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CDE Debate and Extemp Camps?!

Anton Ford Winthrop Hayes !
Twice a National Champion (1993, 1994). CDE Alumni 1993 i
Twice an L.D. Trophyist. CDE Alumni 1991 ‘

TEAM DEBATE |
WORLD CHAMPIONS. Lincoln Douglas

Twice. National Champions

« In 1994 five of the twelve
top finishers at Nationals
were CDE alumni (includ-
ing Eric Beerbohm, David
Roe, and Anton Ford)

« CDE is the only camp to | J
ever have its students
: _ “close out”L.D. final round

Ami Arad Jennifer Rotman ]

CDE 1992 CDE 1992 at Natlonals

In 1994 the U.S. won the world high school championships
for the first time. In 1990 CDE alumni were the first college
team to win the world for the U.S.




" Who needs CDE Debate and Extemp Camp?

Ted Scutti Ami Arad

1st Extemp, Phi Kappa Delta Nationals 1993 1st Foreign Extemp 1993
1st N.F.L. Commentary 1992 CDE Alumni 1992

CDE Alumni 1989-91

Courtney
Sr. 1993 : .
Courtney Meyer Jill Van Pelt
2nd U.S. Extemp 1993 1st Impromptu 1993
CDE Alumni 1992 CDE Alumni 1992
Not Pictured: Not Pictured:
Stephen Wray K.C. Allan
2nd Foreign Extemp 1993 3rd U.S. Extemp 1993
CDE Alumni 1992 CDE Alumni 1992

CDE is now accepting applications for its 1995 camps,

LINCOLN DOUGLAS and EXTEMP camp July 6-21, Durango, Colorado, $925%, $85 application.
CX TEAM DEBATE Camp: July 16-August 5, Texas, S985%, $85 application. Send to: CDE, P.O.
Box Z, Taos, N.M. 87571 (505-751-0514)




The 63rd

NATIONAL SUMMER
NS TITUTE
N FORENSICS

THE UNIVERSITY OF IOWA

Iowa City, Iowa

POLICY DEBATE

June 26 - July 15

LINCOLN-DOUGLAS DEBATE
June 26 - July 8

TEACHERS' INSTITUTE
June 26 - July 15

Paul Slappey

A. Craig Baird Debate Forum
12 International Center
University of Iowa

Iowa City, lowa 52242-1802

319/335-0621 * FAX 319/335-2111

Application materials available February 28




On the Cover: The original (1967) artist's THE ROSTRUM

drawing of the building Official Publication of the National F ic Lesg

; icial Publication of the National Forensic League
which now houses NFL. (USPS 471-180) (ISSN 1073-5526)

Donus D. Roberts, President
Thi blication i William Woods Tate, Vice President

13 publication 1s PHILLIPS James M. Copeland

made possible ‘ . s

by the]i’hillips Editor and Publisher

P.0. Box 38
Petroleum Company Ripon, Wisconsin 54971
(414) 748-6206

The Rostrum (471-180) is published monthly, except July and August each
school year by the National Forensic League, 125 Watson St, Ripon,
Wisconsin 54971. Second-class postage paid at Ripon, Wisconsin 54971.

Next Month: William Bennett on Criteria POSTMASTER: send address changes to THE Rostrum, P.0. Box 33, Ripon,
in LD Debate. Tony Figliola SUBSSCRIPTION PRICES
L ividuals: $10 ber School J
onin lel dual events. Individuals: $10 one year; :3 (;:iwﬁ?’ l)‘r:i;;z.b-Mem er ools $250 each

NEW RULES

The NFL Executive Council has established these new Interp
rules which will be in force for NFL tournaments. Microfilm and Microfiche now are an acceptable way to
provide the original source of a cutting. Film or fiche must be
Congress of the complete sources.
A district congress attended by 8 - 11 schools and fifty or
more congresspersons may qualify 4 congress entrants to Extemp and Debate
nationals. With 8 - 11 schools and less than 50, only 2 qualify. Printouts from "on line" computer services may be used
in the extemp prep room. If quoted in debate rounds, as
Judging evidence, complete citation: author, qualifications; source and
Schools which qualify a cross ex debate team to nation- date must be given. Page numbers are no longer required in
als must furnish a cross ex judge. debate evidence citations. ) :

CARE: A SECOND LOOK

Beginning with the Summer Conference held during National Tournament in ’93 and '94, the C.A.R.E. Committee
August 1992 in Denver, Colorado, there has emerged a new spent time discussing, creating and refining projects which
component within the boundaries of the National Forensic will offer experienced and new coaches opportunities for
League. During the Indianapolis National Tournament and training and assistance on the N.F.L. district level.
then continuing during the Kansas City Nationals, the As an individual coach it is important for you to inquire
Coaching Attraction, Retention, and Education Committee about some of these opportunities and to watch for details
held discussions and meetings with the direction of creatinga  and information in future issues of the Rostrum. It is impor-
way to support the goals of the Phillips 66 Urban and Rural tant for both the local chapter and the district to become
Conference. _ aware of the opportunities that this program will offer to

A summary of their reports will be sent to district coaches and chapters through the help of the National
chairpersons and original Phillips Conference participants in Forensic League and its Phillips Petroleumm Company partner.
hopes that all can see that the generated ideas are alive and ; Bob Stockton
means of implementation are being sought. Anaheim Western (CA) HS

During those meetings held simultaneously with the Member CA.RE.

WORLD TEAM SELECTED

Team USA has been selected for the Seventh World Brett Watson, Garden City HS, (KS)
; Schools Debate Championship in Cardiff, Wales in February. William Wilson, Montgomery Bell Academy, (TN)
i Team mermbers: Head of Delegation Richard B. Sodikow of Bronx H.S. of
| Travis Johnson, Isidore Newman School (LA) Science, (NY) and coach Sue Wenzlaff of Austin Peay College,
\’ Robert Kirsch, Raytown South HS, (MO) (TN) will accompany the team.
\ Emily Porter, Franklin Pierce HS, (WA) Good luck to Team NFL/USA!

r——-————---——-———---———————-———-------———-1

: L/D TOPIC LINE: (414) 748-LD4U :

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




How many of these
topics will your class or
team argue this year’?

4

These are just a few of the topics covered
in The C@ Researcher this year!

Politics and Government:

(3 Political Scandals, May 1994

(3 Public Opinion and Foreign Policy, July 1994
O3 Religion and Politics, October 1994

(3 Talk Show Democracy, April 1994

(3 Testing Term Limits, November 1994

Business and Economics:

3 Economic Sanctions, October, 1994
3 Mutual Funds, May 1994

3 Soccer in America, April 1994

(3 Underground Economy, March 1994

Education:

3 Education Standards, March 1994

(3 Education and Gender, June 1994

" {3 Home Schooling, September 1994

3 Religion in Schools, February 1994

3 Racial Tensions in Schools, January 1994

Health and Wellness:

(3 Blood Supply Safety, November 1994
(1 Birth Control Choices, July 1994

(3 Prozac Controversy, August 1994

(3 Regulating Tobacco, September 1994
(3 Reproductive Ethics, April 1994

Science and the Environment:

(3 Genetically Engineered Foods, August 1994
(3 Historic Preservation, October 1994

33 Public Land Policy, June 1994

(3 Regulating Pesticides, January 1994

(3 Water Quality, February 1994

Social, Ethnic and Civil Rights Issues:

(3 Crime Victims’ Rights, July 1994

O3 Courts and the Media, September 1994
3 Gun Control, June 1994

3 Juvenile Justice, February 1994

(3 Welfare Experiments, September 1994

- School:

Get your students started right with The CQ
Researcher, the source that offers background,
outlook, pros and cons, a chronology and two
bibliographies on a different current topic
every week!

Single copies of The CQ Researcher are
available for just $7.00 each — order now!

To order: Please return this entire page or a photocopy to
Congressional Quarterly Inc. Attn: Kim Goldberg, Depart-
ment RT, 1414 22nd Street NW, Washington, D.C. 20037

Name:
Title:

Phone: ( )
Address:
City:
State: ZIP:

Total x $7.00 = $

Plus 5.75% sales tax (D.C. only) $
Total = $

3 Bill me P.O. number:
Authorized signature:

1 Check enclosed. Please make payable to Congressional Quarterly Inc.
0 Please send me subscription information.

7 Please send subscription information to my library:

Librarian: '
School:
Phone: ( )
Address:
City:
State: ZIP:

C For more information or bulk order discounts, call
Q CQ customer service at (202) 887-8621 or
(800) 432-2250 ext. 621. ALRTBS




THE NATURALISTIC FALLACY IN VALUE DEBATE \

There has been a tendency
in debates of value resolutions
toresort to what has been called
a "core value." This strategy of
debateisolates the concernof a
resolution in terms of its impli-
cations on single aspect or sub-
Ject of value orientation.

For example, given the
resolution

Resolved: That euthana-
sia is justified

the focus of a constructive
speech would be on a single, or
core, value, such as individual
liberty, or the "value" of society.

Ethical theorists use the
terms "naturalistic fallacy" to
refer to this strategy. G. E.
Moore discusses the fallacy at
length in his Principia Ethica,
arguing that the property of
goodness is not synonymous
with the things that possess that
property. :

The naturalistic fallacy is
committed when the boundaries
of the debate are shifted from
the value implicit in affirma-
tion or negation of a
resolutional issue to the value of
aseparateissueasitisaffected,
sometimes indirectly, by the
resolutional issue. The analysis
of the constructive limits itself
to a single subject, deemed a
value, rather than the compre-
hensive value of a resolution.

It is important to under-
stand, in dealing with resolu-
tions of value, what "value"
means, according to WebstersIl
(1984):

A principle, standard, or quality

regarded as worthwhile or

desirable. To rate according to
relative estimate of worth or
desirability.

In other words, a principle
or standard is rated as valuable
or desirable for determinable
reasons. There is something in-
herently unsatisfiable aboutre-
ducing the analytical scope or
relative value of a resolutional
issue to single or core value. In
cases of core value debate, the
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by Martin "Randy” Cox

guilty party has merely re- -

placed the resolutional issue
with a single other issue.

However, a resolutional is-
sue is not synonymous with a
contingent issue. In other
words, "euthanasia” is not syn-
onymous with ‘"individual
rights"or "society." Reduction of
the affective dimension of a
resolutional issue to a single
core value is an affront to the
comprehensive value of the
resolutional issue.

Contingent Value Systems

Values do not exist in a
vacuum. To claim a "value"
means that one has placed
worth in a principle or standard.
We "value" things for different
reasons in different contexts.
We place value in an idea, prin-
ciple, concept, standard, object,
etc, because of complex systems
of interests or contingencies. In
other words, all of our values
are contingent upon the inter-
ests of the valuer, which may be
affected by different temporal
and cultural loci. It is perhaps
more appropriate to speak of
"value systems.”

It is the duty of the value
debater to flesh out the value
systemwhich supports affirma-
tion or negation of the value
resolution. A core value is
merely one aspect of the system
which reasons that we value the
principle.

The core of a value debate
should be in justifying the ac-
ceptance or denial of a resolu-
tion;i.e. thereis greater value in
affirmation or negation of the
resolution

The following section sug-
gests a strategy for dealing with
resolutions as contingent upon
value systems. It is the conten-
tion of this essay that a unified
strategy of analysis would bet-
ter fulfill the potential range
and importance of a resolution
than the core value strategy.

J{O

Unified Analysis in Value
Constructives

The unified approach to
analysis has been used in the
past in constructing answers to
questions in the Extemporane-
ous Speaking event. The style
first answers the topic question
definitively, and then provides
sound reasons as the body com-
ponents of the speech, rather
than disjointed areas of analy-
sis which often have little to do
with the answer to a question.

Value resolutions are simi-
lar to topic questions. However,
the answer to the potential
question is stated in the con-
struction of the resolution. For
example, the question Is capital
punishment justified? becomes
"Resolved: That capital punish-
ment is justified. A resolution
answers a rhetorical question.

The next step in unifying
analysisis to provide sound rea-
sons or proofs for an answer or
rhetorical statement. The mea-
sure of analytical success
should be in its persuasive
scope. If a resolution can be
demonstrated to be justified in
greatmeasure, then the value of
affirmation of the resolution
has also been demonstrated. If
a resolution can be shown to be
unjustified in great measure,
then its negation has been
shown to be more valuable than
its affirmation.

The following is an ex-
ample of the potential wording
of preview outlining in negation
of the aforementioned resolu-
tion.

"“The negative stands
against the resolution. In fact,
capital punishment is not justi-
fied, because, first, capital pun-
ishment destroys life; second, it
destroys individual liberty; and
finally, capital punishment af-
firms autocracy.”

The foundation for con-
structive developmentis nowin
place. Rhetorical and philo-




sophical proofs can now be of-
fered in support of several con-
tentions, thus extending the
scope of the analysisagainstthe
resolution.

In addition, the unified ap-
proach to value constructives
keeps the focus of debate on the
resolutional issue by showing
the contingencies of a value sys-
tem in the context of the resolu-
tionrather than a single item of
value which, in the course of the
debate, becomes synonomous
with the resolutional issue (the
"my value is bigger than your
value" approach).

Attacking a Core Value

Because core value debate
focuses the context of a con-
structive speech around a single

rinciple of value articulated by

usually) a single philosopher,
core value debate has the poten-
tial toleaveitself open to a num-
ber of problers. LD'ers who are
unsatisfied with the core value
approach will want to develop
a more sophisticated form of
analysis, especially those LD'ers
who are adept at philosophical
inquiry and support.

LD'ers who choose to run
core value cases should also be
aware of the potential pitfalls
of the method. The following
suggestions will help in pointing
out the flaws in a core value
case and in composing effective
responses.

The main things that every
LD'er needs to remember are:1)
NOT A SINGLE philosopher in
the history of normative ethics
ever claimed that a single con-
cept was the "end-all-be-all” of
value discussion. Every philo-
sophical position is dependent
upon contingent circumstances
and a very particular world-
view. 2) NOT A SINGLE phi-
losopher (yes, including Rawls),
ever even insinuated that the
major subject of their works
should be the subject of every
debate of value. 3) NOT A
SINGLE philosopher ever ar-
ticulated a formal criteria
which indicated that, having
fulfilled the criteria,any contin-

gent principle would have abso-
lute value. The notion thatalla
debater would have to do is to
uphold justice according to
Rawls' definition to win the
round is absolutely ludicrous,
and an affront to the very na-
ture of value debate and the use
of philosophical principles. 4)In
addition, no resolution can be
simplified or reduced to a single
value, because resolutions deal
with a multitude of value sys-
tems, some of which support,
others of which deny, and oth-
ers of which have little to do
with the jurisdiction of the reso-
lution.

Criteria

The criteria for fulfillment
of a value is NOT the same as a
criteria for the debate. The vot-
ing criteria lies in who best de-
fends the affirmation or nega-
tion of the resolution. As any
judge will attest, the ballot for
Lincoln-Douglas Debate does
not claim anywhere that a de-
bater must establish a core
value. An LD ballot asks the

. judge to determine who has

done the best debating, accord-
ing to the judging criteria of case
and analysis, support through
evidence and reasoning, and or-
ganization and delivery. Any
debater who claims that you
must have a core value to win
the debate is lying. Core value
isa styleof debate,and certainly
not the only style.

Values

Values are principles or
ideas which we value for spe-
cificreasons. It is not enough to
assume that these principles or
ideas have intrinsic value.
There is not such thing. "Democ-
racy,” "liberty," and "justice” are
not values, they are principles
which we value according to a
particular world-view. If the
debater is going to use these con-
cepts as the basis for a case, then
he or she must demonstrate why
these concepts are valued and
why they should be the focus of
attention when we have already
been given a fo6cus of attention

(the topic of the resolution). By
the same token, principles or
ideas which we disvalue, we do
for logical reasons. It is not
enough tosay "elitism,” one must
demonstrate why elitism is bad.

Questions

Often, LD'ers will be asked
and should ask the following
questions when debating a core
value debater:

1) "What is your value?”
Why asked: this is question
asked by core value debaters
hoping to pin down a debate to
a single subject separate from
the resolution. Appropriate re-
sponse. "If you are referring to
the style of debate which
chooses a single value, that
would be a gross understate-
ment of my case. If I had to
choose a 'core’ value, it would be
the benefit/harm of the subject
of the resolution.

2) "What is your criteria?"
Why asked: This question is
asked in order to claim some
kind of neutral criteria by
which two core values can be
compared. Appropriate re-
sponse. "The criteria for this
debate is who best affirms or
denies the resolution.”

3) "What does your criteria
do?" Why asked: this question
should be asked of core value
debaters. Remember, thereis a
difference between the criteria
for fulfillment of a principle of
value, and a criteria for the de-
cisionin theround. Alsoremem-
ber that it is up to the judge to
decide who best proves or ne-
gates the resolution.

4)"Who says your criteria is
right?" Why asked: The design-
ersof LD didn't sitdown and say,
"Hey, let'smake it so thatif they
fulfill some abstract criteria,
they win the round." Who de-
signed the criteria? Does it
make any sense? What is the
logical basis for this criteria?
Did the philosopher say that this
was so?

5) "Where did your philoso-
pher establish this criteria?"
Why asked Forces the core
(Cox to page 15)

The Rostrum




Our traditional policy research, complete
topic analysis and more than 2000 cards on
all aspects of the topic! Featuring THE
most unique & current DA and counterplan
positions available anywhere!

® Topicality
e Counterplans
® Theory Strategy

® Disadvantages
e Aff Strategy
® Neg Positions

Specific Evidence On:
Russian Refugees, Haiti, China, International
Aid, Migrants, International Cooperation,
Human Rights, Humanitarian Intervention,
Cuba, Border Patrol, INS, Social Services,
Riots, Employer Sanctions, Population, Visa
Lottery & MUCH MORE!!

Researched by Sherry Hall and Dallas Perkins,
coaches of the Harvard debate team, as well as
many members of the Harvard squad.
"IMPACTS" includes all of the evidence from the Harvard
Electronic Database Handbook — available only on
HARVEX — covering a few key issues:

The Impact of Immigration

The Environmental & Population Impacts

Immigration’s Social & Cultural Impacts

Mexican Revolution and the Impacts on

US/Mexico Relations

Immigration and Isolationism — Economic &

Political Impacts

Impacts of Sovereignty Entrenchment

Counterplans (with Impacts on both sides):

— Democracy Promotion

— Development Assistance

— Family Planning Assistance

MUCH MORE!

COUNTERPLANS
o Socialism @ Anarchy/Degovern

¢ World Order ® Judicial Action/Courts
This manual covers the core counterplans

that appear year after year in CX debate.
Solid explanations, intelligently designed Perfect

¢ Population

manual a "must-have’ for all CX debaters!
Don't waste time researching the backfile
positions; use POSITIONS and spend your
research time on original topic specific work!

DISADVANTAGES  |§
¢ Rights Malthus @ Technocracy - Name:
¢ Economic Growth

This s the best way to keep on top of the Gl

big-guns positions that relate to every policy
) 1gently ) . topic. We've cut all the evidence needed to
briefs and cogent strategic advioe make this \GQUATOIIN debats these disadvantages in a user-friendly
format complete with strategic advice on how
to run them at their best! No truly prepared
debater can, or will want to, do without the
high impact arguments in this manual!

Featuring Analysis Of:
Morality Situational Ethics
Sanctity of Life
Liberty

Theory Discussions by expert 1.D debaters explaining the
basics of frow 1o design and execute affirmative and
negative strategy — plus extra advice for the adva rnced
debater (e.g. learn 1o turn the case like an expert!), as well
us « few reminders about research, flowing. ctc.

Justice
Equality  Social Contract
Individualism Utilitarianism

Strategic Advice built into cach section in the form of end
note numhbers that match numbered advice at the end of
cach section. Paradigm created tiis unique system for
letting you know exactly what we were thinking when we cul
the cards, or what the argument may mean when

interacting with other argumernts, and lots more! We think
youll appreciate the tips and they Il be a novice lifesaver!

»RC A Tlaaj )\ SN
Paradigm rcleases an analysis of each \‘\

NET. topic and. because we ship 7 days
after the topic is announced. you have
plenty of time to do more rescarch!
® ‘Lopic overview explaining the new topic
3 Pre-Bricfed Alfirmative Cases with extensions
® 3 Pre-Brieted Negative Cases with extensions
® I'xtension bricts on the general and
philisophical issuces related to the topic
® Strategic advice explaining complicated
concepts and ideas for advanced argumen

HARVARD DEBATE

PARADIGM RESEARCH
Decbating Immigration
Policy 1994

PARADIGM POSITIONS:
Disadvantages
Counterplans

POWER GENERICS

TOPIC ANALYSES:
4-Topic Subscription
Indidividual Analysis
Specify Topic:

SHIPPING
(§3 per item)

Address:

State/Zip:
School:
PO/ Card #:
Date Of Expiration:

PARADIGM RESEARCH Fox s
1218 WEST HICKORY T Welon!
DENTON, TEXAS 76201 8318
(817) 380-1004 _




BASIC DRAMA PROJECTS

6th Edition
Fran Averett Tanner
One of the most popular drama texts for 30 years, Basic Drama Projects
has a new look and new contents. The book maintains its comprehensive,
sequential, easy-to-follow approach. Each chapter includes an acting or
technical theatre project. A separate teacher's manual has additional
activities, sources for scenes, and a complete bibliography and theatre
supply list.

Features
New monologues and scenes.
New chapters on theatre history.
All chapters revised and updated.

READERS THEATRE
FUNDAMENTALS
2nd Edition
Fran Averett Tanner

This drama curriculum for the '90s allows creative drama experiences
in less time and at less expense. Every assignment is detailed, clearly
presented, and easy for students to understand. Requires no teacher's
manual.

CREATIVE

COMMUNICATION
4th Edition
Fran Averett Tanner
Imaginative projects in acting, speaking, and
oralreading. Stimulates students' creativity
and keeps them active and on their feet.
Features
Basic assignments presented in detail.
Easy-to-follow, sequential activities that
help avoid endless student questions.

Features
A new approach to assemblies, community programs, and the
school theatre season.
Comprehensive appendixes of source material, program
suggestions, and sample scripts.
Pictures, scripts, and examples throughout.
Drama productions made easy.’

ORDER FORM — Prices good through December 31, 1995

: ( TITLE QTY _ LIST _NET AMOUNT) l
| P.O. Box 19240 Basic Drama Projects (HB) $33.33 $25.00 |
Topeka, KS 66619-0240 Basic Drama Projects (SB) $22.00 $16.50

| Publishing Phone/Fax: 913-862-0218 Teacher's Manual $ 800 $6.00 I

| Since 1948 In the US., 1-800-845-1916 Readers Theatre Fundamentals $2067  $15.50 |

I Creative Communication $19.33 $14.50 I
Advancing in Debate (HB) $28.00 $21.00

I PLEASE PRINT OR TYPE Advancing in Debatc (SB) $2000  $15.00 I

| : Mastering Competitive Debate (HB) $30.00 $22.50 I
Mastering Competitive Debate (SB) $20.00 $15.00

| Name Lincoln-Douglas Debate $24.65  $18.50 |

| school 38 Basic Speech Experiences $2133  $16.00 |

I More Than Talking —_— $15.33 $11.50 I

| Address Writing and Editing School News $17.33 $13.00 |

it State___ Zi ( )

I ¢ y P PLEASE NOTE 1531(1) OI.( T(;;I‘ﬁ:: dling* l

| Telephone — ipping ndling* .......... l
+ To receive the school net price, SUBTOTAL

| order must be accompanied by | KS Sales Tax (4.9%)** ........ |

check or school purchase order.

l [J VISA [] MASTERCARD » Use list price for credit card TOTAL AMOUNT ... |

' Card # orders, * 8% of Book Total on orders of 6 or more boaks (15% |

l Expiration Date * A manual and one free book are for Canadian orders). On orders of § books or f§wer, l

| Xpira included with each order of 25 add §3 for the first book and $1 for each additional |

Slgnature books. book.ordered (‘$3 and $;2 for Canadian orders).
l L ) ** Applies to individuals in Kansas only. l
L




About a decade ago, I was
asked to be on a committee that
would draft the ballot and con-
stitutional guidelines for Duo
Interp, an event the NCFL had
tried on an experimental basis,
and one that, due to its popular-
ity, begged for permanent sta-
tus. Since that time, Duo has
become a favorite among con-
testants, judges, and observers
at local tournaments as well as
at the NCFL Grand Tourna-
ment. Without question, it has
many built-in advantages, both
theoretical and pragmatic:

(1) It provides the reticent
speaker with a partner to lean
on until confidence is suffi-
ciently built.

(2) It affords each per-
former the chance torespond to
the genuine emotions and
rhythms of another.

(3) It enables the audience
to experience the nonverbals of
the listening character.

(4) It permits the genuine
overlapping nature of conversa-
tion that solo dramatic/humor-
ous precludes.

(6) It invites the actor to
immerse him/herself totally
into a character, sustaining a
unique physical, intellectual,
and emotional makeup, and tak-
ing it through a scene's develop-
ment.

(6) It,as well, affords more
students the opportunity to ex-
perience national competition.

(7) It encourages students
to join our activity. When my
duo teams perform for my
speech classes or for our entire
student body, tens of kids want
to learn more about forensics.

(8) Itallows, through use of
manuscriptand off-stage focus,
the scene to be created in the
minds of the listeners. Remov-
ing from the performers the
burden of lugging around props,
donning costumes by way of
quick change, and blocking in-
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WHY NOT TRY DUO?

by Tony Figliola

tricate movements in unpredict-
able spaces.

Perhaps the NFL will re-
consider the adoption of this
event. In the meantime, I offer
these tips to those who would
like to try NCFL style duo.

Choice of literature

The literature can be hu-
morous, serious, or a combina-
tion of both.

Selections can be from
plays, stories, or poems. Most,
however, are from plays.

Each actor in the Duo can
play only one character; how-
ever, if the duo has narration,
each actor may narrate in addi-
tion to playing one character
role.

Character creation and vision
Each actor must portray a
character. Each character must
have a distinct
--OUTSIDE (stance, body
carriage, manner of ges-
turing, look, voice)
—-INSIDE (personal his-
tory; emotional, social,
intellectual, psychological,
moral makeup, and the
like)
It is the actor's responsibility to
transform into another unique
self, fully equipped with clearly
defined outer and inner exist-
ences, and be able to render
them consistently and potently.

Character reaction

The dialogue between char-
acters must seem real, and not
rehearsed or mechanical. The
actors-as-characters must Jisten
to each other and reactto each
other. The result should be a
genuine sense of conversation.

Sometimes the verbal ex-
change should be quick-paced,
with characters almost overlap-
ping their lines. Sometimes the
verbal exchange will be slow-
paced, with lots of pauses

9

thought--time, before their lines.
Evaluate if the tempo and pace,
the rhythms, of the dialogue ex-
change are appropriate given
the specific characters and situ-
ations. ,

As well, the actors should
physically respond to each
other. While Joe is talking, Jim
isreacting (his faceis angry, his
torso is tense, he occasionally
looks away because he cannot
believe what his former friend
is saying) with his entire body.

Note also, that some easily
employed choreography is per-
mitted. If Jim belts Joe in the
mouth, Joe should feel the blow-
-the force of it,and the painand
blood resulting from it. Charac-
ters must react to non-verbal
cues.

Development of character
and conflict

Good scenes have interest-
ing conflicts. Characters cor-
dially or not so cordially "butt
heads"” over people, situations,
things.

Both actors in the duo pair
should demonstrate that their
scene--relationship--is develop-
ing toward a subtle or overt cli-
max.

The characters should
somehow affect each other as
the scene progresses. One might
undergo a major change in atti-
tude; one might change in minor
ways; one might not change at
all,and remain even more obdu-
rate.

Focus and locus

When looking straight
ahead, character Jim sees char-
acter Joe, eye to eye. But healso
sees Joe's frame. By looking
down, he sees Joe's feet, by rais-
ing his eyes from the feet to the
waist, he sees Joe's belt. Theac-
tor/character must convince
the audience that s/he sees the
(Figliola to page 15)




NATTY BUMPPO'S DEBATE
ADVICE
And now, Natty Bumppo's ad-
vice for the debate-lorn.

Dear Nat--

That's Mr. Bumppo to you.

Yeah. Right. I'm the first nega-
tive and the first affirmative, see?
And I get the lower ratings every
single time. And -- like— it's no fair
because I tell the jerk everything to
say! But because he goes last, and
getsto blow up the world, orsave the
world, or flip the judge'sstomach, he
gets all the credit. What can I do?

Signed, Low-ranked in Lubbock.

Dear Lowball. Yours is a com-
mon problem. It is primarily the
fault of human nature, namely that
whoever goes last is in the judge's
mind when it comes to ballot signing
time. It also is human nature to be-
lieve that your contributions out-
weigh your partner. In other words,
maybe he IS better than you are.

But, you wanted advice, not
criticism. Some thoughts on the first
negative rebuttal:

1. Remember this speech is criti-
cal for two people in the room. One
is the judge. The other is your col-
league. She may be a bum, but even
a bum needs to understand an argu-
ment before she can give it. So,

2. Signpost diligently. Your be-
loved pard has just sat down after
eleven minutes on her feet. She will
be less than fresh. To say "go to
three" doesn’t make much sense in
the best of times, and this ain't one.

3. Impact slowly. Your 2NR
should be able to flow it, too.

4.-Pick and choose arguments.
If you try to pull everything,you are

merely postponing the decision of
what to drop for the 2NR, and that
person is not as committed to the ar-
guments as you are.

You probably didn't under-
stand that, because you are too com-
mitted to the spread ‘'em technique
of overburdening the 1AR. I realize
it's the fashion, but it's also the rea-
son you are getting the lousy ranks.
You aren't playing a critical role in
the debate - whyshould you get bet-
ter ranks than the one who is?

Dear Mr.Bump. Iran up against
a killer bee affirmative at my last
debate. I tried to run logical argu-
ment against the case, but all the
Jjudge would allow me to say was topi-
cality withoutevidence. Has debate
sunk so low?
Signed -- Evidenceless in Evans-
ville.

Frankly, Ev, one of the real ir-
ritations of judging high school
policy rounds is the failure of INC's
to run anything but what he/she/it
is programmed to run. Once again,
that may be the current style, or
strategy, but a friend of the 1IN it is
not.

So, how about this?

INC observation on quality of
evidence.

A. A critical dimension of de-
bate is the quality, specifically the
relevance, of evidence read into a
round.

1. A policymaker would never
choose a new policy based on irrel-
evant events.

2. The theory of prima facie
insists that an affirmative be sup-
ported with critical evidence before
it can be evaluated.

3. The test of a piece of evi-
dence is whether it is specifically
related to the claim.

B. This affirmative's evidence
is incredible, in every sense of the
word.

1. The solvency evidence is ir-
relevant to the plan.

2. Without solvency evidence,
no affirmative should be debated.

C. Reject the affirmative asnot
prima facie. Assoon as they try to
read solvency evidence, realize that
it is a tacit admission that the case
was not prima facie, and vote!

D. Even if you don't believe
this, please apply the standard as
soon as the affirmative begins at-
tacking our lack of evidence, as they
must agree with the test.
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Then, run some logical argu-
ment, and bait the affirmative into
the no evidence response. Notice
that the argument insists that a
policymaker pay attention to it. No-
tice further that it can beadapted to
a tabula rasa or a storytelling para-
digm.

Will a judge like it? Well, you
have nothing to lose but the loss.

Dear Gnat. Ilove cross-ex, but
some judges goout and smoke during
it. This somewhat dampens my en-
thusiasm. What should I do?*

Signed, Second Hand in Seattle.

Dear Sex. Well, that all depends
on whether you want to win the de-
bate or not. Here's what I'd say as
the next speech starts. But then, |
don't have to win any debates any-
more.

Observation: You should dis-
qualify yourself as an incompetent
judge.

A. Debateisarational activity.
It'sroots are Platonic, and it's effects
are widespread and lasting, such as
your decision to stop smoking and
come back in to listen to it.

B. You are irrational.

.1 You walked out on the most
critical part of the debate.
A. Cross ex is critical to un-
derstanding argument. (read ev.)
B. Cross ex is a source of sta-
sis, which identifies the positions of
each team. (read ev.)

2. Further, you walked out to
smoke, which is not only irrational,
but disgusting. (see the Surgeon Gen-
eral)

C. You have only two options.

1. Resign, and we'll go get a
competent judge.

2. Vote for US,in recognition
of the error of your ways.

D. Pre-empt. Unless the other
side reads evidence denying the criti-
cal nature of cross ex, any decision
in their favor is active proof of your
incompetence. NO paradigm possi-
bly allows any other decision.

Matt, you jerk. I smoke. I know
where you live!

. Signed, Arnold in Atlanta.

That's all the time we have for
now. Aurevoir. And send my mail
courtesy of the Witness Protection
Program.

(Bill Davis coaches at Blue Valley,
(KS)and writes thisregular Rostrum
column.)

The Rostrum




Debate Coaches:

Are you tired of juggling tournament schedules,

multi-discipline class schedules, after-school practice
sessions, AND developing debate handouts, tests,
quizzes, assignments, and practice sheets?

Then consider ordering Nolan’s Lincoln-Douglas Debate Resource Guide

No single school or state has a monopoly on talent, but inequalities in budget, administrative support,
and a teacher’s experience can dramatically impact a student’s chances to learn debate and advance in
tournament competition. This resource guide was developed to help even those odds. It includes:

PLUS +++ +

A fun way to teach the Fallacies of Logic
Lincoln-Douglas Debate History

Propositions of Fact, Value and Policy : Exam Review Sheets
| State of Nature/Social Contract Major LD Exam
Definitions of Numerous Values 20 Quizzes (some with up to 50 questions)
Definitions of Several Criteria 12 Argument Building Warm-Up Exercises
;‘ Case Building Strategies . Crossword Puzzles to Reinforce Lessons
| Cross-Examination Techniques Word Search '
Refutation and Rebuttal Exercises Research Source Lists . ;
Flowing a Debate - Practice Sheets Philosophy Research Assignment
Debate Shorthand Exercises Block Building Assignment
Adapting to Judges Sample Debate Case
Judging a Lincoln-Douglas Debate Time Frame & Duties Sheets
Skills Drills (to improve eye contact, poise, Sample Flow Sheets

posture, fluency, enunciation, transitions, etc. Sample Lesson Plans

| OPTION 1
‘ Nolan’s Lincoln-Douglas Debate Resource Guide Alexandra Nolan has a master’s degree in
$79.95 (plus $7 shipping & handling) communications. She taught public speaking
and English at the college level, and speech and
OPTION 2 - SPECIAL OFFER debate at Kingwood High School in Texas.
Nolan’s Lincoln-Douglas Debate Resource Guide Kandi I?mg, debate instructor at Cla.rk High
PLUS 84 laminated student sheets School in San Antonio, served as editor.

(Enough for 12 students) - $124.95
(plus $8.50 shipping & handling) %

1 Name Title 1
" I School |
| Address |
I City State Zip : |
I Returnto: Learning-for-Life Publishin I
. : g
| []Optionl 222 Oak Highland Dr. |
| : Coraopolis, Pennsylvania 15108 |
| [C] Option 2 NOTE: All orders must be accompanied by a school purchase order or check. |

r
|
|
I
I
|
|
I
|
|
|
|
I
|
|
|
|
|
I
1
|
I
|
I
|
|
|
I
|
|
|
1
|
|
|
1




NFL Headquarters ...

g
i

Mezzanin® -~

Records vault ...

Files ...

Staircase to Mezzanine ...

Storercom -




... NFL Staff

B

Marilyn -

Joyce ...

Darwin ...

Alice and Rhonda




TRIPLE DIAMOND COACHES

***Ed Trimmer
. Winfield HS, Kansas ‘
May 2, 1994 6007 points

For 20 years Ed Trimmer has compiled a distinguished record at
Winfield HS (KS), a school of 750 students. A coach of debate and student
congress exclusively (no LE.), Ed was active in the founding of the South
Kansas District. Earlier he served as chair of the West Kansas District
and was awarded the NFL Gold Award. Mr. Trimmer has qualified five
debate teams to the National Tournament and five delegates to the Na-
tional Congress, including two presiding officers. Ed is proud that every
debate qualifier has had a winning record at nationals. And his debaters
have placed first or second nine times at state. '

NFL is proud of Ed Trimmer, a solid NFL citizen and now triple
diamond coach *191.

***Darrel Harbaugh
Field Kindley HS, Kansas
March 16, 1994 6,152 points

A dynamic young coach with a superb record is Darrel Harbaugh.
Coach at Field Kindley HS (KS) he has qualified students to 8 Nationals
in every event except HI. Especially strong in Congress his students
have five times reached the Super congress including or 2nd and 6th
place. Darrel has also coached three NFL All Americans. His debate
team won the Kansas State Debate Championship in 1987.

Mr. Harbaugh has been honored with the KSCA Teacher of the
Year Award, two NFL District Chair Gold Awards, and the NFL Distin-
guished Service Key and Plaque. :

Field Kindley has won the district tournament plaque and trophy,
has twice been the largest chapter in South Kansas and in 1993 won the
Leading Chapter Award.

Darrel is proud that both his children Erin and Jacob are on his
squad. Wife Annette is very supportive of her "NFL family."

NFL salutes Darrel Harbaugh, 3rd diamond *187.

- *™*W. E. Schuetz
Gregory-Portland HS, Texas
May 31, 1994 7569 points

Chosen as "Best New District Chair" in 1991 for his work especially
starting the Gulf Coast district in Southern Texas, Bill Schuetz is a rising
star among NFL coaches. Teamed with the legendary interp coach
Charotte Brown at Gregory-Portland HS (TX), Bill coaches the forensic
events and debate, while Charotte coaches interp and drama.

Bill has qualified five debate teams, seven congress delegates, and
10 speakers to Nationals, including a third place orator. His chapter has
twice been the largest in the Gulf district, twice led the district in yearly
enrollments and won the Leading Chapter Award in 1991. Three of Bill's
students were yearly district leaders in NFL points.

Gregory-Portland has won the district tournament sweepstakes
plaque twice and the district trophy in 1989 and 1994.

Bill has served as district chair in South Texas and Gulf Coast five
terms and received the Bronze Award. A fine chairman and fine coach
is third diamond #192, W. E. Schuetz.

14 The Rostrum




(Cox from page 6)

value debater to pinpoint the
source of a criterial argument if
proposed by the philosopher.
Enables you to check your ref-
erences to check the validity of
the value criteria. If the debater
can not answer, ask for the con-
text of the criteria; e.g. what led
up to the establishment of this
criteria?

6) "Is that criteria abso-
lute?" "Is that value absolute?”
"Under what conditions might
your criteria or value be non-
absolute?" Why asked Forces
the debater to admit to absolute
values, against which you may
have prepared some relativism
arguments. Otherwise, it forces
the debater to admit conditions
for limitation, which can set up
your case and refutation.

7) "Does this mean that the
resolution islimited to consider-
ations of only this value?" Why
asked. You need to determine
whether the core value debater
is putting an unnecessary limi-
tation on the resolution. Usu-
ally, a core value criteria does
notappropriately coincide with
the full juristiction of the reso-
lution.

8)"Is there a difference be-
tween value criteria and voting
criteria?" Why asked: Sets up
the distinction between criteria
for fulfillment of a valued prin-
ciple and the criteria for affir-
mation or negation of the reso-
lution.

9) "Is a core value the basis
for debate a merely a method of
application?" Why asked: Forces
the debater todistinguish. If the
core value debater answers,
"The basis,” you need to respond
with, "According to who?"

10) "Are you claiming that
your value should be the basis
for all discussions of any value
resolution?" Why asked: Forces
the opposing debater to tone
down an extremist position. If
the extreme position is main-
tained, be prepared with argu-
ments of relativism.

For additional support, re-
fer to the following excerpts.
These are from value theorists,

not just some run-of-the-mill
Lincoln-Douglas Debate writer:

But it seems arbitrary to
insist that all particular
valuings must either promote
or instantiate an abstract
value. I can see no reason to
accept the claim that one can
explain a specific and/or
relatively unimportant
attitude only by showing that
it flows from one's central
and important ones. Nothing
in attitude theory suggests it
must be so. Intuitively, it
seems more the mark of a
fanatic to let one's abstract or
general commitments deter-
mine all one’s attitudes. It
certainly strikes me as
implausible to insist that, if [
value a smile from my infant
daughter, the full exposition
of this valuing must, neces-
sarily, turn on the claim that
it promotes or instantiates an
abstract value such as "being
loved by my children,” "happi-
ness in babies,” or whatever.
(Gaus, Gerald F. Value and
Justification. The Founda-
tions of Liberal Theory,
Cambridge: Cambridge Univ.
Press, 1990.)

Justifying any statement of
value is a process of deducing
it from one or more premises.
All justifying is deducing.
The converse is not true. All
deducing is not justification.
Only if the premises of the
reasoning are acceptable
does the deduction justify the
conclusion. (Wellman, Carl.
Challenge and Response:
Justification in Ethics,
Carbondale: Southern Illinois
Univ. Press, 1971)

(Martin "Randy” Cox is the Co-
director of Forensics at Milton
Academy in Milton, MA, and
also co-directed the 1994 AFA
National Championship pro-
gram in individual events at
the University of Texas.
FRandy is affiliated with the
Lincoln-Douglas Debate Divi-
sions of the University of
Texas National Institute in
Forensics and the Northwest-
ern University National High
School Institute.)
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(Figliola from page 9)

other actor/character, thats/he
sees the other actor/character's
expressions, verbal and nonver-
bal.

Joe should not alwaysstare
intensely at Jim--at the focal
point. Most normal folks never
stare incessantly, eye to eye, at
another with whom they are
conversing. When thinking, for
example, Joe might look down,
his eyes trying to remember
something, and then look back
toward Jim, the focal point, as
he recalls the answer he was
looking for.

The actors should consult
the script, but expect that they
will be attending much more to
each other than to the pages in
their binders.

Incidentally,it is customary
for both actors to turn pages at
the same time.

Cuttings

A cutting from a play may
be continuous, without pauses
or breaks.

A cutting from a play may
also be episodic, consisting of
several scenes, the former ones
leading logically into the later
ones. At the end of each scene
it is customary for the actors to
freeze and to turn their pages,
bothindicating that a new scene
is beginning. As well, to desig-
nate scene shifts, actors some-
times slightly alter their off fo-
cus angles, sometimes playing
them more inward, sometimes
playing them more outward.

Both types of cuttings are
acceptable.

Movement

Present NCFL rules only
permit pivoting to designate en-
trances, exits, and aversions.
Within this guideline, the actors
may have their characters use
their bodies fully, from feet to
foreheads.

(Tony Figliola has established
a legendary speech program at
Holy Ghost Prep (PA). His
high school duo teams have
won 6 NCFL Championships.)
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DEBATESPEAK: A GUIDE FOR BEGINNERS

A separate language has
developed among high school
debaters. This unique language
has its own distinct vocal
sounds, words and word combi-
nations that confuse and baffle
the uninitiated: Debatespeak.

The following is intended
to guide the novice debater,
judge or innocent bystander
through the Debatespeak maze.
The novice should be warned
that Debatespeak can be very
habit forming. The only known
cureisimmediate reassignment
to poetry or prose events.

AC Affirmative constructive
speech. One of the two eight-
minute constructive speeches
presented by the affirmative
team during a debate round. AC
is normally preceded by the
number one (1) or two (2) to in-
dicate first affirmative or sec-
ond affirmative constructive.
"AsItold youinmy I1AC..”

AR Affirmative rebuttal. One
of the two four-minute rebut-
tals presented by the affirma-
tive team during a debate round.
AR is normally preceded by the
number one (1) or (2). “In her
1IAR my partner said..”

Card Any piece of debate evi-
dence, regardless of format.
Cards generally take the form
of books or briefs. In extremely
rare instances, actual file cards
may be used. “Let’s look at the
negative team's cards.”

CX Cross-Examination. The pe-
riod of questioning following
each constructive speech. "The
1ACadmitted in CX...”

Disad Disadvantage. A nega-
tive argument that problems
within the affirmative plan
make the adoption of that plan
undesirable. Tl prove two
disads to the affirmative case.”

by Mark W. Podvia

Flip Turn an argument by the
opposing team in your favor.
"This card flips the INC Disad.”

Grace The 30-second period
immediately following the time
allotted for each constructive
and rebuttal in which the de-
bater continues speaking. This
period is called grace because
Jjudges use these 30 seconds to
offer asilent prayer asking that
God will cause the debater to
shut up and sit down.

NC Negative constructive
speech. One of the two eight-
minute constructive speeches
presented by the negative team
during a debate round. NC is
normally preceded by the num-
ber one l?or two (2) toindicate
first negative constructive or
second negative constructive.
In her ZNC she said...”

NR Negative rebuttal. One of
the two four-minute rebuttals
presented by the negative team
during a debate round. As with
NC, NR is normally preceded by
the number one (1) or (2).

NucWar Nuclear warfare. A
negative team will almost al-
ways contend that any plan pre-
sented by an affirmative team
willresultin NucWar. "The plan
In IAC will cause NucWar.”

PMN Plan meets need. A nega-
tiveargument that the affirma-
tive plan will not solve the prob-
lem. I would like to bring up the
following PMN.”

Prep Preparation time. The
time allotted to each team to be
used to prepare speeches. "How
much prep time do I have left?"

Pull Follow an argument
throughout the debate, gener-
ally by use of the flow chart.
"Pull this across the flow.”
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Signpost An outline presented
by a debater prior toa speech in-
dicating what attacks are
planned and in what order they
will be made. In novice debate,
signposting may take longer
than the actual speech.

Squirrel A casedealing withan
obscure,irrelevant or highly un-
usual area of the topic. Such
plans are designed to avoid
negative attacks because nora-
tional person would expect
such a plan would be offered.

Squirrel Killer Evidence pre-
pared for use against squirrel
plans.

Spread A peculiar dialect of
Debatespeak wherein the de-
bater speaks in an extremely
rapid and often unintelligible
manner, ignoring proper gram-
mar, punctuation and the need
to breathe. Judges who are
faced with a spread round
should have an oxygen tank
nearby in case of emergency.
Many debaters who speak in
this dialect find that they are
unable to perform any useful
role in society. Instead they go
on to become members of the
United States Congress.

T Topicality. T, as it is used in
Debatespeak, should not be con-
fused with tea (See: The Sound
of Music), tee (See: Dorf on Golf).
Twill firstattack T."”

Vicious Circle An argument
that the affirmative plan will
spiral out of control, thereby
causing some cataclysmic event.
Vicious Circles generally end
with NucWar.

(Mark W, Podvia is assistant
librarian and archivista :t‘tjz‘e :
Dickinson School of Law in

Philadelphia.)




WAKE FOREST
ﬁ%

anrnounces

The Summer Debate Workshop, June 18th to July 7th, 1995

The nation’s longest running three week workshop, leading the way in the combination of practice,
theory, and evidence. Staffed by nationally successful high school and college coaches and a select
group of intercollegiate debaters with substantial previous teaching experience. Every student
participates in at least twelve debates, and contributes focussed, high-quality research assignments to a
three thousand page set of institute-wide arguments. Open to all levels of students.

The Lincoln-Douglas Workshop, July 2nd to July 21st, 1995

New this year, Noel Selegzi of The Collegiate School and Hunter College High School will direct a

i three week workshop along with other prominent high school coaches and a select group of nationally

‘ successful former Lincoln-Douglas debaters. An 8:1 student-teacher ratio will be maintained. Open to all
levels of students.

The Policy Project, July 9th to August 4th, 1995

For years, Wake Forest has led the way in institute curricular design and as a crucible of debate coaching
at the highest level. The Policy Project will train advanced debaters in cutting-edge debate theory and
practice, and promote-an ethic of high quality policy debate (including special lectures and discussion
with former debaters who are now real-world policy makers and policy analysts). Due to limited
enrollment, applicants will be selected on a competitive basis, maintaining a firm maximum of an 8:1
student-to-staff ratio.The faculty represent many years of experience at every major national institute:
Adrienne Brovero, Senior Debater, Wake Forest University, Alan Coverstone, Debate Coach, Princeton
High School, Steve Griesinger, Director of Debate, Princeton High School, John Katsulas, Director of
Debate, Boston College, Judd Kimball, Asssistant Debate Coach, University of Louisville, Dan Lingel,
Director of Debate, Dallas Jesuit High School, Tim O’Donnell, Assistant Debate Coach, Wake Forest
University, Ross Smith, Head Debate Coach, Wake Forest University.

All Wake Forest Workshops feature. . .
Air conditioned dorms, air-conditioned lab and classroom facilities, a full meal plan, unrestricted access
to all libraries (including law, business, and medical), a handbook, a complete set of all workshop
evidence produced by all labs, and a safe, supervised learning and living environment..

Wake Forest Debate, Box 7324 Reynolda Station, Winston-Salem, NC 27109
Phone: 910-759-5621 Fax: 910-759-4691 E-mail: smithr @ wfu.edu




TRIPLE DIAMOND COACHES

***Lincoln Record
Fort Wayne-Northrop HS, Indiana
April 18, 1994 6470 points

One of NFL's most dedicated and hard working coaches, Linc has
coached 17 students to nationals, and ten times coached members of
the Northrop High School (IN) squad to a "Top 10" finish at State.

Lincoln’s chapter accomplishments include 8 district solo sweep-
stakes, a district cumulative trophy, and 3 district congress sweepstakes.
Northrop has made the 200 club 3 times and was the Leading Chapter
in 1990. Linc was a popular choice for the Indiana Speech Hall of Fame.

Mr. Record established the DeKalb, (IN) chapter prior to his move
to Fort Wayne. An associate faculty member at Indiana-Purdue Uni-
versity at Fort Wayne, Linc has designed curricula in English, speech,
and media. He is active in NEA, little theater, and city government.

A practitioner of his pedagogy, Linc was a radio news director for
10 years. He has prepared and published over 300 articles and news
releases regarding speech activities for both print and electronic me-
dia.

His philosophy: "the program is for the students and, together we
make it work." Congratulations triple diamond, #190, Lincoln Record.

***Rebecca B. Pierce
Parkway South HS, Missouri
February 9, 1994 6129 points

Rebecca B. Pierce has been responsible for chartering two fo-
rensic programs in the St. Louis area and is a past recipient of the
Outstanding Speech and Theatre Teacher award of Missouri. In the
last fourteen years, she has qualified nearly fifty students to Nation-
als, with contestants in all of the categories. Parkway South has had
state champions in oratory and humorous interpretation. At Nation-
als Rebecca has coached finalists in poetry and extemporaneous com-
mentary. She was honored to have her first All-American student in
1994 and a district NFL high point student in 1991.

Rebecca has served on the East Missouri District Committee and
has been on the Board of Directors for the Greater St. Louis Speech
Association for twelve years. Although she enjoys teaching and coach-
ing forensics, she finds her most challenging-and rewarding job to be
raising two very verbal daughters with her "co-director” and husband,
Randy Pierce! NFL is very proud of third diamond coach *183 Rebecca
Pierce!

***Daryl Olson
Park HS, Minnesota
July 6, 1994 6374 points

For almost three decades Daryl Olson promoted speech in Minne-
sota. As coach at Park High School for 29 years, Olson built an enviable
record. In the 1970's his teams won sixty trophies in a row at one stretch
and ninety-one team firsts out of 120 contests Park attended durin
the decade. Over Olson's career, his teams have won 220 trophies (team
in 285 contests attended, including 124 firsts, 48 seconds, 34 thirds, six
fourths, six fifths, and two sixths. Park has been blanked only 65 times
in 29 years at team sweepstakes trophy contests. In addition, Olson's
individual speakers have won 1040 trophies during his brilliant coach-
ing career.

Daryl has hosted 54 speech contests in the last three decades. He
estimates that more than 24,000 students have participated.

Now retired, Olson has always promoted contest speech as an edu-
cational activity. "I've had over one hundred team members over the
years who never scored a point for us in contests, but they were good
team members who grew morally, socially, and artistically from the
process." NFL congratulates Daryl Olson, NFL 3rd Diamond #194.




QUAD RUBY STUDENTS
(AS OF 11/30/94 ) [)
CALIFORNIA INDIANA MISSOURI Yankton HS
Bakersfield HS Fort Wayne-Northside HS Springfield-Glendale HS Casie Collignon
Dustin R. Meridith Laura Helmke Brandon Barr John Wright
Colton HS Chrysler HS Raytown-South HS ]
Kamran Y. Malik Rachael Hopseker Ryan Murdock
Huntington Beach Lee's Summit HS TENNESSEE
Ethan Baumfeld Matt Good Hunters Lane HS
‘ Yucaipa HS KANSAS Seneca HS Daniel Crews
f David Chu Mf‘?he\’}SOI}VIHf Karina Keith
Modesto-Beyer HS 1sa Vanlleter
)i Mark Hanzen Scott Ferree Klein HS TEXAS
’ Suneel Sundar Derby HS e
Clovis-West HS Andrew Halverson OHIO Winthrop Hayes
Aaron Easterly Garden City HS Canton-Glenoak HS Hayes HS
4 Elizabeth Alsop Ryan E. Smith Zak Hall
Wichita Heights HS Crestwood HS N%W_ﬂ}:?n Sémth HS
Michael McHugh Erin Kruis ristina Lampos
COLORADO Shawnee Mission Northwest TaftHS
Bear Creek HS Chris Rose Jason Bair
Billy Herman Phil Woodbury OREGON Aldine Sr HS
Washburn Rural Ashland HS Joy Brennan
Jason Linenberger Andrew Tredway
FLORIDA i Clackamas HS
Academy of the Holy Names Max Leichtman Allison Carter WASHINGTON
Andrea Booher Mead HS
LOUISIANA John Osebold
. IOWA Lafayette HS SOUTHDAKOTA  Gig Harbor HS
Council Bluffs-Lincoln HS Erin Delahoussaye Mitchell HS Erica Ellsworth
Jennifer Ridgway Ryland Deinert Mike Stevens

Shelly DeWitt

~ SIXTH ANNUAL FEDERAL COURTS 200 INVITATIONAL DEBATE TOURNEMENT

Philadelphia, Pennsylvania'

Sponsored by Temple University and the Young Lawyers Division
of the Philadelphia Bar Association

Saturday and Sunday April 22 and 23, 1995 (Our original weekend!)
Cross-Examination Debate and Lincoiln-Douglas Debate

Six preliminary rounds to Quarters
or Octa-Finals (depending on tournament size)

Preliminary Rounds to be held at Temple University. Elimination rounds to be held at the
U.S. Federal Courthouse, Independence Square, Philadelphia. Final Round in Lincoln-
Douglas will be judged by a three-judge panel of U. S. federal court judges.

1994 Winners: Governor Thomas Johnson (MD) (Cross-EX)
Sacred Heart Academy (NY)

1993 Winners: Detroit Central Catholic (Ml) (Cross-EX)
Canfield (OH) (L/D)

1992 Winners: Scranton Prep (PA) (Cross-EX)
Parkland (TX) (L/D)

1991 Winners: Catansville (MD) (Cross-EX)
Bishop Guertin (NH) (L/D)

[ For further Information contact:

, Arthur J. Kyriazis, Esq. (800) 219-4137 or (610) 623-9660 (anytime)
Catherine C. Olanich, Esq. (215) 587-1606 (9 a.m. - 5 p.m. EST)
Marc Greenfield (215) 985-2424
£ Erica Bazzell (215) 988-2700
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+ CX 101 Developing the Negative Position in Policy Debate

Cross Examination
Instructor: Diana Prentice Carlin, University of Kansas

Addresses several key points in The Negative Position—reasons foruse, ways to
construct, how to use in a round, risks involved. Length: 53:00

+ CX 102 Constructing Affirmative Positions

Instructor: Greg Varley, Lakeland High School, NY

Winning suggestions for novice debaters in the basics of affirmative case
construction by exploring these two issues: evaluation of the resolution, building
a successful affirmative case. Length: 45:00

+« CX 103 A. Speaker Duties: The Conventions of Debate
Instructor: Bill Davis, Blue Valley, High School, KS
For novice debaters—outlines the responsibilities of each speaker from 1AC to
2NR and the only three rules of debate.

B. Stock Issues in Policy Debate
Instructor: Glenda Ferguson, Heritage Hall School, OK
For novice debaters—gives background and applications of signficance, inher-
ency, solvency, and topicality. Length: 61:00

* CX 104 Cross Examination—Theory and Techniques
Instructor: Dr. George Ziegelmueller, Wayne State University, MI

An in-depth study of the finer points of cross-examination: asking factual
questions, using directed questions of clarification, using questions based on tests
of evidence and reasoning, and preparing stock questions. Length: 48:00

» CX 105 Advocacy—How to Improve Your Communication in
the Context of Debate

Instructor: Dr, George Ziegelmueller, Wayne State University, MI

Recommendations for improving your speaking style. Length: 56:00

+CX 106 “Unger and Company,” Chapter 1

Moderator: Dr. James Unger, Georgetown University, Washington D.C.

Top collegiate debate coaches “debate about debate” in a McLaughlin group
format. Topics include Experts in Debate, Topicality, Judging, and Impact
Evaluation. Length: 60:00 .

+ LD 101 Debating Affirmative Lincoln / Douglas Debate
Instructor: Pat Bailey, Homewood High School, AL

Marilee Dukes, Vestavia Hills High School, AL
Topics include designing affirmative strategy—considering the type of resolu-
tion, introductions and conclusions, establishing a value premise, rules for
justifications, and duties of 1AR and 2AR. Length: 56:00

+ LD 102 Debating Negative in Lincoln / Douglas Debate
Instructor: Pat Bailey, Homewood High School, AL

Marilee Dukes, Vestavia Hills High School, AL
Topics include organizing the negative constructive and strategies and rules
govemning the negative rebuttal. Length: 58:00

+ LD 103 Cross Examination in Lincoln / Douglas Debate

Instructor: Aaron Timmons, Newman-Smith High School, TX )
Tips in conducting successful cross examination with student demonstrations

and critique. Length: 48:00
« LD 104 A. What are Values?
B. Applying Value Standards to L / D Debate
Instructor: Dale McCall, Wellington High School, FL
Detailed examination of value standards as they apply to L / D Debate.
Length: 52:00
+ INT 101 A. An Overview of Interpretation

B. The Qualities of an Effective Selection
Instructor: Ron Krikac, Bradley University, IL

tics of a winning national cutting. Length: 49:00

« INT 102 Script Analysis

Instructor: Ron Krikac, Bradley University, IL

Script analysis including reading aloud, finding details, determining specific
relationships and creating a sub-text. Many helpful suggestions and illustrations.
Length: 35:00

+ 00 101 Coaching Original Oratory: A Roundtable Discussion 1
Moderator: Donovan Cummings, Edison High School, CA

Five outstanding coaches discuss various oratory strategies: appropriate topics,
use of humor, involvement of the coach, reliance on personal experience. Length:
49:45

+ 00 102 Coaching Original Oratory: A Roundtable Discussion 2
Moderator: Donovan Cummings, Edison High School, CA

Five outstanding coaches discuss delivery techniques and strategies: importance of
delivery, coaching delivery and gestures, improvement of diction. Length: 35:00

« 00 103 Oratory Overview
Instructor: L. D. Naeglin, San Antonio, TX

Examines elements in winning orations that listeners and judges want to hear and
see. Based on empirical data, an excellent look at judge analysis. Length. 1:25:00
« 00 104 Oratory Introductions and Conclusions

Instructor: L. D. Naeglin, San Antonio, TX

A continuation of 00103. By understanding judge and listener analysis, speakers
can use information to create winning intros and conclusions. Length: 59:25

+ 00 105 Oratory Content

Instructor: L. D. Naeglin, San Antonio, TX

From examples of national competition, tips on how to support ideas successfully
in oratory with humor, personal example, analogy, etc. Length: 56:20

* EXT 101 Issues in Extemp: A Roundtable Discussion 1

Moderator: Randy McCutcheon, Albuquerque Academy, NM

Outstanding extemp coaches discuss getting students involved in extemp, organ-

izing an extemp file, using note cards and applying successful practice techniques.
Length: 43:00

» EXT 102 Issues in Extemp: A Roundtable Discussion 2
Maoderator: Randy McCutcheon, Albuguerque Academy, NM

Continuation of EXT 102. Topics covered include organizing the speech body,
use of sources, humor, use of canned or generic introductions. Length: 48:00

+ EXT 103 Championship Extemp: Part 1—U.S. Extemp
Maoderator: Randy McCutcheon, Albuguerque Academy, NM

A critique of two U.S. Extemp national finalists by a roundtable of outstanding
extemp coaches. Length: 41:00

+ EXT 104 Championship Extemp: Part 2—Foreign Extemp
Moderator: Randy McCutcheon, Albuquerque Academy, NM

A critique of two Foreign Extemp national finalists by a roundtable of outstanding
extemp coaches. Length: 41:00

NEW! Volume 11

Issues explored are definitions of interpretation and discussion of the characteris-

VOLUME 1II
+ CX 107 “Unger and Company,” Chapter 2

Moderator: James J. Unger, The American University

The Unger-led panel of distiniguished collegiate debate coaches clash over the
following areas: Inherency, Structure, Generics, Counterplans, Real World
Arguments. Length: 59:00

»+ CX 108 “Unger and Company,” Chapter 3

Moderator: James J. Unger, The American University

This third chapter of “Unger and Company” contains several differing opinions
about Presentation, Intrinsicness, Institutes, and Direction. Length: 58:00

+« CX 109 Introduction to Debate Analysis: Affirmative
Instructor: James Copeland, Executive Secretary, NFL
A clear and precise introduction to affirmative case and plan writing for novice
debaters. Length: 1 hour 12 min.

MORE TAPES, NEXT PAGE

Your students will see and hear winning tips from the finest coaches in the nation




VYOLUME 11 (Continued from previous page)

+ CX 110 Paradigms

Instructor: Dr. David Zarefsky, Northwestern University

Nationally renowned debate coach and theorist David Zarefsky presents his
ideas on paradigms in argumentation. This lecture is required viewing for all
serious students of debate. Length: 54:10

» CX 111 Demonstration Debate and Analysis

Instructor: Greg Varley, Lakeland High School, NY

Provides detailed explanation of each step of a cross examination debate, from
opening arguments to closing rebuttals. Using as his model the final round debate
from the 1992 National Tournament in Fargo, Coach Varley has produced a
“winning” tape for both novices and experienced debaters. Length: 2 hours

+ CX 112 Flowing a Debate

Instructor: Greg Varley, Lakeland High School, NY

Students will find a number of strategies in the proper flowing of a debate in this
excellent presentation by nationally prominent coach Greg Varley. A sample
flow sheet in included with each tape. Length: 35:25

« CX 113 Recruiting Roundtable

Moderator: Greg Varley, Lakeland High School, NY

Three outstanding coaches with very different debate programs offer insight and
suggestions on recruiting new members. The discussion follows an excellent film
that can be used as a recruiting tool. Length: 53:10

« LD 105 How to Prepare for your L /D Rounds

Instructor: Dale McCall, Wellington High School, FL

A comprehensive discussion about the preparation steps students need to under-
take to compete confidently in Lincoln-Douglas Debate. Length: 35:00

«LD 106 Value Analysis in L / D Debate

Instructor: Diana Prentice Carlin, University of Kansas
An examination of value analysis by an outstanding debate coach. Length: 35

+ LD 107 L /D Debate: The Moderate Style
Instructor: Pam Cady, Apple Valley High School, MN
Coach Cady provides invaluable advice on developing a moderate debate style.
Her points are demonstrated by two outstanding student debaters. Length: 53:00

+LD 108 Rebuttal Preparation

Instructor: Carol Biel, Chesterton High School, IN

Coach Biel moderates a group discussion with oustanding young high school
debaters in this examination of rebuttal preparation. Length: 55:00

« INT 103 Interpretation of Poetry and Prose

Instructor: Ruby Krider, Professor Emeritus, Murray State University, KY
Imagery, narration, and believability. are but a few of the areas Professor Krider
covers in this colorful and insightful exploration of the role of the interpreter of
poetry and prose. Her lecture is divided into three parts: Catch That Image, Chat
Chat Chat, and Make Us Believe You. Length: I hour 25 min.

« INT 104 Critique of Interpretation

Moderator: Ron Krikac, Bradley University, IL

What works and what doesn’t work in dramatic and humorous interpretation?
Three esteemed coaches analyze and critique performances in humorous and
dramatic using examples drawn from national final rounds. Length: 59:25

+ INT 105 Introduction to Poetry Interpretation
Instructor: Barbara Funke, Chesterton High School, IN

One of the nation’s best interpretation coaches teaches a detailed and honest
approach to poetry. Coach Funke provides insight into how to choose a poem and
how to establish commitments as a performer. A practical and enlightening tape for
all participants in individual events. Length: 56:20
« INT 106 Characterization in Interpretation
Instructors: Pam Cady, Apple Valley High School, MN

Joe Wycoff, Chesterton High School, IN
Outstanding national coaches Cady and Wycoff team up to share their expertise in
the area of characterization. Cady takes on vocal characterization while Wycoff
engages in a discussion on physicalization. Students who competed at the 1993
National Tounament are used throughout the presentation. Length: 54 min.
* INT 107 Breaking the Ice
Instructor: Rosella Blunk, Sioux Falls, IA
A terrific tape for beginning and advanced classes in drama and speech. How does
one goabout putting students at ease in a performance environment? Coach Blunk
and her students provide several fun and easy activities that willmake your students
glad to be in class. Length: 34:25
» GEN 101 Ethics in Competition
Instructor: Joe Wycoff, Chesterton High School, IN
Hall-of-Fame Coach Joe Wycoff speaks about ethics in forensic competition and
other related topics in this entertaining and candid presentation. Length: 40 min.
« EXT 105 First Experiences
Moderator: LD. Naegelin, San Antonio, TX
Members of this panel of former high school extemp speakers discuss how they
got started in extemp and share advice they found invaluable. Length: 42
« EXT 106 Expert Extemp: Advanced Techniques
Moderator: L.D. Naegelin, San Antonio, TX
On this program the panelists detail the skills and techniques they’ve learned on
their way to becoming advanced extempers and champions. Length: 44:30
« EXT 107 Expert Extemp: Speech and Critique
Moderator: L.D. Naegelin, San Antonio, TX
The panelists listen toan extemp speech delivered by Jeremy Mallory of Swarthmore
College and provide an in-depth critique of his presentation. Length: 42:30
+ EXT 108 Advanced Extempore Speaking
Instructor: James M. Copeland, Executive Secretary, NFL
A practical tape for competitors which covers the basics of research, file building,
and outlining as well as advanced concepts: the rule of the 4 sevens, topic selection,
and attention factors. Length: 1 hour 23 min.

Fr---—--_-----------_-----------_-------1
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SINGLE DIAMONDS

“*Mary Sue Croel *Jane Boyd “*Aaron imons, Jr.
- First Colonial HS, VA Grapevine HS, TX Greenhill School, TX
August 27, 1993 1516 points January 10, 1994 1541 points February 1, 1994 1581 points

*Kelly Jo Smith *Susan elehany ' ~ *Patrick Heh

La Junta HS, CO Ysleta HS, TX Field Kindley HS, KS.
February 17, 1994 1517 points March 25, 1994 1502 points March 28, 1994 1536 points

i

*Dapne Moan—Stl;lgz *ae'Lindsay h ‘k *Becky Isbell
Roseburg HS, OR Salina-South HS, KS Odessa HS, TX

1667 points May 17, 1994 1507 points

April 4, 1994 241 points April 18, 1994

*Pamela Shepherd-Spiter *Martin Schhippef *Suzanne Wolfe-Terry

Cody HS, WY Vero Beach HS, FL Hamblen HS, TN
June 1, 1994 1978 points June 13, 1994 1800 points October 4, 1994 1505 points
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Rank Change

+1
+1
-2

+2
+3
+5
3
-1
4
-1
+5
+21
-3
+7
-1
+3
5
+7
2
-5
-3
9

+30

+34

+15
-16
+19
-5
-3
-10
+19

-7
+17
-1
+6

-7
-2
+3
-9
-7
-10
-10
-1
+6
+4
+1
-19

+2
+4
-16
+1
+2
+7
-18

+1
-1

+6
-1

-5
-1
-1

+1
-1

District

Kansas Flint-Hills
Northern South Dakota
Show Me (Missouri)
West Kansas
Rushmore

Heart of America (Missouri)
South Kansas
Hoosier South

Sierra

East Kansas
Northern Ohio
Central Minnesota
Nebraska

Nlini

Southern Minnesota
New York City
Eastern Ohio
Hoosier Central

San Fran Bay
Eastern Missouri
Ozark

Rocky Mountain-South
East Iowa

Calif. Coast

North East Indiana
Carver-Truman
Florida Manatee
Northern Lights

Big Valley

Nebraska South
South Florida
Northern Illinois
Northern Wisconsin
South Oregon

Great Salt Lake -
Sundance

West Iowa

Nevada

East Texas

New York State

East Oklahoma
South Texas
Northwest Indiana
Southern Calif.
Louisiana

Hole in the Wall
South Carolina
Pennsylvania
Colorado

East Los Angeles
Western Washington
Florida Sunshine
New Mexico

Tall Cotton

West Virginia

West Oklahoma
Eastern Washington
Utah-Wasatch
Pittsburgh

Georgia Southern Peach
New England

Rocky Mountain-North
Deep South

North Dakota Roughrider
Central Texas

Lone Star

Valley Forge
Tennessee

Idaho

Mississippi

Western Ohio

Gulf Coast

Southern Colorado
Montana

Georgia Northern Mountain
Greater llinois
North Coast (Ohio)
Arizona

West Los Angeles
Wind River

North Texas Longhorns
Iroquois

Carolina West
Tarheel East
Kentucky

North Oregon
Mid-Atlantic
Southern Wisconsin
Capitol Valley (California)
Michigan

New Jersey

Patrick Henry
Alaska

Maine

West Texas

Big Orange

Hawaii

Puget Sound

Guam

DISTRICT STANDINGS

(December 1, 1994)
Ave. No. Degrees

116.41
1422
94.33
9218
91.00
89.41
86.82
85.25
81.05
79.65
76.33
75.20
7483
7129
69.31
68.50
68.25
67.47
63.89
63.78
63.77
6250
61.89
6120
60.70
60.05
59.10
56.60
56.36
56.14
5492
54.72
5416
53.53
52.07
5142
5110
50.71
50.67
49.46
4923
48.94
47.94
4750
47.30
47.00
46.50
46.07
46.05
4584
45.40
44.61
4350
4350
43.28
4315
4292
4268
4235
42.00
41.88
41.56
4084
4050
4050
39.76
39.00
38.56
3854
38.37
3729
36.63
34.50
34.50
34.28
33.92
33.84
33.61
3352
3238
31.90
31.54
3152
3146
30.71
2986
28.88
28.47
27180
26.66
26.60
2484
2450
23.30
21.00
17.07
14.66
14.22
725

NS

N

Second Largest Chapter Degrees
Topeka 260
Milbank 168
Raytown-South 172
Garden City 199
Sioux Falls-O'Gorman 145
Independence-Truman 221
Wichita Heights 191
Ben Davis 221
Bakersfield-West 269
Shawnee Mission-West 264
Niles-McKinley 88
Forest Lake 197
Norfolk 191
Homewood-Flossmoor 152
Rosemount Sr 171
Regis 196
Carrollton 160
Attica © 162
James Logan 175
Parkway West 103
Kickapoo 128
Bear Creek 143
Muscatine 145
Lynbrook 204
Fort Wayne-Northrop 172
Joplin 124
Martin County 174
Moorhead 127
Turlock 99
Lincoln-East 108
North Miami Beach 135
New Trier 138
Waupaca 17
Eagle Point 97
Salt Lake City-Skyline 107
Alta 118
Des Moines-Lincoln 101
Chaparral 98
Klein 145
Lakeland 104
Tulsa-Washington 187
Westfield 100
Munster ' 153
Colton 161
Newman School us
North Platte 103
T.L.Hanna , 153
McKeesport Area 87
Overland 101
San Gabriel 16
Puyallup 96
Sarasota-Riverview 184
Taos 123
Amarillo 110
Parkersburg South 79
Putnam City 126
Mead 174
Ogden 139
Cathedral Prep. 133
Thomas County Central 83
Lexington 239
Pomona 88
Saint James School 161
Magic City Campus 80
San Antonio-Churchill 177
Plano 189
Holy Ghost Prep. 109
Montgomery Bell Academy 141
Centennial 114
Hattiesburg 180
Centerville 187
Gregory-Portland 194
Air Academy 103
Great Falls 117
Westminister Schools 150
Heyworth 95
Crestwood 78
Dobson 92
Arroyo Grande 186
Casper-Natrona County 89
Newman Smith 148
Bishop Kearney 74
High Point-Andrews 80
Chapel Hill 92
Boone County 93
Clackamas u7
Blacksburg, VA 109
West Bend East ' 122
Sacramento-Kennedy 74
Portage Central uz
Bergenfield 100
Kempsville 80
Petersburg 26
Cape Elizabeth 123
Montwood 120
Esperanza 92
Punahou School 79
Mt. Rainier 87

St. John's School 34



WASHINGTON, D.C.

Nat:iohc;l Forensics I nstitute

1. Outstanding Educators 2. Excellent Facilities
3. Washington, DC

The tradition continues. NFI annually sets the standards for sumther
forensic education. We offer the highest quality instruction available. This
include‘s Workshops and Semmarsm Debat‘e, Research, Individual Events,
and Coaching, all with college academic credit options. This is forensic
instruction the way it was meant to be.

A
Z
p?

o L—od «’;:;—s»i P~

- - = d
ST LU R

National Forensics Institute < PO Box 25539 % Washington, DC 20007
Phone: (202) 338-2279 < Fax: (202) 885-1072
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Phillips Petroleum is the National Sponsor of
the National Forensic League.

PHILLIPS

This publication is made possible by the Phillips Petroleum Company.




