thar focuses on the
entire production,
*  The use of Guerrlla Interp as a teaching tool and
source of inspiration.
How Do I Apply?
You can get an application on the website, Fill it out and
send it in! If you are a first time applicant you will need to
send a videotape of yout performance. Application
deadline is May 1*. Students who are selecred will be
notified shortly after.

Dates.
July 16-30, Boston MA.
...What did YOU do with yout sumimer?

www.nationaldebateforum.com/program/interp/




B. Second Main Idea
1. First Itcm of Support
III. Ending

A. Summary of Main fdeas
B. Restatement of Specific Purpose

C. Closing Remark

No rhetorical law or principle pre-
scribes that a speaker must perform a cer-
tain action at a certain time in the order of a
speech. The speaker may choose from a
number of options based upon the best
thinking and information presented by rhe-
torical theorists, The following outline is
expanded to provide some possible options
at each stage in the speech or sermon.

Title of Sermon (short, imaginative)
I. Introduction

A. Opening Options

1. Present the motivational
rationale for speaking. Explain
why the preacher should talk
about the specific idea and why
the congregation should listen
to this idea at this particular
time.

2. Present an experience that

relates to the specific purpose.
" It may be a personal experience
of the preacher, or one that he
observed or read about that
was intense enough in its im-
plications to motivate him to
talk about it in the sermon. For
example, a minister once
opened a sermon by relating an
informal discussion he had
with a nine-year-old boy who
was taking religious instruc-
tions in his church. The minis-
ter probed the boy’s attitudes
on the war in Iraq and was so
astounded by the feedback
that this became the motivat-
ing factor for his sermon on
Sunday.

3. Present an item of support
which is related to the subject
matter. Possible forms of sup-
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port are listed in the discussion
portion (Part I1). For example,
the preacher may open by de-
fining a word that will be used
often in the sermon in order to
advance its meaning immedi-
ately and bring focus to the
message he wishes to convey.
Words such as love, peace,
and sin are selected so often
that preachers apparently as-
sume that everyone holds the
same meaning for the same
word.

4. Scripture may be cited, but
this is such a common device
that many listeners may ignore
it, especially if the message is
implicit. Scripture may be the
silent motivator, but it may be
better to present it in the form
of a specific purpose or as a
form of support for a main idea.

B. Explicitly present the spe-
cific purpose of the sermon.

C. Ciearly state each main
point that will be discussed in
Part I1, and identify the thought
pattern in relation to the main
idea.

. Discussion

A. Restate the {irst main idea.

1. Present the first item of
support from the options listed
below. Consider selecting items
that have a real basis rather
than a hypothetical construct.
Much preaching is on an ab-
stract plane, and it is through
the selection of supporting
material extracted from reality
that the listener can discover
how religious convictions or
actions have meaning in a real
society. For instance, it inay be
better to select a real example
rather than a hypothetical one,
or to make a comparison be-
tween two or more real people

rather than hypothetical ones.
The number of items of sup-
port selected for each main idea
will depend on the amount of
time for speaking.

a. Anexample.
b. A definition
c. A statistic.

. A comparison.

. A quotation.

f. Adialogue.

g. An anecdote.

h. An audio-visual aid.

1. Any other forms of support
that apply to the topic.

L =9

B. Restate the second main

idea.
1. Present the first item of

support.

1I1. Ending
A. Sumumarize by restating the
main points.
B. Restate the specific pur-
pose.
C. Present the closing argu-
ment.

PHRASING THE SPECTFIC

PURPOSE AND MAIN POINTS

To phrase the specific purpose and
major points of a sermon, the preacher
should adhere to the following procedures.
First, establish one sentence for each con-
cept. Second, construct a complete
thought. Third, write each concept in a de-
clarative sentence. Fourth, examine each
word for clarity. Fifth, work toward phras-
ing each concept with as few words as pos-
sible. Sixth, establish only one focal point
in each concept. Finally, determine whether
the conceptual structure calls for a level of
conviction, or action, or both.

SUGGESTED SEQUENCE IN
OUTLINE CONSTRUCTION

To construct an outline for a sermon,
the preachers should adhere to the follow-
ing sequence. First, select and phrase the

’ Rostrum ‘
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SUN COUNTRY

FORENSICS INSTITUTE

Workshop in Policy Debate,
Lincoln Douglas Debate,
Public Forum
and Individual Events

July 17-30, 2005

Steve Bringhurs!
[435) 6527901
brings@dixie.edu

Sun Country Forensics
3505 Mulberry Drive
St. George, UT 84790

“Sun Country Forensics Institute is a great experience for
debaters at all levels, novice to national caliber would benefit
Jrom this institute.”

Dan Shalman, 2001 Copelond Award recipient; debating at UC Berkeley; 2000 lab leader

TH[- DROGRQM — The Palicy, LD and Public Forum progroms offer on interoctive
learning environment far students af all levels {beginning, intermediate, advanced).
Leorning is targeted to both national circuif debaters and regional competitors. The
instructionol staff includes accamplished collegiate ond high school caaches os well
os current colliegiate debaters who ore former NFL, Cotholic ond TOC National
qualifiers.

(OPPORTUNITY — Chaose either Policy Debote or Lincoln-Douglas Debote or

Public Forum ond receive instruction ond practice in individual events for no additional
cast. Debate labs are scheduled to promate both debate and IE experience.

EXP[—M[—“CED STﬂFL — Ashley Anderson {Hollins College, VA); Stan Banks
(Bingham High, UT); Carol Borella (Weber St., UT); Travis Cochran [The Meadows,
NY); Ryan Heglund {Rowiand Hall, UT]; Kirk Knutson [The Meadows, NY); Dave
Marguortt (U. of Richmand, VA); Mary McDonnell {Juan Diego High, UT); Melinda
Murphy [Albuguerque Academy, NM]; Luke O'Connell {Cethelic U., DC); Kim
Pullan [Pire Yiew High, UT); Leslie Rabinett ordan High, UT]; Mike Shackelford
(Weber St., UT); Ben Warner (Southwest Missouri State)

CURRICULUM

POUCY — Lectures focus on the topic, debote theory, unique and rival views of
positicns, and “cutting edge” argumentation. Labs facus an research, pasitian

briefing, refutatian, rebuttal reworks, delivery, and practice.

LD — Lectures focus on philosophy, values, criteria development, and several
relevant topics. Lobs focus an affirmative ond negative case construction,

delivery, research, and practice.

Pustic fORUM — Lectures ond labs focus or current event research, crossfire
cross examination skills, argumeniotion, refutatian, persuasion, and practice.

It — Lectures and practice for all NFL events.

17 CRITIQUED ROUNDS — There will be 8 tournament rounds and

4 practice rounds [minimum).

RESLARCH FaciLITIES

Dixie State College features a “state of the art” computer lab.
* Each student will bave full ime infernet access including LEXIS-NEXIS and EBSCO.
* The institute library will contoin over 300 books from the University of Utah Library.
s All evidence is shared. The institute functions as a research team to produce
a high quality, uniferm set af relevant evidence. Includes § offirmatives, 12
off<ase positions (CA's, counter plans, kritiks).

(OLLECE CREDIT — Each student will receive three (3) hours af transferable
college credit (COMM 2020}

osT

5575 includes room [apartments, air conditioned, pool) and board
(lunch and dinner}

Fly in/out of Las Vegas. NV.
$330 for commuters {no room and board)
Lab Fees {maximum): Policy $60 / LD $30 / Forum $20

(OACULS WORKSHOP
July 17-23, 2005

Coaches will receive lesson plans far Jopic analysis, Alf. and Neg. palicy positions, debate theary, LD

philosophy, criteria and values, public forum and all NFL individual events.

COST
$345 includes room and board « $215 for commuters
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specific purpose. Second, select and phrase
the main ideas. Third, select the specific
thought pattern. Fourth, select the support-
ing material for each main idea. Fifth, select
an opening motivational basis. Sixth, se-
lect a closing remark. Seventh, place allitems
on paper, using the numerical scheme sug-
gested above.

EXTEMPORANEOUS AND
MANUSCRIPT PRESENTATION
After preparing the outline, the
preacher either can convert the outline to a
fully expanded manuscript, or can transfer
the outline to note cards for an extempora-
neous presentation. It is possible to use
the fully expanded outline as speaking
notes, but the tendency to read from it too
much can cause the preacher to forget to
look directly at the audience. Conversion

GgIve mé an “n”
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to a topical cutline on note cards provides
{ess of a barrier between the orator and the
audience.

CLOSING

Indeed! Structure, the classical rhe-
torical canon called Dispositio, is impor-
tant for oratorical success, For example, in
the Phaedrus, Plato remarked that “every
speech ought to be put together like a liv-
ing creature, with a body of its own, so as
to be neither without head, nor without feet,
but to have both a middle and extremities,
described proporticnately te each other
and to the whole.” In short, orations should
have a begiuning, a middle, and a conclu-
sion. However, structure needs flexibility
to fit the particular situation and audience,
and this flexibility comes only from study-
ing formal rhetorical treatises and other
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NFL

readings that reveal how experienced ora-
tors have hapdled such demands. Such
study is necessary, for as Professor Corbett
remarked in Classical Rhetoric for the
Modern Student “without order the force
or even the best material, though chosen
with the keenest of discretion, will be weak-
ened.” No wonder that sermons and other
orations without appropriate structure are
soon forgotten.

(Wayne C. Mannebach, directed
debate and forensics at Ripon
College for nine years, and for the
past twenty-nine years he has
taught English at St. Mary's Central
High School in Neenah (WI).

SHOW OFF
YOUR TEAM SPIRIT!!

Several more styles found online at www.nflonline.org

ORDER YOUR CAP TODAY THROUGH THE NFL ONLINE STORE
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NORTHWESTERN UNIVERSITY
Na.tioha.l‘-I—Iigh échool iﬁsdtute
Forensics - Individual Events

Offering intensive study with some
of the nation’s finest coaches in:

¢« Oral Interpretation
¢ Limited Preparation

¢ Lincoln/Douglas Debate
¢ Original Oratory

Two-Week Program: July 10 - July 23, 2005
Three-Week Program: July 10 - July 29, 2605

An optional third week offers participants
increased one-on-one coaching and the
opportunity to prepare an additional
event for the 2005-2006 season.

APPLICATION DEADLINE:
May 2, 2005

For a brbchure and app]icati;)n, call 17—3.0(.)—_662—NHSI or 847-491-3026.

For more information, visit www.northwestern.edu/nhsi



APPLICATION
NATIONAL FORENSIC LEAGUE
ACADEMIC ALL-AMERICAN AWARD

Name
School
School Address

NFL District

To the National Forensic League:
The above named student qualifies for the Academic All-American Award by meeting all the criteria checked below:
(Each line must be checked for verification.)

NFL Degree of Superior Distmction on record (750 points)
GPA of 3.7 on a 4.0 scale (or its equivalent)
ACT score of 27 or higher or SAT score of 1400 or higher - (SAT tests taken after 3/1/05 - 2000 or higher)
6th or 7* Semester student
Coach and Principal student quality character reference (character, leadership, commitment, etc.)
NFL Chapter may present Award to any NFL member who meets the above criteria.
School Transcripts included.

We certify that the above information is true and accurate and that the student nominated, in addition to the above criteria,
has demonstrated character, leadership and commitment.

NFL Sponsor (coach) Principal Student

Forward application, along with $10 application fee and transcripts to NFL, Box 38, Ripon, WI 54971-0038
$10 fee provides a hand engrossed Certificate of Achievement to be presented to student.

——

—D£BUTI_NG I have enclosed money

for the following:

ALL-AMERICAN PIN
‘:’::'j“:ﬁ“ - Quantity
| Fiorenst kY . .
Hofir ﬂﬁi e # $10 Application Fee
J,;ﬂ v w# (receive a Certificate of
i Achievement)
Acubenric - Ancricm
et e e # 310 New Academic

All-American Pin

COMPLIMENT your Total Enclosed $
Academic All-American
Certificate of Achievement!

E]egant Gold Plated Pin with
Alternating Blue and Gold Stripes
Cost $10

Pins are available for previous AAA students through the NFL Online Store at www.nflonline.org

—
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2005 International Summer
Speech and Debate Institute

LOCATION:

The institute will be held at the United Wotld College of the Adtiatic
campus, which is located on cliffs ovetlooking the beautiful Adriatic. In
addirtion to the formal sessions, the campus offers oppottunities for swim-
ming, hiking and other outdoor activities. Siteseeing excursions to nearby
cities such as Venice and Trieste will be offered.

Date: June 30 - July 14, 2008

Lincoln-Douglas Debate & Speech

The L-D workshop will be for students wishing to work on 2005-2006
NFL debate topics. The Speech workshop will offer instruction in Humor-
ous and Dramatic Interpretation, Original Oratory, and Exremporaneous
Speaking (including in-depth ropic analysis). Students can cross-register
in speech and debate.

PRICE: 51,500 USD

Institute Director: Eric Di Michele:
Tel: (212) 288-1100, ext. 101- Emaik: edimiche@regis-nyc.org

Travel to and from Italy is not included. IDEA will be arranging
a group travel discount for students departing from and returning
to JFK International Airport in New York Ciry.

What Makes Our Institute Unique:

Our camp provides the opportunity for intensive debate and
speech preparation with the caring guidance of nationally rec-
ognized veteran coaches within an international community of
students. Past participants included students from the United
States as well as Uzbekistan, Macedonia, Slovenia, Azerbaijian,

Estonia, Albania, Croatia, Romania, Slovakia, Lithuania and
the Czech Republic.




For further information contact:
Eric Di Michele (212) 288-1100, ext. 101,
edimiche@regis-nyc.org

Nina Watkins, IDEA (212) 548-0185,
nwatkins@idebate.org

Duino, italy

STAFF:

Eric Di Michele (Institute Director) has been the speech & debate coach
at Regis High School in New York City for over twenty years. His teams
have won the New York State Forensics Championship eleven times. He
has coached NFL national champions in Lincoln-Douglas Debare and
Foreign Extemp. (Seven of his students have been national finalists in
extemp). He was the co-chair of the NFL Lincoln-Douglas Debate Word-
ing Committee for five years. As a consultant with the Open Society
Institute, he has taught speech & debate seminars in over fifteen countries
— from Haiti to Uzbekistan.

Lydia Esslinger, long-time forensics coach and an NFL 5-diamond coach,
at Syosset High School on Long Island (NY), has extensive experience
in all areas of speech and debate. She has coached over twenty-five New
York State champions, and her studenrs have advanced to semis and finals
in every event at CFL nationals. NFL achievements include semifinalists
and finalists in every speech event at nationals, a Ist place in Congress and

Dramatic Interptetation. Her past seven summers have been spent teach-
ing debate, extemp and intetp in eastern and central Eutope, as a seniot
consultant to the Open Society Institute. In her “day job” Mrs. Esslinger
teaches A.P. English, coaches acting, and has directed more than twenty
main stage musicals.

Noel Selegzi, {(Guest Lecturer) has coached debate at Hunter College High
School in New York City for fifteen years. His teams have won numerous
tournament championships. In addition, he is the Executive Director of
IDEA. A student of social and political philosophy, he specializes in the
history of political thought tanging from the Ancient Greek philosophers
to contemporary political theory.

Marcin Zaleski obtained his International Baccalaureate at the United
World College in Duino, Italy. In 1995 he became the coordinatot of the
Polish debate program, and also wrote a book about debate. As a consul-
tant for the Open Society Institute, he couducted trainings throughout
Cenrral and Eastern Europe. In 1999 Matcin was elected the President of
the Board of Directors of the International Debate Education Association
(IDEA), and continues to work as a debate trainer, curriculum developer
and a fundraiser for the debate program.

Additional Staff will be added in the
spring and will be posted on our website: www.idebate.org




IDEA Press hooks can be purchased :
from an-ine booksellars such as Amazon
(www.amazon.com) and Barnes & Noble

(www.bn.com). For mwihml and
bulk orders or queries aboul IDEA Press
books please contac Martin Greenwald.
[MGreenwald@sorosny.org]

Speaking Across the Curriculum
Practical [deas for Incerporating L ‘tﬂmng and Speaking into the Classroom
The Californiz High Scnoal ve Cutnculum Commitze

Speaking Across the Cutriculum gives teachers ready-made speaking and listening activities that can be
infused into any curriculum. Over 50 acuvities help teachers encourage debare and discussion and reach
students speaking and listening skills. Students will learn how o outline a speech, build active listening
skills, develop a media presentation, persuade an audience and speak sponmancously. Activities also help
students analyze and evaluate arguments and sources, including web sites.

Each acrivity indludes hackground informarion, step-by-step procedure, materials needed, tips for teachers,
and assessment tools as well as landouts and evaluzrion forms.

M Frein Price $24.95 / ISBN1-932716-00-9

SPEAK OUT!
A Guide to Middle thnui Debate
By ahn Meany and 7

Speak Out! is a primer for beginning and intermediate students participating in class and contest debares.
Designed te suppert the Middle School Public Debate Program (MSPDP), the largest and fastest growing
middle school debare program in the world, it offers students clear, concise informarion on public speaking
and debating. Combiming the practical and theoretical, the texc teaches students about verbal and nonver-
bal communication, how to research and present an argument, how to answer arguments, how to develop
debare strategies and how to conduct a formal debate. Exercises following each secton give students
hands-on experience with each topic.

Price $22.95 / ISBN1-932716-02-5

Argument and Audience:
Presenting Debates in Public Settings
Ken Broda-Bahm and Danileta Kempf

Discovering the World Through Debate: A Practical Guide
to Educational Debate for Debaters, Judges and Coaches
{revised and enlarged edition)

William Driscoll and Joseph Zompetti

Many Sides : Debate Across the Curriculum
Alfred C. Snider and Maxwell Schnurer

Art, Argument and Advocacy:
Mastering Pariiamentary Debate
John Meany and Kate Shuster

On That Point!l; An ntroduction to Parliamentary Debate
John Meany and Kate Shuster

The Debatabase Book:
A Must-Have Guide for Successful Debate
By the Editors of DEBATABASE

SOURCEBOOKS ON CONTEMPORARY CONTROVERSIES |

Aids, Drugs and Society
Anna Alexandrova (Editor)

Globallzation and the Peor: Exploitation or
Equalizer? - William Driscoll and Julie Clark {Editors)

Roma Rights: Race, Justice and Strategies for
Equality - Claude Cahn {Ediicr)

The Drug Dilemma: Responding to a Growing Crisis
Jason Stone and Andrea Stone (Editors)

The International Criminal Court:
Global Politics and the Quest for Justice
Joseph P. Zompetti and Suzetfte W. Zompetti (Editors)

Eurcpean Union: Challenges and Promises of a new Enlarge-
ment - Anca Pusca (Editor)

War on Drugs, HIV/ AIDS and Human Rights
Kasia Malinowska- Sempruch and Richard Elovich (Editors)




The International Debate Education Association and Willamette University are

pleased to announce the first annual

International Tournament
of Champions for High School
Parliamentary Debate

72 teams will be invited to participate in this tournament.

The tournament will feature 6 preliminary rounds. Allteams
with records of 4-2 are guaranteed to clear into elimination
rounds.

Rounds will begin at 1:00pm en May 21st and run through
the early afternoon of the 23rd.

Teams arriving on the marning of the 21st are welceme to
attend a parliamentary debate workshep at Willamette Uni-
versity hosted by the university’s forensics pregram.

Costs:

Registration fee for this tournament is $50 per team and
will include dinner on the 21th and 22nd, lunch on the 22nd
and an awards brunch on the 23rd. Registration fees will
be waived for international participants.

Willamette University - Salem, Oregon / May 21- 23, 2003

Housing:
Housing for this tournament is avaiiable in Willamette dormi-

tories (singles and double rooms are available} for a modest
fee.

In addition, blocks of rooms will be reserved at nearby hotels.

Applications for this event are will be available beginning
September 1st at: www.idebate.org/HSparli.

Applications will be accepted through April 1, 2005 or until
all 72 spots have been filled.

For more information please contact:

Robert Trapp (trapp@willamette.edu) or Noel Selegzi
(nselegzi@idebate.org).
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’ DISTRICT TOURNAMENT RESULTS

Montana
PF —
Carson Boolh and Erin Danne, Flathead Co.
Joe Brury and Evan L. Tice, Flathead Co.
CX -
Tim Mitchell and Whitney Cdden, Bozeman
Tyler Wolf end Nik Griffin, Great Falls Russell
Robert Funk and John Fine, Helena
DU —
Bradley Mayo and Marie Schollsert Surke, Skyview
Kemi Javorka and Ryan Shearer, Flalhead Co.
00 -
Kathleen DeQOnis, Bozeman
Pelie Booth, Flsthead Co.
usx —
Nick Malinak, Flalhsad Co.
Treze Hirsch, Flalhead Co.
IE -
Dan Bothwell, Flathead Co.
Healher Hamillon, Sentinel
DI -
Kalie Olp, Skyview
Shae Saunders, Bozeman
Hi —
Sara Jonssen, Bozeman
Landon Hansen, Butie
Haendel Zepeda, Bilings West
LD~
Spencer Gray, Greal Falls
Michael Schwager, Flathead Co.
Emily Tutvedi, Flathead Co.
Plague -- Flalhead Co.
Trophy — Skyview

Maine
PF —
Jakob K. Loukas and Thomas Renger, Cheverus
Max Levine and Ronan McNutty, Poland Regional
CX -
Brandan Blake and Devin Conway, Pofand Re-

Kaitlynn Levine and Jess Moser, Poland Regional
00 -
Cassie Jensan, Lewiston
IE -
Phillip Crawford, Bangor
D -
Linden Hill, Bangor
Catherine Wagner, Calherine McAuley
Hi -
Asghtey McWhorter, Lowiston
Zachary Hewes, Poland Regional
LD --
Matthew S. Lea, Brunswick
Sylvanus M. Polky, Brunswick
Plague -- Poland
Trophy — Cheverus

Western Ohio

PF -~
Brandon Kamaka and lan Rexroad, Beavercreek
Rob Marello and Thomas Rhiel, Gahanna-Lin-
coln

CX —
Chns Bamett and Michaet Richardson, St. John's
Jesuit
Steve Markowiak and Alan Reoney, SI. John's
Jesuit

DUC -
Meridith Lark and Alison Schridt, Nolre Dame

Acadermy

Kira Mikityanskaya and David Frydman, Cakwood
Q0 -

Dominigue Comer, Sylvania Norhview

Andi Schuler, Noire Dame Academy
UsSx -

Alex Zavala, Pemysburg

Adam Hinkle, Wauseon
IE -

Kevin Bowen, Gahanna-Lincoln

Clivia Bumb, Wausecn
Dl -

Micah Stack, Oakwood

Kalie Pounds, Notre Dame Acagdemy
HI -

Will A, Allan, Qakwood

Kale Balzer, Notre Darne Academy

Ig -

Sundeep Mulgi, Sylvania Morthview

Sarah Moran, Sylvenia, Northview
Plague — Neolre Dame Academy
Trophy — Perrysburg

10

Northern Qhio

PF -
Michael Delwiler and Ashiey Devenpori,
Austinlown Fitch
Nicole Dzenowski and Kara Warren, Augtimown
Fitch
Sidd Kudav and Ben Kessler, Boardman

DUo -
Patrick Burgan and Brittany Dohar, Canfiald
Jared Seefried and Lauren Melizia, Pcland Semi-

nary
Christopher Kavanaugh and Ashley Leonelli,
Cardinal Mooney
o0 —
Amber Phelss, Chaney
Megan Fedor, Niles McKinley
Usx —
Nalalie Hogan, Boardman
David Drogowski, Auslintewn Fitch
I£ --
Jogeph St. George, Cardinal Mocney
Ron Strasik, Boardman
or -
Jennifer Cumberwerth, Howland
Jeramy Molis, Niles McKinley
Lormaine Baer, Howland
HI --
Quentin Duda, Ursuline
Meghan Crum, Canfigld
LD -
Kelly Clontz, Niles McKinley
Todd Shuba, Canfield
Plaque — Ausfintown Fitch

_Trophy — Canficld

Ngrthern South Dakota
PF -
Brenny Fishman and Candace Steiger, Waterowm
Maria Schweer and Renee Thomas, Watertown
Dustin Grorud and Amanda Schmidl, Milbank
CX -
Molly Lutz and Lincain Campbell, Aberdeen-Cen-
tral
Ashley Moeller and Tom McElhany, Watertown
DUO -
Chnslina Cronin and Garet Ford, Huron
Joni Culshall and Micole Vis, Breokings
CO -~
Amanda Davis, Aberdeer-Central
Erin Chase, Brookings
USX --
Mike Ewald, Watertown
Heath Marso, Watertown
IE --
Christopher Pistulka, Aberdeen-Cenlral
Matthew Palmar, Aberdeen-Central
DI -
Rachaei Donelan, Monirose
Jacob Schlagel, Aberdeen-Canlral
HI -
Kealon Bauman, Huron
Matthew Rau, Aberdeen-Central
LD —
Patrick Weber, Monirose
Branna Bahr, Aberdeen-Cenlral
Plague — Walertown
Trophy — Aberdeen-Central

Eastern Chio
PF —
Brian Boyer and Sarah Specior, Wooster
Joe Boreman and Ashley Lylle, Wooster
CX -
Joshua T. Lee and Jonathan R. Stephens, Lovis-
ville Sr.HS
Andrew Woll and Parbir Grewal, Wooster
DUC -~
JeoniferA. Chambers and Brian 0. McCoy, Perry
Nathan Jehnson and Joseph Lancianese, Jack-
50N
Ashley K. McKinney and Joshua D. Doerschuk,
Louisville Sr. HS
00 -
Faiza Khimji, Cur Lady of the Eims
Belhany Silver, Carreliion
Usx -
Whilney L. Wiliits, Pemy
Karan Ravishankar, Jackson
Alex Becker, Wooster
IE -
Healher V. Pritchard, Pamy
Kellyn L. Meran, Pemry
Dl -
Elizabeth Kilgore, Carrollion
Tyler J. Kamberly, Pery
Kety Patterson, Wooster

Hl -
Joseph 8. Karam, Pemy
Jami Riesebieter, Wadswarlh
Kellie E. Galan, GlenOak
LD -
Nate Kralzer, GlenCak
Joshua Marcin, Fireslone
Plague — Wooster
Trophy — Wooster

North Coast
PF —
Andrew M. Marris and Senjamin H. Braverman,
University Schoot
Kevin T. Huang and Daniel R. Adler, Universily
School
CX -
David S. Pritts and Scott Movens, SafnlIgnatius
Caryn Bruyere and Laura Pickens, Crestwood
DUoO —
John Pelrus and Ryan King, Clmsted Falls
Samuel Allard and Peter Knitlel, Saint Ignatius
Cco -
Kaitiin Blevins, Gimour Academy
Sairah Zaidi, Gilmour Academy
USX -
Steve Hyde, Kenston
Daniel Kanter, Shaker Heighls
IE -
Roseann Mariapuram, Gilmour Academy
Michael Brener, Hawken School
DI -
Ryan Jagru, SL Peters Chanel
Enn McCardle, Lauret School
HI -
Jared Markowilz, Orange
David Collura, Gimour Academy
LD -
Michae! Jaskiw, Hawken School
Sarah Baley, Hawken Schoal
Plague - Gitmour Academy
Trophy - Giimour Academy

Rushmeore
PF --
Derik Wendt and Dustin Olson, Washington
BrianMann and Kelsie Bair, Washinglon
CX -
Sam Heidepriem and Ryan Zelmer, Sioux Falls
Lincoln
Jeremy Fancher and Talon Powers, Sioux Falls
Lincain
Aliison Befl and Eric Hanson, Washington
oUo -
Mike Harrig and David Nicholson, Sioux Fells
Lincoln
Adam Newcemb-Weitand ang Zach
Baurngariner, Sioux Falls Lincoin
Matthew J. Myers, O'German
Renugan Raidoo, Sioux Falls Lincoln
USX —
Sade Nickels, Central
Katherine Davis, Sioux Falis Lincoln
Eric Nelson, Roosevel
Zack Abrahamson, Stevens
DI --
Dan Hodges, Sioux Fatls Lincoln
Samuel J. Benedict, O'Gomman
HI —
Morgan V. Peck, O'Gormnan
John O Michels, O'German
LD —
Davi Griffin, Sioux Falls Lincoln
Alex Weber, Washington
Piague - Sioux Falls Lincoln
Trophy — Roosevelt

Georgia Southem Peach
PF -
Andrew Ash and Winston Fredrick, Starr's Mill
Shawn Greiner and Alley Waldrop, Sterr's Mill
CX -
Kavin Swatek and Jonathan Icaza, Camolilon
Austin L. McNairand Tom Burmows, Eary County
Morgan Bolden and Britlney Edmonds, Fayetle
Courty
DUO -
Jilian Samels and Rache! Goshi, Starr's Mill
Sarah Jackson and Amber Johnsan, Starr's Mill
00 -
Abigail R. Miner, Lincoin County
Jerel Jehnson, Camden County
Usx -
Joseph Chadoin, Starr's Milt
Adarm Hollisler, Starr's Mill

X -
Andrew Zheng, Starr's Mill
Munir Meghiani, Fayetle County
o -
Thornas White, Early County
Erin Cummins, Glynn Academy
HI -
Adam B. Brumfield, Thomas County Cenlral
Mart Decker, Starr's Mill
LD -
Meg Beyer, Slarr's mil
GyawuMahama, Starr’'s Mil
Plagque — Starr's Mill
Trophy -- Starr's Mill

Gaorgia Northern Mountain
P

Michael Angule and Cameran MeAllister, St Pius
X Calholic
Reed Hallerman and Christopher Slewarl,
Lassiter

CX -
Jemneen Sherman and Jeffrey Thomas, Henry W,
Grady
Katherine Hagan and Kimberly Hagan, Henry W.
Grady

ouo -
Kelsey Zotinick and Kalherine Daylon, Lakeview .
Acadermy

CO -
Marie Agnello, Brookwood
Usx —
Michagl Wolfe, Centennial
Brandon Sheats, Henry W. Grady
IX-
Yaanik Basai, Cenlennial
o -
Ashley Walker, Alpharetta
Nalhaniel Patterson. Alpharetia
HI --
Julie A. Frapklin, Rome
Amy Berelowilz, Centennial
LD -
Tye N. Tavaras, Henry W. Grady
Stefanie Feldman, The Lovett School
Plaque - Brookwood
Trophy — Henry W. Grady

Hoosier Crossroads
PF —
Ryan Fitzpatrick and Natasha YYurk, Brebeul Je-
suit Preparatory School
Elizabeth M. Tellman and Nei Shah, Brebeuf
Jesuit Preparatory School
CX -
Ryan Moog and Craig Pilcher, Nerth
Calhy Yang and Yifan Zhang, Carmnel
Duo —
Bo Frazierand Jessi Howald, Ind'pls North Cen-
lral
Kaitiyn N. Krauskopf and Rass Hannon, Chrysler
James Victory, Warren Cantral
Clivia Yeagy, Ind'pls North Central
USX —
Marcus Gadsen, ind'pls Nerth Centrat
Dan Svirsky, Ind'pls North Central
IE —
Jon Pullurm, Oak Hil
Emma Hulse, Ind'pls North Central
Dl -
Sarah Sharp, Ind'pis North Central
Maria Cook, Maconaquah
HI --
Toni Betzner, Maconagquah
Josie Miller, Ind'pls Narth Central
LD -
Terrance L. Majors, Kokomo
Benyamin Floreancig, Brebeuf Jesuil Prepara-
tory School
Plaque —~ Ind’pls Noith Cenlral
Traphy -- Qak Hifl

Attention: Some
results may be
pending audit.
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Florida Sunshine
Senzie 1
* O J J Collins, Sarasota
* § Jennifer Hayes, King
House 1
*Q KayleighMcEneny, Academy of the Holy Mame
*$ Michael B. Ellman, Brandon

North Dakota Reugh Rider
Senate 1
* O Michaet P, Anderson, Richardlon-Taylor
*$ Rachel Foster, Fargo Shanley
P Dan Davy, Fargo South /
P Michael P. Anderson, Richardion-Taylor
House 1
* O Brittany Maumann, Richardlon-Taylor
S Rachel Overboe, Fargo Shanley
P Shana Haugan, Fargo South
P Trevor Magel, Fargo Soulh
House2
*QORachel Overboe, Farge Shanley
P Benjamin J. Bosshans, Central Cass
House 3
*( Nigel D. Haarstad, Richland
P Huying Guo, Fargo Soulh

Inland Emplre
Senate
*QO Chss M. Jackson, University
* & Shetha Alaskar, ML Spokana
P Chris M. Jackson University
P Daniel Ready, Lewis and Clark
House 1
* O Tom Giardino, Ferris
S Matthew Holrmes, University
P Matthew Holmes, University
P RebseccaA. Streich, Central Valley
House 2
*Q Andrew A. While, Gonzaga Prep
S Laine Anderson, University
P Andrew A. White, Gonzaga Prep
P Meghan Miles, Univarsity

New England
Senale 1
*Q Agnes Nam, Shrewsbury
*§ Meghan Kelley, Sacred Heart
P Akshay Dayal, Shrewsbury
Housed
*Q Isabel Broer, Shrewsbury
§ allen Williams, Sacred Heart
P Ruclao Wang, Shrewsbury
House 2
* O Christopher Cerrone, Shrewsbury
S Kenny Lin, Shrewsbury
P Cissy Huang, Shrewsbury

Montana
Senale 1
* O Sean Sullivan, Flathead
*S Emily Samhammer, Sentinel
P Nathan Brown, Flathead
P Sean Stnith, Bozemen
House 1
~ Trevor A, Hunter, Flathead
* Julian Malinak, Flathead

Hoosier Crossroads
Senate 1
*0 Andrew Schenk, North
*$ Kamesh Krishnamurty, Carmal
P Ryan Fitzpatnick, Brebeuf Jesuil Prep Sch.
House 1
* O Spencer Gray, Brebeuf Jesuil Prep Sch.
S Dan Svirsky, Ind'pls North Central
P Spencer Gray, Brebeuf Jesuit Prep Sch.
Housa 2
* (O Rober Bloss, Ind'pls North Cenlral
S James T. Bums, Kokomo
P Natasha Yurk. Brebeuf Jesuil Prep Sch.

House 3
* 0 Thomas Gianaris, Brebeuf Jesuit Prep Sch.
S William Nomikos, Ind'pis North Central
P Benjamin M. Floreancig, Brekeuf Jesuit Prap
Sch.

Hoosier Hearttand
Senate t
*Q John Chen, West Lafayette
*§ Tiffany Estes, Covenanl Chrislian
P John Chen, Wesl Lafayette
House 9
* O Mohit Agrawal, West Lafayetie
S Ciiff Reeder, West Lafayette
P Natalta Deacon, Wesl Lafayetle
House 2
*0O Lakshmi A. Nemani, West Lafayetle
$ V.G Manian, Wesl Lafayeta
P V. G Manian, Wesl Lafayette

Maine
Senate 1
O Katelyn Roedner, Thomton Academy
*S Enk Fisher, Yarmouth
* Amy McLeod, Dingo
P Erik Fisher, Yarmoulh
House 1
0 Sadie Kitchen, Yarmouth
*S Justin Hunt, Yarmouth
P Jusiin Hunt, Yarmouth
House 2
O SaraVicenzi, Yarmouth
*$ Zachery Hynes, Yarmouth
P Sara Vicenzi, Yarmouth

Rocky Mountaln North
House 1
Session 1
* Nikelas True, Niwol
Q Cassie Wich, Rocky Mounlain
* S Janet Dickey, Rocky Mountain
P Nickolas True, Niwol
Session 2
0O Tara Hobbs, Fort Collins
S Sarah Akkina, Fort Collins
P Stephanie J. Pirera, Greeley Wesl
House 2
Session 1
O Kirsten L. Cangilla, Greeley Cenlral
S Spencer D. Slackhouse, Cenlaurus
P Pafrick Kuczkowski, Steamboat Springs
Session 2
O Michael Arnold, Niwol
$ Dana Schlingman, Steamboat Sprngs
P Stephen Nemeth, Rocky Mounlain
House 3
Session 1
Q Jennifer Tschetter, Rocky Mountain
* 8§ Kelly Shaw, Sleambeal Springs.
P Keith Maier, Rocky Mountain
Session 2
0 Ryan Brauchler, Northridge
S Sahan Jayasumana, Fort Collins
P Seth Aldre, Greeley Central
Senate 1
Session 1
Q Colin Wesl, Recky Meuntain
*8 Kelly F. Brewer, Centaurus
P Lisa Draich, Rocky Mountain
Session 2
0O Jada Wagner, Fort Colling
S SandraR. Riddle, Cenlaurus
P Jeffrey A Daigle, Skyline
Senate 2
Session 1
O Robert J. Lopez, Greeley Cantral
S Trevor Nelson, Monarch
*P Emily Rose, Niwot

Session 2
* Kelly Brewer, Cenlaurus
O Lisa Lewis, Monarch
S Nicholas Stockwell, Miwot
P Emily Waldron, Weld Central

Tall Cotton
Senate 1
* O Derick Smith, Monleray
*§ Logan Churchwell, Big Spring
# John Griffin, Herelord
House 1
* 0 Manoj Thangam, Big Spring
§ Aprit Monigemery, Tascosa
P Phikiip Crowley, Coopar
Senate 2
* O Corey Green, Big Spring
S Stelson Wellborn, Tascosa
P Jonathan Keefner, Coronado

North East Indiana
Senale 1
QO Michaet Frost, Chesterlon
* S Joshua Hambrock, Fort Wayne Norlh Side
* Kemi Jylland-Hade, South Side
P David Dickmeyer, Columbia City
House 1
O Stephanie L. Leopold, Chesterlon
*S Emily Yales, South Side
P Kevin Steinmetz, Columbia City
House 2
O Kyle Ellis, Northrop
*S Dmitri Y. Leybman, South Side
P Danial Craig, Columbia City
P Kevin W. Small, Chasleron

Wasatch-Utah
Senats 1
* 0 Justin Hardman, Clearfiejd
*SStephen Nielsen, Sky View
P Justin Hardman, Clearfisld
Houss 1
*Q Mike R. Aguitar, Clearfield
S Derek Wursten, Davis
House 2
*0 Celesle Olsen, Davis
S Coby Price, Sky View
P Coby Price, Sky View
House 2
*0 Ryan R. Bennet, Murray
S Breanne Corbridge, Ogden
P Casey Peterson, Sky View

Georgia Northern Mountain
Senalg 1
*0 Summer L. Saxon, Evans
*§ Jessica K. King, Brookwood
P Michae! Wolfe, Cerennial
P Brandon Sheats, Henry W. Grady
House 1
* 0 Cameron Secord, Brookwood
*§ Sibylle Freiermuih, Lakeview Academy
F Camercon Secord, Brookwood
P Donte Harvey, Hanry W. Grady

Puget Sound
Senate 1

*0 London England, Kamiak

* S Katy Ferguson, Tahoma
House 1

* O Paul Knudson, Eastlake
House 2

*0 Roberl A, Klaus, Ridgefield

Pennsylvania
Senale 1
* 0 Mark Russak, Norwin
* & Micholas J. Barber, Bishop Carroll
P John Bumnich, Greensburg Salsm
House 1
* 0 Kur Horinko, Uniontown Area
S Brice E. Lynn, McKeesport Area

House 2
* 0 Molly Green, Norwin
SFrank ldzik, Greensbury Salem

EastMissouri
Senale 1
* 0 Brett Pelerson, Howell North
* S Keegan Tomik, Parkway North
House 1
* 0 Mitch Wice, Ladue Horlon Watkins
S Paul Nolice, Pattonville
House 2
=0 Chase Replogie, JeFerson City
S Jennifer Bamas, Parkway North
House 3
* 0 Clayton Davis, Marquelte
S Baraka Jones, Pationville
Housa 4
* 0 Rob Fulmer, Pationville
S James Hazzard, Ladue Horton Walkins

uiL
Senale 1

* 0 Devan Patrick, Lindale

*§ Jesus Gonzales, Diboll
House 1

* 0 Scotl Newmyer, Vanguard
House 2

* 0O Jacocb Hopson, Lindale
House 3

*O Natalya J. Agd, Princeton
House ¢

QO willam C. Howell, Lindale

West Oklahoma
Senate 1
*Q Amanda Cusler, Nerman
*& Aaron Gray, Norman North
P Aaron Gray, Norman North
P Isaac Freeman, Putnam City North
House 1
* QO David Collins, Nerman Norlh
S Ryan Wood, Norman
P David Collins, Norman North
P Nikki K. Barker, Maretta
House 2
*Q Nic Robinson, Norman
S Palrick Ahem, Norman North
P Palnck Ahern, Norman North
P Nic Robinson, Norman
House 3
*Q Daniel Reches, Norman North
S Katie Mech, Noman
P Daniel Reches, Norman North
P Cery Copeland, Norman

1M
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Necessary Conditions
for Policy Debate

By David Glass

Democracy is a fragile thing. ln or-
der for it to work, many conditions are nec-
essary. The most obvious condition is
simple access to polling places, and the
right to vote in an atmesphere free of coer-
cion. A second clear condition for Democ-
racy to flourish is that qualified candidates
should be allowed to run for office, and
should be free to speak their minds - a bal-
lot of one offers no choice. A third condi-
tion, which is perhaps less immediately
obvious, is that voters need to have ac-
cess to information about the candidates
and what they stand for, otherwise the ex-
ercise of voting would be random and
therefore devoid of meaning. A fourth con-
dition, which is implied by the third, is that
voters need to have a means of processing
the information available, so that they can

contrast and compare competing propos-

als, and make an informed decision as to
which candidate they prefer, based on an
analysis of the proposals espoused by each
candidate.

Debate is an efficient mechanism to
satisfy the fourth condition - it allows a
forum in which office-seekers can directly
“clash™ and give reasons as to why their
ideas are superior to those of their adver-
saries. Unfortunately, debates by candi-
dates are quite rare - and often are not de-
bates at all, but extended media opportuni-
ties in which statements are made without
evidence, or without sufficient opportunity
for challenges. If debate can be defined by
one thing it can be defined by the presence
of a “comparison of policies” - the process
of comparing one set of concepts versus
arguments against that set; this is the es-

sential mechanism to offer democrats the
process of deciding between policy op-
tions. The paucity of true debate in the
public forums leaves it up to the voters to
stage their own debates - not always in a
formal sense, but at least to go through a
process of critical appraisal of competing
policy choices in order that they can at least
try to make an informed decision.

By imbuing students with the tools
to meet the “fourth condition” of a Democ-
racy - the ability to compare competing
policies - scholastic debate provides a criti-
cal mechanism to train students to be ef-
fective citizens, and activists in the politi-
cal process. First, scholastic policy debate
offers students a resolution of advocacy,
and asks them to both defend and oppose
a resolution which mandates governmen-
tal action. The very duality of responsibil-
ity (to both defend and to oppose the reso-
lution, in different debate rounds) forces
the future democrat to learn that there are
multiple sides to a question, and that an
effective defense of one position requires
a thorough understanding of the opposi-
tion. Second, policy debate forces stu-
dents to actively participate in a framework
established by the Resolution, and in so
domng they model the experience of the can-
didate - who must argue for voter support -
and of the activist voter, who tries to sway
others to her or his point of view. Third,
policy debate teaches the student to ap-
praise comnpeting values; often a policy may
have both benefits and disadvantages, and
it is only the experienced debater who can
accept a nuanced position, and show why
a particular issue may be preferable even
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when one recognizes its down-side.
Fourth, policy debate teaches the student
to participate in an organized proceeding
of advocacy; this is often the student’s first
experience in such a proceeding, and thus
- almost through osmosis - the student
soaks up the critical components of an ef-
fective forum for the exchange of ideas: they
learn process, they learn “fairness”, they
fearn what it is like to be judged by indi-
viduals with different preconceptions - and
thus they Jearn how important it is to have
mechamsms which allow them a hearing
which will be steeped with the feel of “jus-
tice,” despite the preconceptions which an
individual judge may bring to the debate.

Justas multiple conditions must be
in place in order for Democracy to flourish,
so too must multiple conditions be accepted
in order for an effective debate to occur,
and to allow an exchange of ideas and ar-
guments which will further critical goals as
such as informed choice. The first condi-
tion is a guarantee of this idea of “fairness”
to both sides in a debate. The “rules of
engagement”, which are often the source
of considerable contention, must allow
both sides to be heard in a manner which is
equitable to both. Without such fairness,
one capnot have the surety that the judge
gets access to the information that is nec-
essary to make an informed decision - nor
does it guarantee that the debater gets a
decision based on the procedural norms of
the forum, as opposed to the politics or
preconceptions of the judge. “Fairness”
is a way to frame the rationale behind rules
of procedure in general. For example, in
order for the court system to eamn the re-
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spect of all parties which participate in its
proceedings, there must be the expectation
that the law be applied in an evenhanded
manner. Fairness means that when both
sides go mto a proceeding, there is an ex-
pectation of normality as to how the law
may be applied - fairness does not mean
that both sides can say whatever they want
to say; it simply means that the law will be
applied consistently, evenly, and in a man-
ner in concert with prior precedent and pro-
cedure.

The importance of the procedural as-
surance of fairness in debate, the law, our
political processes, cannot be overstated.
Process issues form the structure of our
institutions - it is the faith in our processes
which gives decisions the weight of law, or
even the weight of “rightness™.

“Fairness” therefore needs to be
given the highest form of respect and pro-
cedural sway in a debate round. It is one
reason we have a resolution - to give both
sides a basis for debate, and to make sure
that both sides will bring to the debate ar-
guments based on a common ground. Were
the resolution irrelevant to either the affir-
mative or the negative, then one side or the
other could not be expected to participate
in the debate, and thus the process would
be fundamentally flawed.

Itis to maximize procedural faimeéss,
and thus imbue a faith in the process of
debate - this first forum for the free ex-
change of ideas - that one must insist on
asking debaters to limit their approaches
to mechanisms which can be reasonably
predicted. Debate has developed a theo-
retical basis to guarantee such predictabil-
ity, and it is comprised by the ideas of “topi-
cality” and “competitiveness.” First, the
Affirmative must be “topical”; they must
offer a plan which falls within the subset of
policies prescribed by the Resolution.
Without topicality, the Affirmative could
bring literally any issue to the debate fo-
rurn - and the negative could not hope to
respond, thus destroying the process. Sec-
ond, the Negative must be competitive with
the Affirmative. Ifthe Negative’s approach
does not compete with the affirmative’s
then the Negative could bring up any is-

sue or attempt to switch the framework of
the proceeding in an infinite number of
ways, and again there would be no way
that the Affirmative can be expected to be
prepared with aresponse. In a prior article,
I proposed the idea of “couuter topicality”
- to ask that the Negative be competitive
with the Resolution. An alternative way of
framing the same concepts is to say that
the Negative must sitnply be competitive
with the Affirmative Plan - not just when
offering a Counterplan, but also when of-
fering a competing framework to that of-
fered by the Affirmative. There are theo-
retical implications to either approach - but
the main point is to assure a process which
is fair, simply because it allows both the
Negative to come in to the proceeding
knowing the set of arguments which will
be introduced by the Affirmative, and, criti-
cally, that so too may be the Affirmative be
able to predict that the Negative’s approach
will be based on the Plan.
It i3 up to the judge to enforce this
idea - but it is critical that judges hear this
call: without their fair and evenhanded en-
forcement ofthe fundamental processes of
the activity... without the judges providing
both sides with the assurance that they can
enter the debate on an even footing, with
the ability to prepare in an equitable fash-
lon, judges will be teaching debaters that
there is no procedural certainty which is
available to them, and that debate can be
made into a “rigged game” which they can-
not overcome through work and prepara-
tion. This would be a tragic lesson to give
the debater. What is the option for the demo-
crat if the process forbids change based
on logic? What is the option for the activ-
ist if the law cannot be altered according to
the rules of the land? The option is remi-
niscent of the sort of totalitarian frameworks
which exist in other countries - where the
law does not serve everyone equally, and
where there is no faith in the decisions of
the courts or of the lawmakers.
Judges in competitive frameworks
thus have a responsibility that they may
not have really considered in full force;
they are teaching students whether the
system in which they compete is worth
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engaging in, or whether itis not. This “sys-
tem” of which I speak is not tied to any
other political system or idea except the idea
of democracy, that each individual can be
heard in a fair process. Ifthe very first po-
litically-styled system encountered by the
student cannot be kept fair, what lessons
will be learned from figuring that out? And
what mechanism will remain to teach our
future leaders to form a process which can
be judged admirable in the future?

We live in contentious times, We
need to be rigorous in enforcing our core
beliefs, and our core processes. Debate is
a way of teaching those processes. Let us
work as hard as possible to keep it fair, We
cannot “depoliticize” it, since as we have
come to learn, everything can be thought
of as political - but we can make sure it is
approachable in a way which feels like jus-
tice.

(David Glass is President of
NDCA)

National Tournament
Registration/Entry
Forms

All entry forms including
Congress are found on the NFL
website (refer to the tab titled
National Tournament)
www.nflonline.org
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Stanford National Forensics Institute

LD/IE

Lincoln Douglas, Individual Events
and Parliamentary Debate

Phone
650-723-9086

Web
www.snfi.org
www.snfild.org

E-mail
info@snfi.org

New Staff

Cherian Koshy, Individual Events Director

|Mr. Koshy is the former coach of Lincoln-Douglas debate and Extemporaneous
| Speaking at Apple Valley where he coached the 2003 Minnesota State Champion
Land the 2002 NCFL Runner-up in extemporaneous speaking. He is also the
Executive Director of the Summer at the Center, another one of the premier
Individual Events institutes in the nation.

Drew Hammond, Interpretation Instructor

Drew Hammond currently coaches Interp events for Eagan High School in Eagan
Minnesota, previous to which he coached at Apple Valley High School. Drew
believes in fostering the skills necessary to atlow students the freedom to
create and develop their own unique style of performance. This philosophy has
propelled his students to become finalists and champions at tournaments like
Glenbrooks, Pine Crest, Berkeley, NCFL's and the NFL tournament. Additionally,
Drew is a published playwright and an accomplished stand-up comedian

More staff to be announced soon, check us out online at
www.snfi.org and www., snfild.org for the most
up to date information

New Approach

» Personalized individual attention and small group settings ensure that each
student improves.Improve and refine skills that would be applicable to any
performance such as delivery, characterizations, and movement.

* Learn the most up-to-date techniques to improve your performance and take
you to the next level and set you apart from other competitors.

» Get a head start on finding material, research, writing, cutting, and critiqued
performances before the season even begins!

» Separate beginner and advanced programs to cater to each student's needs.
A fun, challenging environment complements a rigorous curriculum that ensures
students enjoy their time on Stanford's beautiful campus while learning more
than they expected!
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As you improve your communication skills, reward your
efforts with a hand-crafted key or keypin. Each colored
stone--emerald, sapphire, or ruby--represents progression
towards your commitment to being one of our "Nation's
Future Leaders".

GNIA

ORDER NO.

Membership Recognition

25 pts = (Mcrit}) Plain

75 pts = (Degree of Honor) Emerald

150 pts = (Degree of Excellence) Sapphire

250 pts = (Degrec of Distinction) Ruby

500 pts = (Degree of Special Distinction) Doubls Ruby
750 pts = {(Degree of Superior Distinction) Triple Ruby
1000 pts = (Degree of Cutstanding Distinction) Qnad Ruby
1500 pts = (Degree of Premier Distinction) Quint Ruby

Medium Key Size=1" (stem to stemn)

Large Key Size= 1 1/2" (stem to stem)

Indicaie Quantity of Each Item

Key = Loop to put on a chain

$11.00 Medium Pins, Stlver Plate

$12.00 Large Pins, Silver Plate

$10.00 Medium Kevs Silver Plate

$LL0D Large Keys, Silver Plate

$9.00 "NFL" Menogram Pin, Silver Plate

§ 800 "NFL" Monogram Tie-Tac, Silver Plate
§ 8.00 NFL Serviee Bar

: Doubie Triple Quint Each
. . . | Bt | Swpbie | Ry | Rty | Qs Ruby | Ray | Deoond |
Quantity  Price Deseription Plaiz ® ooadd 2dd add 2dd add 2dd rdd otg
51.00 5200 | 5200 | a0 | $600 | 3800 | $19.00 | $18.0
Note: Pin = Pin to clothing

Note: Monograms Do NOT have stones in them, letters ounly.

$18.00 Medium Pin, Gold Electroplate

$20.00 Large Pin, Gold Electroplate

$18.00 Medium Key, Gold Eleciroplate

$20.00 Large Key, Gold Electroplate

$10.00 Monogram Pin, Gold Electroplate

COACHES ONLY

5 900 Monogram Tie-Tac, Gold Electroptale

Note: Monograms Do NOT have stones in them, letters only.

Shipping and Handting + $800
v Make checks payable to NFL
. Total A tD
Please ship to: Ao e :
Name: Send Orders to:
School: - _ National Forensic League
School Address: PO.Box 38
) ) 125 Watson St.
City: State: Zipt4 Code: Ripon, W1 54971-0038
Phone:( ) Fax:{ )}
. Phone: (920)748-6206
Email:

ORDER THROUGH THE NFL ONLINE STORE

WWW.NFLONLINE.ORG
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Going to Nationals?

No idea what wins?
No time to prepare?

Not going to Nats?
Get winning ideas for next year!
Prepare for next season!

Dale Videos can help!

Final rounds since 1983 available
View our entire catalogue on-line
Faxed & web orders ship in 24 hours

No cash for materials?

Dale now accepts Visa & 7
Mastercard!

www.dalepublishing.us

Fax your purchase order today:
816-350-9377
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Rank Change District Average No. Degrees Leading Chapter No. of Degrees

1 -- Three Trails (KS) 229 Blue Valley North HS 589

2 -- Calif. Coast 188 Leland High School 743

3 +1 Heart Of America (MO) 187 Independence Truman/Liberty Sr 430

4 -1 Northern South Dakota 183 Wateriown High School 416

5 -- Sunflower (KS) 178 Wichita East High School 309

6 -- East Kansas 174 Shawnee Mission East HS 538

6 +2  Show Me (MO) 174 Belton High School 422

8 -1 East Los Angeles 172 Gabrielino High School 713

; 9 - Northern Ohio 161 Canfield High School 249
5 10 +3 New York City 158 Regis High School 534
' 11 -- Kansas Flint-Hills 154 Washburn Rural High School 375
| 12 +2  West Kansas 152 McPherson High School 385
13 -1 San Fran Bay (CA) 148 James Logan High School 741

14 -5 Hini (IL) 145 Downers Grove South HS 407

| 14 -- Montana 145 Flathead Co High School 397
14 +3 Nebraska 145 Millard North High School 374

17 +3 Northern lllinocis 144 New Trier Township HS 413

| 18 -- Rocky Mountain-South 142 Lakewood High School 233
18 -2 Rushmore (SD) 142 Sioux Falls Lincoln HS 378

20 +4 Eastern Missouri 137 Pattonville High School 410

' 21 +1 Northwest Indiana 134 ~ Plymouth High Schoaol 436
21 -2 Central Minnesota 134 Eastview High School 321

23 -1 Ozark 132 Central HS - Springfield 393

24 -3 Florida Manatee 130 Nova High School 483

25 -- North East Indiana 124 Chesterton High School 618

25 +3 South Kansas 124 El Dorado High School 277

27 -1 Southern Minnesota 120 Edina High School 358

28 +1 Eastern Ohio 119 Perry High School 374

29 +1 New England (MA-NH) 117 Lexington High School 398

29 +8  Great Salt Lake 17 Skyline High School 238

29 +5 Utah-Wasatch 17 Sky View High School 269

32 -5 South Texas 116 Bellaire High School 747

33 - Nebraska South 114 Lincoln East High School 307

34 -2 Florida Panther 112 Trinity Preparatory School 252

34 -4 Inland Empire (WA) 112 University High School 237

36 - Hole In The Wall (WY) 111 Cheyenne East High School 337

37 +4  ldaho 109 Skyline High School 248

37 -2 Carver-Truman (MO) 109 Neosho High School 425

37 +1 Golden Desert (NV) 109 Green Valley High School 260

37 +2  Sundance (UT) 109 Bingham High School 267

41 - Northern Wisconsin 103 Appleton East High School 331

42 -1 South Carolina 938 Riverside High School 401

42 -2 Michigan a8 FPortage Central High School 219

44 +2 New Mexico 97 Albugquerque Academy 267

45 +2  Sierra (CA) 96 Sanger High School 286

45 -1 North Ceast (OH) 96 Gilmour Academy 278

47 +1 East Texas 95 Dulles High School 228

48 +2 New Jersey 94 Ridge High School 317

49 -5 Southern California 93 Claremont RHigh School 215

50 +4  Hoosier Crossroads (IN) 91 Brebeuf Jesuit Preparatory School 214

51 -1 Arizona 90 Desert Vista High Schoo! 320

52 +2 North Dakota Roughrider 88 Fargo South High School 205




Rank Change District

52
54
54
56
56
56
56
60
60
60
60
64
64
64
64
68
68
68
71
72
73
73
75
75
75
78
79
80
81
81
81
84
85
85
87
88
89
89
91
92
92
94
a5
96
97
98
o8
100
101
102
103
104

+12
+18
+4

Wind River (WY)
West Oklahoma
Valley Forge (PA)
Colorade

Pittsburgh

Central Texas
Western Washington
Greater lllinois

West lowa

Lone Star (TX)
Southern Wisconsin
Deep South (AL)

Big Valley (CA)
Rocky Mountain-North (CO)
Colorado Grande
Northern Lights (MN)
Western Ohio

North Texas Longhorns
Heart Of Texas

East Oklahoma
Kentucky

Space City (TX)

New York State

North Oregon

West Texas

Hoosier Heartland (IN)
Tennessee

West Los Angeles
Georgia Southern Peach
Mississippi

South Oregon
Sagebrush (NV)
Tarheel East (NC)
Gulf Coast (TX)

Puget Sound {WA)
Florida Sunshine

East lowa

Carolina West (NC)
Louisiana

Georgia Northern Mountain
Pennsylvania

Uil (Texas)

South Florida

Hawaii

Chesapeake (MD)
Maine

Tall Cotton (TX)
Mid-Atlantic (VA & MD)
West Virginia

Capitol Valley (CA)
tfroguois (NY)

Pacific Islands (GU)
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88
87
87
86
86
86
86
85
85
85
85
84
84
84
84
83
83
83
82
79
78
78
77
77
77
76
75
72
71
71
71
69
68
68
67
66
65
65
64
60
60
59
54
53
52
49
49
46
43
42
41
21
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Leading Chapter

Kelly Walsh High School
Norman North High School
Holy Ghost Prep

Cherry Creek High School
North Allegheny Sr High School
Winston Churchill High School
Gig Harbor High School
Harrisburg High School
Dowling Catholic High School
Plano Sr High School
Marquette Univ High School
The Montgomery Academy
Fred C Beyer High School
Rocky Mountain/Greeley Central
Centennial High School
Moorhead Senior High School
Syivania Northview High School
Plano East Sr High School
Carroli High Scheol

Jenks High School

Rowan County Sr High School
Alief Taylor High School
Monticello Central High School
Westview High School

El Paso Coranado High School
West Lafayette High School
Morristown West High School
Loyola High School

Starr's Mill High School
Hattiesburg High Schoo!
Ashland High School

Reno High School

Cary Academy

Gregory Portland High School
Kamiak High School

Acad of the Holy Names/Pine View
West High School - lowa City
Myers Park High School

St Thomas More High School
Henry W Grady High School
Greensburg Salem High School
Princeton High School

Michael Krop High School
Kamehameha Schools
Baltimore City College High School
Poland Regional High School
Big Spring High School
Randolph Macon Academy
Wheeling Park High School
Granite Bay High School

R L Thomas High School
Harvest Christian Academy

No. of Degrees

187
318
181
347
217
356
226
173
249
269
242
301
252
226
215
268
129
195
240
265
174
188
132
181
157
189
172
158
21
157
130
177
169
207
151
119
246
252
195
191
159
200
129
248
129
91
125
153
63
100
132
54
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’ NFL Events

\ Tournament and Coach Workshop
' . Executive Secretary Visits One of Several
Photos provided Tournaments and Coach Workshops

by
Don Crabtree

*

; -

# Park Hill High School

B .

..--.""lluru&"!?" W T
g LA LR

900 entries
23 school participation

Newburger Novice Fling Forensic
Coach Workshop held February 11-12,
2005 hosted by Park Hill High School

PARK HiLL and Park Hill South High School.

gpeech and Debale

Vice President Don Crabtree welcomes Mr. & Mrs. Wunn
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THE CAPITOL CLASSIC
DEBATE INSTITUTE

Was hington D.C. ‘I

5 years of Excellence

RETURNS FOR A SIXTH CONSECUTIVE YEAR IN JUNE 2005

www.summerdebate.cua.edu/capitol
m i[ ﬂ Discover excellence. Experience success.
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