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CDE Debate and Extemp Camps?!

Isaac Pattar
2000 National Champion
Twice a CDE Alumnus

Anton Ford
Twice a National Champion.
Twice an L.O Trophyist. CDE Alumnus

Team Debate
World Champions
Twice

LINCOLN DOUGLAS
NATIONAL CHAMPIONS

= Since 1994 over thirty
percent of the top finishers at

Mationals have been CDE alumni.

= CDE is the only camp
to ever have its students from
the same school close out L.D.
final round at Mationals.

Ami Arad
COE Alumnus

Jennifer PBotman
C.OE Alvmnus

/' Team Debate
/ Champions \
*® In 71990 CDE alumni were

.' the first college team to win
the world for the U.S.

* In 1994 the LL.S. won the world

L% high:school championships
LY for the first time.

%™ 4 National Championship | d
% Teams have been
CDE alumnl

" : Geof Brodak and Bill Herman

Winthrop Hayes
CDE Alumnus
Mational Champion

Josh Levine
Twice a CDE alumnus, now
Mational College Extemp Champion

EXTEMP
and
STUDENT CONGRESS

* Since 1983 CDE alumni have won 14
Mational Champsionships in Extemp

* 3 Student Congress

National Champions
have been
CDE alumni

Both CDE alumni, 1999 National Debate Champions

—,



27 NATIONAL CHAMPIONSHIPS !
iIN EXTEMP, DEBATE, AND CONGRESS

.....

3

: i !‘:’ . 'ii..' - ; -

Geof Brodak -

: 2nd in L.D. a1 College Mationals 1996 e,

......... e COE Alumnus 1583-94 5%

Michael Shumsaky David Applegate
1st Externp, NFL Nationals 1995 and 1996 1867 National Champion
COE Alummurs 1994 CDE Alumnus 1896

NFL Mational Champion 7996
Courtney Meyer COE Alumnus 19949 Jill Van Pelt

2nd U.S. Exlemp 1al impromplu
CDE Alummnus CBE Alumnus

CDE is now accepting applications to its 2003 Camp
(July 14 - 30 at Northern Arizona University in Flagstaff, Arizona)
Lincoln Douglas, Extemp, Team Debate $1,325". Application fee $95. Send fee or inquiry to:
CDE, PO.Box Z, Taos, NM 87571.
Phone 505-751-0514, Fax 505-751-9788. MasterCard and Visa accepted.
E-Mail at bennett@laplaza.or

|\ Visit the CDE WEB SITE today. || www.cdedebate.com

Free Lincoin Douglas Blocks Free C. X. Case and Blocks

FREE Internet Links for Extemp, CX,and L.D.
FREE Summer Camp Information
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CONTEST « CONTEST « CONTEST » CONTEST

Your speech could win $2,000 and qualify you for Nationals

Contest

Your speech could win 32,000 and qualify vou
tor Nationals.

In turbulent times, it is easy to be stampeded
inta making unwise financial decisions... and
follow the crowd in a panic. That's why it's
important to have a sound financial strat-
agy now more than ever,

The Lincoin Finandal Group® Video
Speech Contest gives you an
opportunity to learn about the
advantage of retirement planning and
compete for a scholarship for your
future education at the same time.

What are the prizes?
B The first-place winner will receive a
%2000 scholarship

B The second-place winner will receive a
$1.000 scholarship

B Both winners will qualify for expository speak-
ing at the 20023 NFL National Tournament in
Atlanta, GA.

B Video excerpts from the winning speeches will be
online at LFG.com and at the 2003 NFL National
Tournament in Atlanta.

B <Coaches of each winner will be awarded a
£500 honorarium

What’s the topic?
Taming the Bull and the Bear... the importance of a
sound finandal strategy

Who's eligible?

You are - 1f you are a high school speech student and a
member of the National Forensic League.

1 Lincoln

Financial Group=

How does the contest work?

B You must Drepare an original expository speech no more
than five minutes in length,

W The speech must be videotaped -
production quality will not be part of the
\udging. Lincaln will retape the winning
speeches, it necessary, for the excerpts on
LFG.com and at the 2003 NFL National
taurnament.,

B  Only one videotaped speech per
school may be submitted. i several
students in your schiool wish to
partitipate, a local school elimina-
tion should be held.

What’s the deadline?

All entries are due to Lincoln Financial
Group on or before March 24, 2003.

Entries should be maifed to:
Lincoin Financial Group

NFL Video Speech Contest

1300 5. Clinton 51, — THOO

Fort Wayne, IN 46802

include with the videotape a typed transcript of your
speech and include the name, address and phone number
of the student, coach and schoaol

Whe’s judging?

A panel of judges from Lincoln Financial Group will select
the winners. Judges’ decisions are final, Winners will be
contacted by April 20, 2003 and will receive their awards at
the 2003 NFL National Tournament.

Whe is Lincoln Financial Group?

Lincaln Finandal Group is a diverse group of financial
services companies, all dedicated to helping make the
financial world dear and understandable so you can make
informed decisions to help meet your financial abjectives.
As the NFLU's overall corporate sponsor, Lincoln funds the
national tournament and provides $78,000 in college
scholarships and awards.
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Lincoln Financial Group/NFL 2002-2003 National Tournament
E June 15 - 20, 2003
Georgia State University. Atlanta. Georgia

e

NFL Hall of Fame Nominations Due
Coaches with 25 years membership or retired are ehgible.
Send o Albert Qdom. NFL, Box 38, Ripon, W1 54971

January Ted Turner Debate Topic
(iR: The Federal Government should authorize oil exploration in the Arctic National Wildliie Resers 2,

Lincoln Financial Group/NFL JANUARY/FEBRUARY L/D Topic

SR 2 When in conflict, globalization ought 10 be valued above national soversignty.

; NAMI Policy Debate Topic 2002-2003
%5 JRe That the United States federal sovernment should substantially increase public health services for mental
' health care in the United States.
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TED TURNER DEBATE:

ESTABLISHING THEORETICAL GROUNDS

Introduction:

New debule events spawn new thearetical wrgu-
mvents. Ted Tumer Debate presents the high school de-
bate commumity with a new event which has a elear
purpose “Promoting audience and media centered de-
bate.” However, this purpose only provides marginal
mformation about how a debate student would prepare
1o debate: and. upon what groumds o judpe makes a
idecsion about winners and losers. This article provides

A new mﬂl which has a l}lﬁﬂl'
purpose “Promofing anﬂgenm and

meﬂln l:emereﬂ ﬂ&hﬂiﬁ *

discussion of some of approaches which might prove
useful in grounding preparation and presentalion.

The {irst reaction by many experienced commen-
tators withmn the debate communiiy to this new debate
event was one of horror ar an event withowl apparent
tradition. Ted Tumer Debate s mot grownded in the le-
gal framework of advocacy whdch guided policy debate
for many vears, nor within the familiar ieritory of values
and ethics which ealighten procedural niles and argu-
ment constroction tn Lincoln-Donelus debate. Never-
the-tess, Ted Turner Debate will develop a body of cus-
tomi and practive out of 4 Hpuﬂ: vme page of officiad rules
iy help pusde efforts to prepare and Lo execute elfective
debatmg skills. Additionatly, Lammibiarty with inedia de-
bates on television and radio provide o body of tactics
and presenmtational styles on comroversiad issues from
noted personalites such as its namesake, Ted Turner.
Many observanons and suggestions which follow will
use the media orentation of this event wo ground prac-
bee.

Nov single article can embody all the poteniial a
new evenl offers: this anicle lays out some of the (m-
phied nnd stipulated theory for the event and provades
practical advice 1ty debalers and coaches,

by
john Durlice

The Role of the Topic:

All debate flows from an adopted resolotion, The
resolutton provides the general (eld of aroument: thar is,
il frames the terriory over which a judge will deaide or
the parameters of permissible arpuments Tor the advo-
cates of cach side

Topics must disgrammuatically place in balance an
idea which permits evaluation. In the ssaople topics pro-
Vided 5o far the weighing wornd was should. This word
can have policy anddormoral imphica-
tons: that is, should places a burden
upon the debaters to provide sulh-
cient argument. analveis andior evi-
dence 10 substanbate o cliam to the
truth o the resolution.

The word “should” places any
resofution i an indelinite tme: This
means i debater can arpue what is or
whal should be; and in the case of the
negative (con) what should noi be,
whether it is or 15 not vet. The topic
then establishes the non-immediacy
of the wpic, removing practical neces-
sity as am evalustive criteria allowing
ideology and emotion w© also play o
part, Thar is, ‘should” asks for reason and analysis, not
action.

Ted Tumer Debate topics have an iminediacy. and
urgency unlike tradruonal debate wopres. While differant
boprcs will have mare of a policy or more of a valoes
focus, which will show in the tactics of debating, «ach
topic shares the immediacy of today's news. Either form
of wpe m g Ted Tumer Diebate round will net ikeiv be
adjudicated upon the merits of an implementation o s
particwlar policy or un underlying universal saboe Bl
mstend will be-evaluated within the framework of con.
temporary mediz metaphors: “How do | feal ahoest the
ome?” “Which debater is more mastwenbs T TWhe
has the hetter ethos?

Finally, the non-expenisudeewill bnny 3o wieree-
tive cnteria o the common erdertindine of the togme
What thts means for the tivad fites poomENOn
imderstanding of the issses involved o the :n;'t:-: relute
directiy toahe judac theammcul inter-
peotution of 1B fopic. Thes min the field and e of
ropicafity argiameniy 50 3 very small pmrber: a mere ques-

.-a..l'-;‘&_.— T

=TT -*'F"-*'- T i .

ton dormy Cosedive shouldd suffice 10 make (he L=
iy argoment. Topscality as an argEmeniative tactc s
vigld o topeainy s an imphiad given of the résolution,




6 Division of Ground:

“Dhvision of ground™ 45 the rerm used © establish the theo-
retical rasponsibilities for cach speaker and each team. Same eam
expectations flow from the topic — the affirmative [pro| defends the
opic. the negative Jeon | refutes the wpic, Fed Tumer Debme does
not reverse this Tundamenial stance.,

Other divisiwons between speakers bave o do with reason-
able arpuments. Media argumentation places ugh emphasis upon
the ethos of each speaker. Thus, we judge many arguments based
upon whether we “trust” the speaker-or not. Trust [lows from the
manner of the debaler and the arguments advanced by the debater.
Oftentimes, the best arouments are those which divectly concern
audicnce members. A debater with genuine canng for the wellare
of the audicnce will have enhanced ethaos,

The “impression’ the debater makes upon the judge s of
more substance 1 determuimmg a winner than the actual argumen-
ranve {low. This emphasis shifts the H[!E{!J{I:T;:-LTU-IE from that ol
heeal advocate in traditional debate w that of moral or intelleciual
sgivorme. Organization akes a differem roles o, The debarer s
dety is to present in a clear and easily remembered style. This
places repetition as.a key struetural tool for the Ted Tumer De-
bater. Making a few solid points is preferred oo making a variety of
good, but disconnected, paoinis.

Finally, the media model shifts the role of rebuttal. Advo-
cates should put more cmphasis upon the robe of decision con-
struction in the mind of the judge than upon & detuied response
an ppponent’s specific words; except for the effect of a specific
attack upon particular words,

Constructing an argument in the judee’s mand will sound
utnsisal for those not Gamiliar with Vyzotsky or constuctivist fearn-
ing, The task is essentially to create a Nowsheet in the mind. That
means, creating pativways from what the judge already knows 1o
the central argument the debater is making. The use of illustranive
stories, examples, and analogies perform this tusk. A story creaies
something famitiar—the story - upon which the judge can hang {or
create o connection W) something less familise o imfamiliar - the
argammedtt. _

The torm of the areament. whether created 1n one sub-paoini
of throughowt a wholt speech. moves from Argument Label or
Taw, to ilusiratve example; to the argument, to explanation of the
areument using the iflustration; and fimally 10 creating the connec-
tion with the topic. This process fully maps the argument in the
judge’s mind.

This means that the Speaker 1 position will take the tisk of
presenfing the constructive (O new) arguinents, creating in the
Judges mind the central argument. Speaker 2 will prosent the re-
sponsive areuments (rejoinder ), reaffimming end reconmecting the
cenral aremtment. The sumimary speaker will refoess upon central
issue Tebuilding connections. The Last Shot speaber will prvide
the one compelling reason for a ballot on the central Thsue.

Speaker Duties:

The following speaker duties will provide a clenr and cifec
live means to prepare for individoal debare vounds. Many alterna-
tive strategies are warranted. The lollowing only atempis to make
an initial division based upon time and the rotating nature of aflir-
mative {pro} and negative (conj,

Speaker | — This speaker position [or both sides musi be
cancerned with construchmg and presenting a logical argument
with evidentiary support. This is the one ume in the debate where

specific preparation can be wsed as a 100l 67 the debate. Duoe to the
uncertainty of whether this will become the Tiest or second speech
in the debate, a d-menule spesch lor and against the resolution is
warranted. Reserving time [or respanse in the Speaker | position 15
not practical.

L Introduction Lo the issue — Anoverview of the issue pre-
sented in o compelling introduciory remark or guotation o alen the
Juddie o the importance of the topic

L Definition of terms — Whenever 4 debate Focuses upon
an issue withoul support of a clanfying plan or valoe, the topic
must have ity own agreed apon parameters. Often this s accom-
plished with a field definition from an expert; occastonally the topw
is self-evident. In the later cuse. 1t may be left 10 the judge to
mterprel the topic.

I Analysis of the issuves — Traditionally, theee Issues are
considered sutficient to establish i warrant, These issues can be
nhstract or concrete, or a mis of both, However 1o be spccessiul,

cach should be an independent reasim G vote for the lopic. Given
the nature of the audience, o most logical progression would be

@, Persemal story or narrative story W prowide context for
the judge to anderstand what s ab issuc,

b Example from the news 10 show tmeliness and to support
the anadysis and to show the debater as knowledgeable
abowt the sabjoct,

¢. General or theoretical issue to establish the argument be-
yvond the particular and to provide grounds Tor revisiting
this speech laterin the debate,

IV, Closing - Why does this issue matter to us? Answering

this question i closing provides reasons for the judge 10 care;
while focusing the entire speech into a short, memorable sisnmary.

Speater 2 — This spetker position will have the burden of
analyzing the opponents” position and explaining Maws in the ideas
presented by the other team. While this speaker might present
prepared arguments from boels 1oestablish new points. the judge
Lising media analysis 1s now looking for the fight, Argumentatively,
at Teast. the judge places an expectation that the two sides will
clash,

This speech may lake the form of a line-by-line refitation of
the opponent’s position, but this form is rarely tollowed in media
debate. instead, the spenker should identify the most atackable
issires advanced by the other side. In this manner, the most memao-
rble oppesition pointsare reluted with aptand memerable counter-
pants

Time vested in responding will permur only one or fwo key
responses. A suggested form for this debate would be:

L huroduction which links the 2 specch w the 17 speech,
neobably with a story or quotation:

An overview of the issue 10 bediscussed,

Staternent of what opponent <aid.

Renpsons and/or proof of why opponent 15 wrong,
Explanation of what this means for the opic,

[Lia second issues as i above)

T Closing which solidifies both of vour side’s speeches.

|

-

Summary - Summary i8an odd speech. The purpose is im-
phied in the ttle. Because the summary speaker will have listened to
partner respond in the 2 speech and mthe give and take of the
Crossitre, the summary should manage all of what the judge hos
feard 10 (o posnt. Something fike this:
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. Brief overview of the debate so far,

1L Focus o the key idea, maybe with a fresh anfidotal story
or other framing gquotation.

11 What does this all mean? The implications for the judge
and the world provide a clear summary focus

Last Shot — The dutics of the Last Shot speaker are stipu-
luted in the miles, Last Shot chovses the one issue which mattess
the most and frames ina final parting shot why this single issue is
enough to warrant u batlot for the speaker s team,

. Statement of the issue and its imponance.
I BExplanation of the issue.
I Appeal lo let this wsue override all other concerns.

Crossfire: The Crossfire peniod establishes the uniqueness
of Ted Turner Debate. Vnlike other forms of questioning, this pe-
riod has no specific role Tor the debaters. As such. debaters necd
to dorm aclear idea of purpose in order to he effective in this period
of the debute. The cross-examination period of pelicy and value
debates was modeled upon the courtroum practice of inerviewing
a hostile witness, Comtroversy imlends a different model; the net-
work news program of informed, yel mutually competibve vinces.

Judges for this event will pluce greal weight upon success
during the crossfire, As in medin, the ¢rossfire s not ased 1o ad
vanet an argument, but rither to explare weaknesses in your op
ponents position and to defend and strengthen your own, Be-
cause many debuters will Tall into the naral “shouting at each
pther” posture of some flaring media talking-heads, the debmer
wike s mastered his/her own emotions and Reeps o clear, bul
playiul, dwection will gan judge appreciation. I is crucial that de-
baters understand therr personzsl mediz mode] — who do vou be-
lieve when the discussion gets steamy-tun? Oceasionally we ap-
preciate the sarcastic hothead; meost often we Jove the conl ana-
Fyst

In the two-person crossfire, the debaters” 2oal is 1o advance
challenging guestions and 1o provide cozent responses. Simple
lum lakimg - asking and answering - would be w pood strategy,
However, spontaneous questions und developed responses will
mean that tarn taking rurely nocurs, Inswead, conversation will tend
b “Yeuh bur .7 With only three minutes, each spenker should
focus upon one good extended guestion. olfering the opponent
the same opportumty during the (st two minules. Be very careful
to have a goal. The last minate is used 1o quibble the opponent’s
statements, Quibbling 15 not bickening. To quibble is to question
with reason o certign number of the small peints. To hicker 15 o
yuestion the emotional of personal worth of an opponent’s posi-
tion. Bickering will make the judge want to change the channel,

In the four-person erossfire 2 wider sange of goals can be

=:1ﬂup]f:nl- Here are few 1deus,

L Chne partner can take the mole of questioner. while the
other mollifies the opposition,

1 A stronger partner can cover for a weaker partner:

3. Partners can mutually intervene lo dellect questons from
thelr apponents in order (o try to unsettle well-pluced attacks,

<4 Partmers can interrupt each other, not just the appasition,
tor shilft the focus of questions and aticks,

Prohably the best debaters will pre-identify mutual strengths
and weaknesses, These may be #ssue bused. this ability 10 guestion

¢ respond upon demand or exploit the known gualities of the
pther tewn, Effective teams will not begin the Grmd Crosstire with:

out forethought and preparation. 1t =5 in this exchange the judee
will see the qualities of each debater and each under pressuse.

The Grand Crosstire is the moment when the pinnacle of the
rotind 15 reached in the judge’s mand. This is the final clarificalion
of whieh team hiss better reasons and superior ethos, Debaters
should not treat this as u time when the judge “doesn’t flow,” but
rather as o time when the judge is making a final evaluwion of the
merits of the issups presented by euch side, T the judge is not
comfortable with or does not assume the rale ol moderuror, the
leam wh sacrifices o voice in the areny for the cool direetion of
moderstor will carm points in the critigue’s mind. This means delat-
crs st be awire of the total impact of each part of the debae
o, facilitating dialogue s rewarded.

Coin toss: The “coin toss” opens the most challenging theo-
retical groumd m the debate. Unlike every other debate event, the
openmg feam does not have the closing speech. More importantly.
the negative (con) may cleet to imitiate the debate. Both of these
mnovations throw oul truditions] ideas of presumption, mherency,
burden of proof, and even stock-issues, Further, the negative blnck
in policy und the extensive negative rebuttal in Lincoln-Douglas
are nof tawtical wols for argument placement. That means neither
side huas what have been traditional theoreticaslly strong positions.
Instead, debaters must weigh the intrinsic sirength of the resolu-
Bon agmnst the advantage of speaking first or last. Debaters have
but an instant 10 make an evaluation of the mierits of the topic, the
natural oncntation of the judge, and the advaniages of speaking
Mirst or Kt

“is the first speech worth giving op the stronges) side™
(Copeland 2002). Upon winning the coin joss; whether to have the
first o fast speech is both tactical and theorctical. Despite Mark
Antony s savage devastation of Brows in Shakespeare's Julins
Crieser ansing from Brutus” ervor of seeking to speak the trath
lirst, most communication analysis gives additional advantage
the side who can first advocare. Theory sugpests that if the judee
vornes unblased tooissug adjudicanon, then the side wineh first
presents & cogmtively pleasing reason will ereate in the judge's
pennied i R0r final decision making. The theory informs the tact-
cal dilesmima of first speech or strongest side. Which option cor-
rectly captures the nuanced structure of Ted Tumer Debate will he
argued for the duration of this new event, and for each new fupic

Riesolutional analvsis takes a ditferent position when aivo-
eates do not automatically debate each sideof the resaltion events
By coin toss, a team could delend the resohiion dunag il mmnds
al i thurnament. This event does not call for zn even mumberof P
amid con debates, Instead, using the medin-comestd approsch of
s event, the debaters need o do pre-round pelime of Lkeh
Judges o detenmine Jay-response 1o the opic. If presumption en-
tersa Ted Turner Debate round 3t will corne fronts foidees whao hive
o background in adjadicating debite. bot who iostend vell m
television-pews conpnentatons m the safery of their own home or
from: judges whiv interesied m issias and Jookine for bright high
schoo] smidents 10 cogomtly discuss the ments of each side.

A lucky odin toss nay Gapture this volatile presumption
More Often, temms will e the results of the coin toss o position
their arpuments in the mumd. Losing the coin toss does not mean
forfciting advartage. Once the winmer of the toss commits to aside
or & speaker position, the loser of the toss can 1l assert its own
chotce te advantuge. Each choce has consequence. Both teams
can profil from choosimg wisely:

T
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No Experienced Debate Judges: This rule is ooubling, both
practcally and theoretically. Thera is ne argument theory which
sugeests that ymorance of & Deld of stady renders one hefler
capable of reasoned decision making. While this rule stands as a
gurdeline lor NEL tournaments; two magor exceptions are macde:
Judges who only judge Ted Turner Debate or debaze coaches who
are also classroom teachers may continue 1o judge Ted Tumner
Debate throughout the season. Without this stipulation. there would
never be an informed bodv of coaches able to discuss the merits o
the event. Even with this stipulation, classroom teachers who have
policy teams will still be often consigned as critic 1 policy rounds,
but oecasionally they will judee Ted Turner Debales and develop
# body of ‘roles” and pracuce. This alleviates the most troubling
aspect of *ignorand judge” as decision meaker

Whether the rule prohibiiimg experienced debaie judses may
ulttmately “save” debate or may ultmately “destroy” debate as an
cvent hes outside the scope of this article. Insiead, thrs articie
examings the mandate of using only *lay” judges upon the theory
ol the event.

Lav judpes provide the test of an informed cizen judge,
Thiz places the judge in an old role, silent audience, Uniike the
Judoe whi noisily pratles wo the debméers about this paradism and
that theory, this haie and that love, the oy judege will sitin silence,
Persanaltly, | find this refreshing, Debate 15 ot well served by
Judges who insmst upon debuters adapling to therr own peceaudil-
foes. Good judges are always tabuly rasa. Good jedges mnoany
debate eveni enjoy innovations by debaters; rewarding thinking
and dirmmishing the value ol stale, purchased arcuments.

Winle expenenced debate judges often lind thewr personal
votng crteria the subjeet of discussion paor 1o igher level policy
rounds, what kmd of paradigimatic adviee can be provided o de-
baters about judges who are in then first tound of a new gvent?

students should rely upon polls of citizens, exrapolating im
wverage judge from regronal demogriphic trends. More practicaliy.
the desived stante of the debaters 1 audience explorgtion. In this
new event the judee will hove longer-sustnined eye contact with
the debalers. Reciprocating debaters will use the miormation pro-
vided non-verbally by the judges o measure arpument success
adjustmg 1o the clues provided by the judae

Practce; then, focuses opon reading a judes, Coaching may
involve learnmg the ocoupaiion. pohitcal affiliation. or cIvic orga-
mzaton assoctated with the jodee and using this information 1o
propare debaters dunng pre<round preparation. Good codching
wiil also rely upon teaching the proven wehnigues of adapting (o
the information provided pon-verbally by the crfiie in thix round of
debare.

Prep Time: Use of preparation Hme is mote tacticy] than
theoretical. How prep time can be used will mfluence the decisions
made as 0 side and topic. The two minute prep rule has these
implications

Thi A team must save al least one minuie of preparanion for
the Last Shot. Followmg the Grand Crossfire. the A team will have
no nme 1o build a final single 1ssue arpument. All other A speeches
do have apposition time for speech prepardion.

‘The B team may wish touse the bulk ol s prep lime prior Lo
the first Speaker 1 speech, This is the only tume in the debate when
the opposition derives no benefil from your own prep ime. How-
ever if all Speaker | arguments ae pre-writlen, prop Gme gught (o
be saved for the Last Shot. Team B does not need prep time like

team A. This might even be a considerntion i choosing ta 2o
second in g round. A good Crrand Crossfire conld squesze leam A
by foreing more than one issue 1o the 1op. team A is fimited 10 only
that issue, team B can easily respond to that one issue by halding
alt of ity prep tune for use pror (o the final speech in the debate.

Tumers should be provided by woemament hosts in order 1o
allow the citizen judges to focus upon ssucs and pot lechmcali-
Lk,

Rescarch: The comersione ol many debate teams is sys-
tematic research. This need not chinge with the advent of Ted
Turner Debate. With a one month window for each topic, experi-
enced debaters will find wmple time wo discover excellent eyidence
for ench wpic, Thse who have the bedt evidence will have an
edge at winming rounds. Evidence will Yook more like what Aristoile
and Crcero thought of as evidence, than what modern policy de-
haters see when they hear that word.

Two types of evidence are crucial: stanes and statistcs, Sto-
nes hold universal viability Tor interest-and oor carrent culiure s
statistically driven. Each of these [orms ol evidénce will have pro-
bafive utility, Traditional tests of authority will still be osed w0
euigbdish the source’s and the debater’s credibility.

Oilly one speech needs extension evidencs — Speaker 2
Speaker 2 may well use i small file o hold responses to potentially
bistife arguments. For even though the debale locuses upon a
broad topic, the Speaker 2 position in this debate requires thal
speaker o show some depth of understanding and analysis. For
many debaters, ths is best-done with evidence. Counler-examples
and counter statistics should be g top proriy. Though any debate
issue tnvites some discussion of the warrant, of value, or mvites a
crettque of exisung norms, these arguments will huve 1o come out
of the generalized pop-culture i order (v be accepled withan the
debate. Academic crinicism demands prior knowledge; public cri-
bgue 15 un American habit.

Bricis should generally be [ocused upon a single idea with
une grumple or statistic as the anchor Lor organization.

Format: Some iasues of {ommat are ambiguous and need 1o
be addressed by the toumament host (or the MFL o state commit-
tee). In liew of subseguent clanfication. the Tollowing answers ane
sugoested:

1. Do speakers stand or sit during Crossfire”?

Dhunng the éne-on-one Crosshires, speakers stand next (o

cach other o e the judge. Ths mukirmzes the personal nature of

the exchange whale isolating the two speakers from their partners
in order w allow the judge o loces on these two speakers alone.
During the Grand Crosstie, all speakers remain seated
facinig cach other. Questions anud responses are presented while
seatted. This emphasizes the “free for 4l nsture of the exchange
while creating a comfortable and familiar atmosphere.
2 Who mitites the Grand Crossfire?
Whele the A tearnas chm'ged with initizatmg the Crosslire,
Speaker Al should ask a queston of Speaker B, Bl having s
presented the last speech contra A, this would be a namral se-
guence. AT s allowed te fireback.” while providing a clear initia-
i sequence. The nexl guestions should low from the sencral
advice provided ax o me and focus,
3. What role does the ballot play?
The NFL sample ballol [Rosrrem November 2002 pro-
vides an ssue orented ballot. I provides the benelin of an issues
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oriented ballot with clear categonies for evaluation any compari-
sum. A drawback would be that a list of erilerin, as given, rends to
focus the judge upon only o few criteria and, thus, away from the
Mg pssue.

NEL Ballot
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Some hosts will prefer a more open baliot like the NFL policy
ballot, The advantage of a more open hallor 15 that judges can
provide a wider range of reasons for decision, A drawback would
be less puidance to the judge in decision nuking.

The following ballot estublishes morg of a media flavor and
may help avoid the dunger of iy judees contising the teams if the
Negalive (con) team speaks first. The bulfot commits the judge to
i initial stanch viy the lopic, reguires the judge be clear abou
which team is which, yet provides a open batlot for decision expla-
naoda.

T

Ted Turner Diebate

Topeg:

lnitial response s the topic On (e seeing this wome, | tend (o pares/
disagrer with the rome. (Cincles

Team A # Spesher | ___ Speaker 2 Prow'Cang

Leam R ¥ Speaker | __ Speaker 2 ProdCan

the wam which won this goond 15 A ¢ B representing the Pro £ Con
Ul e winming side)

The winmng team's number ix:

These ore the ressodss Tot theg e rsiam=—

Sipned

x;

Safeguards: (ine large danger from distonting or abusing
arguments exists in Ted Turner Debate, Uninformed judges may
not be capable of dentilying proseribed arguments. That s, a
team mright “spew or counterplan” o such, but because the jodee
15 unfamidliar with what those terms mean the judge mav vole for
a team in vielatkn of the parameters of the event. Towmament
hosts would be advised o Wentfy a procedure o adiudicate
disputes of this nature prior to the beginning of the Wurmament.
Individual. uninformed judges may not have the sophistication
to htake an independent decision and may need the help of an
tformed lourmament stalf. Protests will likely comse from angry
coaches or debaters, not from judges

The Zall or npthing qualification™ at the district tourn-
menl presents some difficulties. Unlike any other event, Ted
Turner Debaters must rest their qualification upon this event
abome. This evenl 15 not a sale huven for extempers or an sy
qeralification for a policy team. Ted ‘Jurner Debaters have to want
b qualkily o this event adone: It cannot be o "second” svent, As
such, cach debater must decrde that this event is of personal
value. Developing this attiade about this form of debate means
not-derigrating the event as an alternative, rather the event must
stand on it own merits.

Ted Turner Debate presents new challenges and new op-
portusitics. As we in the debate community strugele 1o under
strd and master this new event, it 15 helpful to remind ourselves
of the ideals o1 possibilities which underlie this new event. 1f Ted
Turner Dchate grows into o viable debate event it will be be-
catrse 1t has developed a trudition of its own. In that spiriL take
issue with the ideas and claims advanced throush this arficle.
Cirly by advaneing this event in the Torum will it find g home of
s own by reaching intringic qualities that are admirable, I the
only theoretical grounds for ihis event iz that it will provigle
photogeme debaters, the eveat is as doomed ws the one it secks
Loy replice.

(John Durkee traches Ensiish god sperch at Laramie 15 (WY,
He bus coarhed débaty S the last 20 vears in Whasminmy, Mr,
Durkge ixan oveasional conribator 10 the rostrom. of wetiefes
oy the theory and practice of debute. )
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Barkliey Forum - Emory National Debate Institute

June 15 - June 28, 2003 - Emory University, Atlania, Georgia
Under the Direction of Melissa Maxcy Wade

The Lmory Nattonal Debate Lastitute has been crm rinating 1o the eaucation of high school debaters Tor eemv-eight vears. The curticuluin is
.:tqn:rrr{'il v tie st humlamental aspiects of debate: prosentation, research, atl Crivical thinking. An exeellent combination ol vaditional arety.

TI341%t .'.|I1I_1 Ijl.'h.][r ljac-un- _|L'||.| A1 .-11.:;[1.51.|5i:.¢ (ki Crirrend ,|1~[1‘,|111r fl!'-’u CECE T e lhi' bipvpeary MSational Tekate Institute one of the TTIn! -.i1l.l:'{'t*-‘:-:iilrl Vear

altel vear. MNovie i, traich-Jeved, aned 'n..1i':'~iT}' [ rr11[ll'l'ir.fl':'.‘- have found the Lastitute 4w wihwhile |L-:|rr1zng i renoee ecate thi stalt lias the R periiag

[

T 'u.':ll.'ll .LH i'i"l.'t‘lri -:"|| r:.'[!.ll!'r‘!'l-‘.‘."i -1r"1€| 1|!t' L'}L|:l-'.‘|'|l:"!':-:'r" K .;'ll'hllh'l Loy o virdery 1l :-.[|_L|_-|q_-|]l Gl

Features of the Policy Division
Under the Direction of Bill Newnam

Euperlﬂﬂl:ﬂ'd Etaff: i sepmer level iUl las workes) artiis | st it o
sl many others, including: Amencan Hinversity, Bates Collepe, Bavlor
1 illill‘ml':-'. l‘h‘l'i:.!‘i:"_r', Dartmouth Collese, € ;l:'{.l'l'l!-"_'i"[{:lt'-. - Clamversitr, -
versipy of Jowa, Wniverssty of Kentucka, Northwestarm LJ.-|i--u|:~r_~.':ll1,-1 [ Imi-
versity of Micligan, Wake Forest Unives sity, Sambford Universiiy, anid
Stantord University

Excellent staff student ratio: The Tnstingte atfers debaters the (3]
J,mli'-nl-i[_'- to work with one senior level insrrucior Py m:};:n.u:u._*u.'i bw a1

feast one active college debater in small b grempa of L to 20 stadenis

Flexible curriculum: The Instinge has abasvs i1rr|.1.'u']|'f] sl i
witde varicty ol instraction suitable o their levelks irl.'."-‘:lh'T[r.“’Tii'i‘:. Eacly
balsoratary gronp bas cxplicit objertives and a ficld tested carricalum

tor the two week period, dependen wpen thar level of expericoce

Commitment to diversity: ['he Institute has abwavs becn cormit-
beed bk PRI s Rt acs eyl tirorban and roval aredd. We have
seviral funiled sehnlasdiins dedivated o promoling diversity.  Addi-
I;.t1|:|.|||_‘r_ ongoing orants make it possible to supper! many students
b eronomicalls dischvartaoed Jreas

ﬂﬂmitﬂT}f SHPEH-'iSiEﬂ: £ ! t“«"l'!-l".';t‘l‘.--;'i‘ri stalt i '|tu!]r|;; fikele schiood
teachers; praduate stodenis, and calleos L'.'l'l}jL'r;'Lt:-p-; studente wil s
P s the dirmivrs.

cﬂm wnmp: AT T El"j -'El'u [ RN T |::|.-- -.‘u:.-r!u,]n 113 i"i i rrw.]l,;. 1,1_1|
Tr:lp":-.“.u vitll wrcducle admmastracion, OrEunEtn, arsch coaching straleses;
A foll ser oo becoruares ApprepTIALE o the classroom will be deveboped.
Indusive Fees: The standard Instinae fee ncludes tulion. housing,

fiwned, lab pimmc't:q'ﬂ'jn;[ fees, ertertaitmment, @ t=<hirt, anid 2 handbaok—

the works.

Features of the Lincoln-Douglas Division
Under the Direction of Jim Wade

EIPEI'iEHEJEd staff: The Divector of the §a1ady -Jn—lh}ugkd:u diviston
has been i the activity for over twonry vears, anel-has served in his
current posion Jor en vears, Cther stall members inchude an amray ol
the Hiest udh'}__-_. cochuss, ae well as soame of thee ot p_'fﬂlf-;l‘-- debiters

ir the ki,

EI{E“EH{ Eiaff student ratio: The Institute offers debaters the
opperTunlly o owork with one senior devel mstructor accompanied by
ar least one gctivie n.cﬂh."_:“v debter in small lzb T o 10 1w 14 5t

|.|I".'-'-

Flexible curricalum: Tl Institne has .ﬂl.l,:!_-!-h ija'm-i-h-d stucdonts a
e varicty ol instruction suiable vo therr levels of experence. Our
classes ceal both with seneral phslosophical 1ssues amd practical tech-
rigae. There is a stramy emphasis i lab on KLU LT 111='L|_-.§|r1i._-_ .~|]1';?|L"rli.51
e T atul pl'-ﬂ'in;!in_;__: ConstTiective L1i1i.L[||.- A -_-,[xi\.|| |L.}- e lves
Lhares o lasses ihealing wath pi‘nh;.u-:qulr.- ur techmoque and 11;.:_-::]'_1,, fial-

tovved] by live Bowies of crcad lab sessions
i LHIES &% |1T'.'I.1___IIZ.'!- PR R T LT R

Commitment to dmﬁj’: the Institarte s alwavs been commit

tedd tommaking instrachiion acoessilile to arban and mucal aveas. W have
several funded sechnlaiships dedicate fo provaling diversite. Auldi-
tHonally, angoing grants make it possible to support many stedents

fra ecemomically disacdvantaged areas

Dormitory supervision: ‘o experictioed sl all iL‘LL.J'.uJ:ng]I.iL'Jl seduonl
[l'.ll]:‘l‘l'ﬁ. -_:"I'u'IJ'III.ET'l'_' T?iﬂt{"ﬂl}r ,‘_llj_“! |_||”("'5_.'|[" I_j|1|!:-|;'f'; _I_ﬁ-._-\.' \.1_|__|1_|.|_'r'|:\; |.1_.'L“ =il
pervise the chormitory,

Inclusive Fees: The staniland fnstiuee Tee inscludes wition, hensing,

loaaid, fab I'I]'I:II.LH-!.I'I‘.-IE'_'-:E bews eoterlainment, and a =shirt—ithe works

<A TR L By (N : it
birr an Hr;.-';'ll-.'ut'l"ul.. WWELLR® il walki

Melissa Maxcy Wade
P.0. Drawer U, Emory University
Atlanta, GA 30322

Phone: (404) 7276182 - email: lobrien@emory.edu -

FAX: (404) 727-5367
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The Scholars Program at the

Emory National Debate Institute
june 15 - lune 28, 2003 - Emory University, Atlanta, Georgia

Phe Emory National Debate Institute, which has contributed to the education of Righ schaol deliters tor a fjuarter ol a century,

aow ofters a specialized workshop-within-a-workshap caterine ta expernienced hish schonl debaters with advanced <kills: The

Scholars Program, which was convelved and desiomed by some of the nation™s mest competitively sucvesstul college coaches, gives
sceomplished debaters the opportunity o receive the kind of mstruction, research opportunities, and teedback they will need m

areer to meet their competitive goals lor the coming year

The Scholars Program will take place alangsicde the establishes] Emary National Debate Tnstitute, imder the Direction af Melissa
Maxcy Wade. Those who enter the Program swall have access w the envire facuity of the ENIDL However, the Scholars Program

contins 4 number of additional Featiures desipned specifically 1o benefit the advanced debater

Special Features of the Scholars Program

Advanced curricuium: Evervaspect ol the scholars Prowram lias heen I'L'ﬂ.ll,_':“iiglflt.“li .’l:-_". ot stalt of .‘.u_um:lf:ui'tsimi coaches; lrom the lecture
schedule o the strocture and pace of lab groups. Members of the Program wili receive advaneed Tibwary instruction, including gaided
research i the Woodrull Bbrary svsterm andd rarmetiel use of Tntermet resourees. e curriculbum lu'i]'is stindents understand and wiilie the

most advaneed modemn debate positions, bat without sacrihcing their ability to win rounds with traditional skills and strategies.,

Emphasis on evidence accumulation: [ather than foroing expenenced students to endure redundant basic lectures, we let

bi'l!i:lfﬂ"":. g*_"l' il "n.*n.'ﬁTI:'l 1[‘1':,'" i'.l'l.i.“-lil'lt’i!'- l;'li Fese ]T-”-Ig the fli'.l-'i'.l';'li‘ ﬂT'll.] I'.I'I_-I'L‘fj-{"i'l'lg :H.'['E"l'-.lih't‘.d 'EL‘-I..'l]]'.I.iI.'.J'L'El‘h.

Amazing staff-te-student ratio: We maintam o o) stalf-student ratio in Lib groups, and each stadent will interact with nearly

eviery mcmber ol our larse Scholars Program Laculty

Uniqm:,, separate lectures: COhtside their Lab ST, memminers ol the Program will receive divect instruction brom :uj:--m!rn:_}
callege coaches, Bven in lecture settings, our stall-student ratio i msual, with no more than 20 stadents listéning to one instruc-

tisr. Furthermore, we ofler a small STOU theory seminar menu tarseted to students” neerls and interests,
Nomerous debate roumds: O curnculum inctuedes a maninmum ol {2 rovnds, wath extended tme lor i'ril.iquvx tronyour statd

Select faculty: 1he Progam will be directed by a select group of the nation’s best debate minds; Past Dircetors of the Scholars
Program have inchuded awandswinning collepe coaches, multiple NDXT winners, and some of the country’s most prominent high
whool voaches. In the lagt few vears along, Joe Zompetti (Director of Forepsics ot Mercer University), David Heidt pwinner of the
1996 NDT, Jon Paul Lupo (winser of the 2000 NI, an kKacey Wolmer (NDT {irst-roumeld debater and e particapant
the finals of CEDA Nationals) have all been o part of the Program™ adiminisirative team. The vest of the Schalars facudty will b

selected from among the ENDI s stall of .lL'L'FJI“iliJEiHEH‘il t'.t}ift*gt‘ clebaters and coaches.

Great value: Scholars will Py the same price as ather students at the Emory Nationmal Debate Institure. We are a nationally

1.':}:111}!:Fitn'{' inshiule al o chescount |J;'il.'v'

Yo st apphe for the Seholars Programe at the ENDE Those seelang sdmisdon shookd call or waite
Melissa Maxcy Wade

P.0. Drawer U, Emory University - Atlanta, GA 30322
Phone: (404) 727-6189 - email: lobrien@@emory.edu - FAX: (404) 727-5367
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Perfection Learning” is pleased te announce the acquisition of Clark Publishing.
Toyether, our companies have served educators for over 125 years, and we look forward
to offering you the great selection of Clark textbooks in forensics, speech, drama, and journalism.

An introduction to contemporary basic debale
for beginning and infermediate debaters

Rewigait and strepmied 16 ncsde the most wsefid, curtest infaomanon,
[his feut focuses on poficy debate with chaptars an Lancoln-Oouglas gebare
Shistont Congress, mack trial, wi patiianmntary debats.

Exampies and-graphics expiam
= gehale history, heory, ehd slhics
= gt ormaks
Il someps, inchding elechmns:
argumentadion
rebuttals
defenss
debiels judgg process

A Teacher Guige incldes Bctivilies. grading seatemes, quEses and
arswer Keys and much misee

" & B @&

A complete text for advanced debaters

Fhis invaluabie follow-tin to Mastenng Compelifive Defele explores rocent 0eDate Mennas s :
ant their practical appiications for high school debats. Focusing primarity on oy detare, = Advancing in Debate:

Skills & Concepis

fhe fext includes such concaply. &5

critiges sirategy and arquments

storylellisg and 5 use in focasing crilical arguUmEats
pithging paradigms and thise impliibions

Y B 6 ] e

agent clirdepkms

teanrelical ssues reiated o countargans
intematienal fizl

A Tienchis Gulde with teaching wygestions for gach chagier, chapier quires, y George Tiogotmuisies
sisbingraphies, erd 3 moded transcript i also avaitable, : Seoll Hirmle

Dan Boomingcals
WWW. T esms
u perfectionieaming.comy/samplers

u ivigion of

Perfection Learning’

CORPOEATION

Publishin

e g _.|I|'

Call or visit oor Web site today for a FREE catalog!
phone: (300} 831-4180 - fax: (800) 543-2745 + weh: perfectioniearning.com
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THE PERFECT STORM X 50; =
STATE BUDGET CRISES AND THE IMPACT ON
MEDICAID MENTAL HEALTH SERVICES

~ @nAm :

E 0 The Nation's Voice on Mental lliness Joel E. Miller

Medicatd represents o tajor souece for financing “match™ vanes hased on per-capita income in the stae.
meetitct! heedth cetre. . In additiem, Medicaid has odso en- Medicoid Ginances almost 75% of a1l state health care
courgged the expansion of frrovative commumin-based . spending
rreatment modalines for peaple with seripus mental i
nesses swch ay prveluarre rebabilitarion, case meanaee- Sateys who participate 1n Medicaid (all states do)
mrend, and day treament/partial hospiaalizanon services.  oust provide all beneficiaries with a basic sel of ser-
Frescriprion drugs availafde threugh the Medicard pro- vices. including doctor visits, hospatal care, kb and % -ray

services, family planning services and
special health scrcening for children,
Shates are also required 1o pay lor care
in nursing tacilities and for home-
hased services. Mediead pays for

. Severaleconomic resare mpay it ”M"“*W
are Tikely {o impact the financing and o e . scncnaly not conered
" ﬂemﬁf 'ﬂl nmm iﬁmﬂﬁi “H malﬁ . by pnuf:m hepdth msurance compames

L e : or Medicare. States may provide “op-
- ' - ﬁﬂn Sﬁnﬂ’“s mﬁlla}mlmcs, c_ tional™ sorvices, including mental
. - health care, dental care, eveglasses,
: : - : _ : 2 speech therapy and preseriplion

- - S : . o e drugz (1)

=
e
= e
= e
= e
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Elgibifity rules for people ap-
plying for Medicand are comples, and
gruny hanve Been essential 10 the recovery of many persons  vary widely from state lo state. They are linked to both
with mental ilfnesses, bur overall Medicaid costs are es-  income and other (actors Nike fumily or disability stams
calating rapidly,  State governmenty are facing hudger
deficits over the next o vears due o declingey wax rev-
enes. Inresponse to tus difficndt economie climate, states . Whe Does Medicaid Cover?
are planning to institute Medicaid cost control efforss

that arve likelv fo neganively affect lower-income popula- Mujor categorics of cligible people that the waes
ticins with menial illnesses. miist cover (known as mandatory populations mchide

* Pregnont women and children naderage 6 =

What is Medicaid? Families with family incomes under 1337 of the
o . ) federal poverty level (520000 for 3 [mily of
Medheand 15 a program financed jonily by federal g
and state governments, providing medical care and long- .

Children ages O to 15 in Farmilees with ety in-
coroes ander S of e povery Jewel {515,000
fora fammly of three)

term care W many of the nation’s most vulperahle lower-
income peaple, Created in 1965, Medicad pays physician
- and hospital bills, preseription drug costs, and other health
- care costs for lower-mcome mothers and children, Frail se-
niors, and people with disabilites.

*  Parenis and 18 vesr gl whsse oomes oo
below welfare sandands o= of Falv 1996,
= Elderiv and disabled indrmdmsis who are o)

Each stae decides how 1o stmcture henefin, cligi- gible Tor Suppiemnental Secunty Income (351)
hility, service delivery and pavmen! mies with smdelings peogram 1),
established by federal law, State spending on Medivad i
“riatehed” by the federal government (known as FMAP). Seates have subsiantial flexibility w cover “optional

The federal financine share averases 575% and this feders] | Popalations™ wio mav oot bave health insurance. These
optonal populaions inclode:
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& Crideen and adults above the federal vmmum incone
ey

*  Cerman working diszbled people; and

*  People with exceptionally high medical lls also may
gualily in the calegory of being “medically needy.”
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Spending on optional groups and benefits aceounts for bwo-
sivirdds of ail Medicaid spending. The extent 1o which states cover
optional groups varies widely. Massachuscts covers 41 percent
of thitr lower-income non-elderly restdents through Medicaxl, com-
pared to Virginia, which covers 14 pescent ol it Jower-income non-
clderly restdents (3).

What is Medicaid’s lmpact?

Medicaid covercd 44 million people in 2000, including 22 6
mitllion lower-income children, 12 million clderly and disabled per-
sons. and 9.2 mallion lower-incomie adults,

Owver 25% of Amernican chaldren rely on the program for their
health coverage. Trpays for the care of about two-thurds of nursing.
home residents. Medicaid (inances one-third of the haby deliver-
ies in fhe country and covers more than half of people with ATDS.

Medicatd spending for 2003 is expected w reach $I80 bilhon.
with the federal government share smounting to 3159 billion (4).

The State Children’s Health Insurance Program (SCHIP)

SCHIP was established in 1997 1o provide funds Lo atates 1o
expand coverage 1o children who were not ehigible for Medicaid
under state stapdards in place in 1997, Uninsured children under
I0{% of the poverty are the largel population. Stales have ased
their SCHIP Tunds either to expand Medicaid coverage forchildren
or credte a separate SCHIP program. Medicaid program rules apply
in SCHIP-fumded Medicaid expunsions. Nearly 3.5 million children
are crwalled inthe program as of December 2001 (5).

Medicaid and Mental Health Benefits

Medicaid is the primary paver of public mental hoalth ser-
vices., States have relied heavily on its funding for community
mental health services over the past two deades. .

Medicad agencies have gresly influenced the development
of public mental health care, especially related 1o organizaition,
financing, services covered. and access.

Soime kev facts about Medicaid and mental bealth services:

»  Medicaid pow pays for marc than 30% of the public men-
tal services thal states administer,
* {1 i5 expected that Medicaid finsncing of mental health
services will reach 60%, by 2007, The beneficiaries of
 these serviees represent 30% of the “high cost” enmllees.
- »Eﬂ/;t:m!mg on the statc, between 25% and 50% of per-
- oe rectrving Send mental health serviecs only recgive
f%y S Mesdicaids
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Medicaid has relatively generous coverage [ormental healih
henefits, compared with privat insurance plans. Substance abuse
services arc covered less often.

Medicaid provides coverage for inpatient and outpatien
mental health services and physician services, although the num-
ber of days or visits per year may be hmited,

Other kev sérvices in a mental health continuum such as.
rehabilitation and cise management services are optional tnder
Medicaidd, although the majority of states cover them for children.

R >$"5E'.a.¢’:-:-$

Several states provide Programs for Assertive Cnmmunifj;- i
Treatment (PACT) services under the “Rehabilitation Optiog™.
PACT programs deliver comprehensive community ireatment, re-
hahilitation wnd STPROIT services (o consumers in ther homes, a8
work. and in community semings, -

Many states cover partial hospitalization/day treatment Tn:
der outpatien! Care wilh o higher resmbursernent rate,

-a-'q:.-aﬂ' -'.-:ﬂ'-a-':-‘\f

The Earlv Pertodic, Scregning, Diagnosis. and Treatmeng
(EPSDT) benefit of Medicaid is nmﬂdamry The Medicaid ET"*?[‘.‘-'E
mundaie requires states o provide the followi ing <ervices to Mt'.efgv
icaid eligible children and adolescents: =

. Screening — states must provide children
with early, periodic and comprehensive assessments of
hoth physical and mental health developiment:

. Diagnosis - when 2 serecning exaniination
mdicates the necd for further evaluation, stales must en-
sure hal referrals 1o reament and service providers are
made withot delay and Tollow-up must be done W enswre
that a child receives a complele dizgnostic evaluation: and

R e

R
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- Treatment — siastes must ensure thal chil-
drep recetve the health care and treatment necessary W -
treat (heir phvsical or mental condition discovered by the
SCIECTINg SCrVICes. 4

e
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Medicaid also plays a fundamental role in the provision & |
oillpatienl pharmacy services 1o Jower-income populations. Pre
seription drug coverage is one of the most widely utilized
i Medicaid programis (second only (o physician services) and it
the fastest growing wrea of Medicad spending,

Medicaid's dmg benefit is particulardy vital t those
ces who depentd wmost upon dmgs o maintain or imprive thes
health and fanctonine, including those with severs mental lﬂﬂem%.

Caught in Between the Waves —Medicaid Spending Increases
and State Budgel Deficits :

Several cconomud [orces are in play that are likely Lo im
the Minancing and delivery of peeded services Tor people with
vus mental illnesses. The acceleration of Medicaid spend
growth, fueled by rapidly escalating health care costs, has atracie
the close attention of both feders) and state federal pt‘r]ai‘-:‘}'mﬁ. i
Al the core of this tension are deteriorating ecomamic outl
and declining revenue which have strained siate budgets, and
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federal budeer also is m deficit. Due o the sputtering economy
over the last two years, the number af people who have become
eligihle for Medicaid has dramatically increased which has placed
Inore pressure on state policymakers to implement short-term solo-

tions 1o control Medicmd costs. Tn essence, 50 perfect economic

sterms are being churned up in the states threatening basic healih
care services forthe most valnerable populations. including people
with severe mental illness.

We know the indirect coonomic costs and social and medical
consequences that come from inadequate and denied freduments
for people with serious mental illness are stagpering.

= Owver 5100 billion m lost prodoctivity (e.2., absentee-
15y from work s schoolband disability), including $1 | billion
i Social Security Disability lnsurance benefits to 1.3 mnillion
persens and 311 ballion in Supplemental Security Income ben-
cfits 1o 2. 0million persons (7).

* Mental illness ranks first in terms of caopsine
disability 10 the Ulnited States, Canada and Western En
rope. Mental iliness accounts for 25% of all disability
across all industrialized countries. Heonl disease snd can-
cer acceunt for 5% and 3% respectively (81,

* $1:2 billion m lost productivity duc o prema-
re death. including suwicide (9. Up to 90 percent of all
persons who commit suicide suffer from a reatable severe
mental ilness i 10),

. 6 billion to incarcerate muore than 253 (0K
persons with mental iflnesses in jails and prisons (1) This
is four umes the number of people with these illnesses
bemg cared for in hospitals.

- S0-75% of youth in juvenile justce feilities
have g chagnosable and most often onmeated mental (1-
ness (12,

- Suicide b the third leading cause OF youth
in the 135 to 24 vear-old ase proup, preceded only be hom-
cidhe and sccidents, and as many as 90% of children and
adolescents who commit suicide have a mental disorder
(13,

L Approximately one-third of the nanon's
GOO000 homeless persoms sullor from severe mental ili-
nesses {140

’ Many people with severe mental tliness die
prematurely or experience disproportionstely highrates of
medical llnesses because of neglect or disregand by health
care systems of their medical symploms. A recent report
igsued by the Massachusetts Departiment of Menal Health
(DMH) showed # sevenold increase in the number of
deuths from cardiac events among DIMH clients o the 23
o044 vear-old group in 1998 and 1999.(15),

The indirect costs and consequences of not supporting mm
tal illness recovery are clear and must be considensd evenin dme:
of state fiscal pressures, The costs of not weating consumers wit
serions mental ilnesses will make it even move dilTicult for stilies & ;a;f
coatrol costs due (o ncreased hospitalizafions, more physmm
visils und higher prescription drug costs.

The costs associated with the Medicaid program have ;,J,;«—.h.#
rocketed in recent yoars, with projected program srowth of 9.5%
between fiscal years 2002 and 2003, This growth in total spendiss
follows on the heels O 115 growth hetween FY 2001 and IY 2007
Lamg term; ander current law, program growth is projected 8.3%
anmually over the next ten yvears ( 16). J{

Stares fiscal condifions have been hit hard over the lust L ﬁ
months. with revenue losses not seen i it least vwo decades, li:f
response. states have been forced to implement numerous cuts 't
prblic services, slashing growih in spending to levels far belal
historic norms and implementing 4 range of reductions in services
such as Medicaid health care rograms, public education gnd child
Citre. -

The waikook Tor siale finances in the next conple of years =
bieak. State revenues sre unlikely 1o rebound quickly, and manyef
the reserve funds and one-time measures used to halance last year's
budgets will no longer be available w fill budgetary shortfalls
When state legrslanmes meel mearly 2003, they will likely be Faced
with fiscal problems as unfavorable (o in <ome cases worse) &
these they encountered last year, The ditlicull choices of signifi-
cant additional program cuts andfor tax increases may be unayvoid
ahig
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A sign of the times: Governor Warmner of Virginia announsees
recently 11% o 15% reductions [or cach state ageney Tor fisca
year 2003 A state suppord Tor comumunity mental health, mental
retardanon, and substance abuse services will be reduced by 1%
Warner said that more tageted reductions, which could Furthe
allect mental health senaces, will be necessary morder o halance
the budget (17),

HiE®

As states contemplate cats m Medicaid, state lawmakers s
faced with the reality that every dollar of state appropriations e
for Medicaad forfieits anywhere from %1 1052 of federd funds ?hmuh
the Federal Medical Assistance Percentage (FMAP).
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The federal governmen séimburses stuted for o substangis
portion of their Medicaid costs. The Medicaid budget problems
that states are experiencing are heing exacerbated by reductions iz
federal Medicaid matching payments to many staes, which ﬂ:ﬁ”
hased on the “Federal Medical Assistance Percentage” or FMAF g
The FMAP is based on histoncal cconomic dita, Uﬂfmlmaw}g,;: Eii -

'

the rates for 2002 are hased on economic data (rom the Taw 1990
when economies were booming. Even though the economy has
wenkeved greatly since then, the federal Medicaid matching rates. 2
for 24 states declined m 20002, and matching rates for 17 states ‘wiﬁl SIS
e Tower i 2003 than in 2002, Since cwrrent matching rates ass
based on data from years poior (o the economic downtam, sevess *ﬁ
states are i the position of having to fund their Medicaid pro- EEZ%

B

.

i

wraimy with fewer federnl dollars in # budget-challenging pened
{18}
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Realizing the service and economic development impuct of

- the loss of federal fupds, state governors are ageressively sup-
~porting congressionad attempts 1o inerease the federal maich rates.
. Proponenis of an PMAP increase contend that increased federal
support will temper the need for drastic cuts in Medicaid Programs.

e

4 the Medicand program is based on o lederal-state partner-
. ship. During this difficult ceonomic penod, the federal govern-
. menl should increase 118 role 1 this parinership and provide some
needed fiscal rehel 1o states. A emiporary merease 1o the FMAP
could help o ensure that Tower-income children, Tamifies. elderdy
people. und persons with disabilities continue to receive the medi-
cal care they need. It would also help 1o ensure that rhere are
sufficient lnancial resources Tor hospitals, clinics, nursing homes,
physicians, and other health care providers to continue Lo offer
- health care services 1o lower-income people.

o e e e e A e e e

Bul as the debate on the FMAP continoes in Washington,
- stuledeaders are faced with the reality of budeer cost containment
at home. With many one-lime measures onavadable (¢.g.. wbaceo
- settlement Tunds) and assistance from the federal govermment ap-
parently on held, states that continbe to experience ongoing bud-
et deficits will likely be forced w choose between raising new
fevenucs (ratsng fxes) andfor reducing access w health care un-
_dertheir Medicaid programs und other vital public health services.
1t nppears thal state palicymakers will fullow the latter path be-
és:;use raiging taxes in the cument economit environment is nol
- ':;mhni:mlly popular.

S

e The combination of the economic forces facing states and
=~ 1he selutions being contemplated has the potential o severely
'f-aﬂﬂ::_rminu the basic tener of the Medican] program, which is to
povide comprehensive and affordable health coverage. services
ﬂld benelits to eligible lower-income populations.  The mnplica-
ans for people with mental iflacsses who iare served by Medicaid
cathl be devastating as coverage and benefits for mental health
services are curtiled in'order o control povermment boltom lne
DAY,
- Lontroliing the Storm Surge — State Efforts to Timit Medicaid
~ Spending on Prescription Drugs

The threat 1w mental health services 15 beginning 1o play
Saclf out at the state leve! with o ndal wave of initiatives to limit
Siedicaid expenditures for preseribed drugs. The raw numbers
%Eﬂ: staring down at Medicaid officials are likely to cause knee
;. ﬁi.-ﬁmi systematic reactions to escalating drug costs and utiliza-

* ltis estimated that otal spending for outpatient prescrip-
: ﬁug&m Medicaid was $21 biliion in 2000. This fioure repre-
m rF-lE‘h-I:-’ 104 of total Medicaid expenditures 1 2000 (19,

= Medicaid spending for outpatient prescribed drogs in-
By 6.5 llion dollars from 1997 to 2000, or 16% of the $40.2
“= tnrrease in total Medicaid spending over that period.,

-ﬂ;_}ﬁicﬂicutd spending for outpatient prescription drugs in-
B oan avetage of 18.1% per year from 1997 to 2000, coin-
e 0% for total expenditres,

e

*  ltas estimated that neardy 12% of otal Medhead preserip-
ton drug expenditures are atributable to the use of psychoactive
prescripion drugs (20),

The current double-digit growth rates of Medicaid spending
have serous implications for states and the federal government as
they Tace deteriorating economic outlooks and declinimg revenue
growth, As drog expenditures continue 1o climb and budgetary
PTERSUIES ML, Stales e boeoming muore sgEgressive 10 rying (o
limnit wtilization of prescription dregs and regulile pharmacentical
prices,

It is Tikely that medications for people with severe mental
iliness are gomng 1o be scrotinized and tarpeted for cost contain-
ment and utilization control strategics eraploved by Mediciid agen
CIEN.

The imiplicatitms of the current budset environment {or men-
tal health are clear, Unfike FY 2002 when many state menial health
budgets avoided the badget knife, upeoming fiscal years promise
to not be as kind 1o persons with mental illness,

Access to quality care is @l nsk when states mplemen cost
contanument strategies.  Decisions regarding specific medications
prescribed 1o persons with mental illnesses shonld be based on
physician judgments of reatments, not on economic Getors. Stud-
tes show that limiting needed medications can résult in infermup-
lions m recovery and increases in costs o the system through
higher hospitalizdtions, more physician visit< and higher medica-
tivn costs. Further, shifting costs away from the health care sys-
lem mto ather eysiems (e, homelessness), has been documented
earlier in this article,

The Medaid program is 4 critically important safetv net Lor
lower-income people with severe mental illnesses. NAMI and other
mental health advocates are communicating 1o state officials and
Medicard representatives thai:

* The stte st not balance the budget on the backs of s
miast Vulnerable citizens.

*  Adeguate funding of the staic’s mental health care sys-
tem is eritical o ensuring the heuth of the sklie’s citizens and
commumiics. People with severe mental illness are the mosi vul-
nerable consumers — remiwving access to mearment is hie threalen-
ing.

*  We must adequately fund and support a strong mental
health system and Medicaid program in the state. T is well docu-
mented that our natlon’s failore W provide adequate services for
children wnd ndubts with mental iflnesses has resilled in a crisis for
swwhools, families, communilies, and the stae

* Cutung Medicaid expenditures will hove a profound and
ripphing effeet. Nod omly will affect the heallh of the citizens of the
siite. but it will also impact the heaith care industry and the economy
int the state.

* Rising pharmacy costs should be understood as pan of

17
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the larger picture: Dramatic reductions i hospilalizations and
criminalization resull from aecess o effectve medication and ot~
patient care Tor people with serious mental illnesses,

= Medicaid healih care services o people with mentad il
ness are especially important in the staie’s rural arcas. where a
system of hospitals and community clinies and centers mees not
only the criical heaslth care needs of citvzens of the state. but also
provide a backbone o the roval ccomomies.

Conclusion

The cataclysmic consequences of failing Lo provide children
and achults with mental ilnesses with necessary services will resolf
increased deaths, homelessness, incarceration in jails, prisons and
juvenile justice systems and immeasurable suffering. The devas
tating consequences of obstructing aceess to medications and
services Tor people with sertous mental illpesses cannol be under-
stated. We must assure that people with mental ilimesses are nol
cast away i the financing and econimic storm that states and
Medicaid programs are expericniing.
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NFL Executive Secretary

The NFL sesks applicants for the position of Executive
Secretary, to begln effective August 1, 2003,

AmoIg the Executive secyretary’ r&..m-::n.uh li1ti1es Are LO

s provide administrative leadership for the NFL,
annual National Touarnmamont,
Lhe Leagus's educational, ornline and
and
gecure NFL'H advam:emnﬂj&:‘é-

° overzes [he
administer
internaticnal dinitigtives,
implement plang to betkber
and financial development.

Interested spplicants should contact: Ero. Rene Stermer,
F5C, Search Committee Coordinator, LaSalls College High Schooi
Be0s Cheltenham Avenue, Wyndmoor, PA;, 19038 (o 215-233-2311%1;

a mintzerflschs.org) .

And bensefits.
2003

Competitive galary
submitted by January 21,

Applications mUust

The WFL 18 &% ARASEC wngleyer, and expeciually ebsoutrsagds
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f 2 Week Session: June 14 - June 29, 51525 LD Session: July 7 - July 21, §1525

1 Week Session: June 14 - June 21, 3775
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last year, students

across the nation
converged on los angeles, california

why?

: find out this summer

- vbi@ucla....

“4'81 helped me debate better, smarter, and slower, Take the best of all the camps, throw it into one greal blender, and there you
beve VB Inotherwords, VB was great on every fevel a debate camp could be, it was baid buck, yel inlense; progressive, yet

. comtesvatrve: slow ver fast, VBI was the way debate camp ought o be.”™ “The social life al VBI was great. 1 know this is hand g
i  oeheeve o e camp actually allowed you (o have fun.” “The stalT was stellur. The environment could not have been better.”
5 . - = m e s ovest learminy cxpenience for moe as a novice.” "1 you think you know about debate, want 1l you get to the VBL”

T pam wes sheseenenal [ve met life long friends.” “ loved the emphasis on standards, ethics. and personalized atten-
= | TRiewms e o the mregmast Himies ofmy life! Lam planning on coming back siext year™ T loved this camp! It helped so

=

mEes L mas meee siiveneed and appeals to today s type of LD ) was impressed thatall of the Tab leaders were s0

e Uthiieee o Bees poeny piotr ahant arouments, strategles, and other issugs.” “The tood. The staff. Enough sad!™
- Z : £4 4 E
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lincoln-douglas

It 1s our goul to provide every studemt with a curriculum that builds on their strenpths while motivating them to develo [ T
ones. Chur pinlosophy? To teach students how Lo argue intelligently, how (o sdapt o every possible judiing environment,
and how to make rounds clear. The Victory Briefs debater knows how (o establish a standard, how 1o make offensive
arguments to meel standand, whal arguments to go for, and how 1o think strategically, thetorically, and persuasively, The
institute 15 designed for both beginning and elite debaters. The curriculum emphasizes student choice, practice rounds,
interaction with staff, and hard wordc, Jomn us!

policy

The policy program offers a refreshing alternative o the existing debate instifutes. Our intention is not 1o privcduce as much
evidence as possible, rather we hope 1o provide debaters with the necéssary lools and strategies for resemrching and
compiling tiles, while focusing the majoriry of our time on interactive leaching sessions stressimy the esgentials of debate.
With this in mind, we are resolved to produce well-rounded debaters and to teach findamental. yel neeessary, research
habits, Limphasis will be placed on more ¢lassic negative strategies. such as disadvantages, engaged solvency attacks.
counterpians, and topicality, whereas, kritiks and theoretical 1ssues will be addressed from the standpoint of “how do we
never lose 1o these arguments”?” Style will be o major focus of this instinee, Incomprehensible topacality shells, “eight off
cme” oadmaps, and generie kritiks will be discouraged in favor of the more specific. above mentioned strategies. What
Mﬂ'ﬂ} mean? The emergence of a debater who is o master oF winming bath lay and upper-echelon judee's ballots.

=53 p

iy Bty Extemp Instinnte has several key facets to helping exlempers grow inoamuliiple areas, Throughout the week
oo on skills lectures, topic seminars, filing instraction and many, many critiqued practice rounds, We will
secca ity analyre cach of your speeches to provide you with a foothold for impraving not just during the week, but
Wt the entire year, with this camp as o foundation. Our extemp camp is committed (o an in depth skills focus— with
& 808 peactice n the aress of speaking. analying, résearching, summanzms and more, Each day there will be scveral
e and with each practice speech these skills will be applied and exercised. These skills sermanars will go hand in
s e oxiemp fopic focuses on pertinent and common guestion arcas. These will include readings and reasearch on
-~ topics such as the US beonomy . American Politics. turepe, Russia, China and Intermational Trade and much more. in

addition, each dey will inchle both material for filing as well as instructions on how Lo mprove ene's file.

For more mformation, emal
vbhiigvictorybriefs.com. Or con-
tact us at 310-433-1681 or Victory
Briefs. 1144 Yale St #3, Sania
Muomica, CA 90303, For apphica-
tion and the Tatest news, visit the
Victory Briefs website,

Last vear's staffincluded: Tommy Clancy, Jogy Setler. David Yivero, Siephen
Babb. Andy ('Connell, Leah Halvorson, Frances Schendle, Adam Press,
Osear Shine, Seamuos Thonovan, Vietor Jik, Tammy Jih, Orjin Ghoshal, kng
Wollish, Clay Calhoun, Michelin Massev, Tim Fietcher, Anf Javeed, Jon
Squires, Jesse Nathan, Runa Yared, Andrew Swan, Ben Rothsiein. and more

The stafl for this vear’s policy instititte will be drawn from Viewory Briefs'
stable of policy writers. Check the website tor the latest updates.

www.victorybriefs.com
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Get information about mcreas;ng
public mental health services.

| NCPA’s High School
Debate Web site con-

| taimns research and analy-
sis about major issues
debated in high schools
nationwide. The site is
well organized, providing
easy access and rapid
data retrieval. It is ideal
both for beginners and
seasoned debaters.

12655 North Central Expressway,
Suite 720, Dallas, Texas 75243
Phone 972/386-6272

Fax 972/386-0924

Washington, D.C. 202/628-6671

www.Debate-Central.org

National Center for Policy Analysis
“Making Ideas Change the World”

The NCPA 15 0 301(c)} 3 ) nonprofit public policy organi-

E More than 1,000 organized link:
to onhine articles, essays, studies.
and other resources.

® NCPA topic analysis, argumenis, ;
and Affirmative and Negative L’:a:ﬁ
materal. |

B An “Ask the Expert” bulletin
board where debaters can submﬁ
their own questions.

® [nformation and links about
other debate topics: Lincoln-
Douglas and Home School.

sation. We depend entirely on the Imancial support of
individuals, corporations and foundations that believe in

privale sector selutions 1o public policy problems.




DRINKING FROM OUR OWN SKULLY:
THE RHETORICAL INVERSION OF LINCOLN-DOUGLAS DEBATE

Fhad hoped o wnte something kinder, bat LD 510 0
bad way, and there is no point i pretending otherwise. In
s supposedly most competitive and chie venues. 11 15
desenerating into an inarticalate jumble of bad thinking,
bad speaking. and bad manners. Manv of the coaches
closest 1o the melown seem unaware Or, worse,
mrouhled by e In the caze of many of the students | ob-
serve. it 15 no longer clear 1o me that participation n LT
does them more good than harme I is absolutely clear 1o
me that miany of the parents smd sehools who pay lor LD

LI

..."ID Tequires a combination of
"‘slmls not iound in any other activity,
and learning to do il well is a unique

fKinﬂ of achievement"....

on gecount of 1t supposed educational value are being
conned.

My interest in this subject is two-fold: First, my loor
vears of LT were the most academically valuahle experi-
ence | ad in high school. They made me a betler re-
searcher, reader, thinker, writer, and speaker. | gol mome out
of college thun many of my fellow ondergraduies becase,
thanks to debate; | came in with a huge head stan_ And
while | cannot say thar debate has made my graduate ca-
- reercasy. | may be true that debate has made 0 possible—
without the skills | boned in LD, | would probabiy nol be
able 1o hold my own m a field (philosophy ) where mos
sindents are smarter and more knowledeeable than [ om
So LD gave me abilities and therefore opportunities which
| wonldn't otherwise enjoy. For this reason, | value “the
getivity” amd am jealous to sec its value preserved for
other stodents. | am also grateful (o the coaches and jodees
who structured my LD experience around the ngiht educa-
tional ends, #nd T want to see their bonorable legacy' pre-
served. My second interest 1s for the students 1 have had
the privilege 1o teach as a stamer LD lecturer and some:
nime coach. My colleagues and T have focosed more on
teaching 1the kinds of skalls | mentoned above than on
teachking “how-to” ups for winnong LD rounds. Ulntd fasrty
recenily, we isfed that, on the whole, the course of 4
siudent’s debate career would reward the mastery of the

by
Jason Baldwin

skills we tapghr. Bur increasingly, we see and hear from
students confrontnge an agly dilemma; if they practice
the skills we have worked hard o teach them, they will
lose 1o smudents whe are less infrrmed, less thoughtful,
am] Tess eloguent bat who are miore willing to exploi
olten mane dehale copventions and to pander 1o increas-
ingly clubby LIY jedees, Like most weachers, i pains me
0 see my students forced 1o choose between deyvelop-
ing had huabits and losing. | am eager 10 see then prow
and prosper as intellectually skilled people, and 1 wani
the incentives of LD o encourave
tather than discourage their progress.

Thas essav attempts 1o skeich
{very roughly) the nature of T.1s prob-
lems, o challenge the nustaken beliels
behind those problems, and o motion
toward possible solutions. Although
my goal s constructive (1 would nol
write if 1 did not hope that doing 5o
raight hielp), my tone is critical, at imes
harshiy s, In order to minimize the
wmount of personal offense gencrated
By my criticism, | wrtie ata regretiahly
high level of generality. 1 beheve the
problems | wnite about are widespread
enough o merit widespread concern,
but 1 have obviousiy reached this conclusion on the
hasis of expenences which are. [rom the reader’s per
spective, merelv anecdotal. 1 would be delighted i thas
essay is irelevant to most Rosrrum readers because 1t
responds 10 conditions that do not ebtuen in their neck
ol the forensic woods, Bot it is difficull o sav i those
who reject the micmre | am painting do so because they
view i differemt landscape or becanse théy view the sames
landscape throuzh different (and 1 would say dissaed)
eves. And 1 do not apologize wo much. hecause the
ready agreement of alf of my imended andsence woald
snogest that | had Taled o make myself clear.

1. Rhetorical Inversion

Manv readers will alresddy have aobeed s of
the symmptoms of perverteddebate md T Ferst and smost
obviously, the quality of speaking has =<k dramai-
cally. Many LD students now spoak o0 gusciiy o be
understood by tiormal edocated Hsicners, and they speak
it broken strings of nnorammatical pronoums, jerEomn,
sl wenenic debate phrases. L il= 1o pone of the speech
ina typical elimination moumd makes any clear clarm ahoo
the truth of whatever resolution 1s belng debated. Some
of the worst speakers and ther fawming judses openly
celebrate poor speaking sy 3 mark of deep and nuanced
thousht. although | have never heard the connecnon
between the lwo explained: my teachers, who have m-

I'I'""l'
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cluded at least o few Thy my lighis) deep and nuanced thinkers,
bave conststently eriticized obscure or slovenly expression.

A seeond symptam of TI s decline is the increasingly sue-
cessful appeul o topic-dodging arguments as the basis of deai
sons. Winning has now become & matter of exploiting petty de-
bate conventions or impugnmg the characier of once’s opponent
rather than offering sirmghtforward reasons for or against the given
resofution. Some debaters spew out coach-written lists of trivial
phjections, hoping that one or another of them will be “dropped”
hy an opponent due 1o time limits. Some debaers fabricate elabo-
rate and abusive definitons and stutemnents of burdens to distort
the clear sense of a resolution 1o their own advantage. Some de-
baters quibble over their opponenis’ diction for its lack of political
or debate-culture correctness. T many rounds, Hicse exiraneous
consulerations replace serous reasomng aboul the resolution be-
ing debated: that s, a nonnal educated listener would say alter
hearing such a debate that neither speaker had olfored good res-
sons 10 conclude that the resolution was rue or falsc.

To the extent thit debaters do offer arsuments abous the
resolution, they are olten very poor arguments. littde more than
assenioms Claiming “bad mpacts” o such hopelessly vague no-
tioms as “societal welfare,” “democrutic legitimacy,” and “nighls
triviafization.” The prevalence and success of these sorts of argu-
ments are 4 thisd sympiom of LD's woes. Such phrases have be-
come the unchallenged curmeney of LD, and their vacuity is dis-
eaised, in part, by the elaborate chains ol asserted empincal causs-
tion leading up w thene That 15, action-type A is assetted W eanse
effect B 1s asserted 1o cause effect € 15 asserted 10 couse effect D is
asserted to cause a decrease in societal welfare, By making these
cansal chains suMciently long, convoluted, and numerous, speak-
ers deflect the scrotiny (hat might properly attach to any given link
i any given chain. Speakers seem unaware that such arguments
are often narrowly utilitarian, and they also seem unawars tha
there are powerful non-utilitariin arguments for this or that moral
or pulitcal proposition, argumcenls which are often more intuitively
plausible and less causally barogue than their ulilitarian alterna-
tives. Speakers rarely support their ambitious empirical assertions
with the detailed empirical evidence those assertions require. Any
evidence that 15 presented 15 reduced after its first hurtied remding

iy the suthor™s last name (“extend the Bozo analysis”—some of

the “best” LD judges now weat such empty commands ox reasons
for decision); its content and quality are rarely scrutimzed. Many
students. coaches, and prdges scem 1o believe that such argu:
ments are just what LD s supposed (o be aboul, and they debate,
coach, and judge accordingly,

A lourth symptom of TIYs deterortion is the increasing
refiance, even by well-estblished teams, on mail-order evidénce
and arguments. These bricls are generally of poor quality, bul
smce many of the undergraduates who produce them were suc
cesslul debaters, it is assomed that the briefs must contain mitendl
as good or better than what current LDers could generate for then-
sclves. The result s the atrophy of research skills and the homog:
mﬁmﬂ:}u’m‘ arguments made on a given resolulion. (Some people

mitght wlse wonder i1 judging students who are using arguments

%ﬁ: e sold them involves some confliel of mlerest. but several

pmemee | D pmdpes apparently do jost that ) The growing Mnan-

G et of thic goad by students and coaches may suggest

e s are e conocned with Keeping up With the competition

%Miw*m te ene of winning than they are with develop-
’%ﬁ' % il :&‘gm ﬂﬁ&& sumcessiul debaters ones ac-
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guited. (1n many non-debate contexts, the prachice of passing ol

ather people’s work ag one’s own is called “cheating™ or “plagis-.

rism,” and it is sl frowned wpon by seademics,)

Niv dowrbl carelinl observers of the LD scene could jdentify
other symploms of debate gone awry, What such observers mas
not tecognize 1 Lhat these are symptoms of o single disease. 1
could cataloe and dissect many of the individual symptoms, hut
that 1s not my goal here. 10 we want to Kill the hydra, we must attack
The
hody of the LD hvdra is a set of beliets about the nature and
purposes of debate. Most of the people who hold these belicls do.
= thourhl ol mone as as o
It is the largely unsellective character of
this outlook which gives me hope that swne of those whe pres-

its body rather than swinging at the hideous faces 11 sprouts,

s0 unreflectively, so the belefs mmght he
outlook than as o creed,

ently hold it will reject it i they reflect om it 1am goang 1o Sumina-
rive the sutlook as best Tean in the mouth of an imaginary adher-
ent; thus the quotation marks. To be clear, what Tollows 1s o state-
ment of beliefs §reject; Part U will discuss my reasons tor rejecting
them: Behold, then, the body of the beast:

“|13 is properly pursued asoan end inoaselll It requires a
carbination of skills not found mm any other activity, and Jearning
to do 1t well is°a umique kind of achievement. The standards of
excellence in LD evolve with the practices of those whom the de-
hate community idemifies as the best LI debaters. Members of
the LI} community are uniguely competent to decide what counts
as good LD 1n this respect, 1.1 is no different fram other complex
organized himman practices:  gymnasts are unguely competent 1o
dr:n;ui:: what counts as a geod dismount, surgeons arc umguely
competent 1o decide what counts s o good sutore, and LI coaches
and Judees wre aniguely compeient o decide what counts as 4
zood JAR.

“Sadiy, LI has for much of ils short usiory been meated like
the neelected stepehild of forensies. el o the care of mere “spon-
sors” rather than professional debate coaches, and judged by par-
ents, bue drivers, and other rustics. . But at Jeast in s apper ech-
cloms, LD has come into its own, with a curcuit of ¢lite national
toarnamems where the moest:skilled and forward-looking LDers,
conched by professional LI coaches and fostified by the genjus of
pridessicnal LD evidence peddiers, can be judged exclusively by a
pool of chipper yvoung LD experts. Any competitive activity should
be ran by its best and brightest, and LDers should be gratefud that
their activity now has the tesources to chart #ts own [ulwre rather
than answering lo demands unposed from the ontside by people
who prefer ducling oratory to real debate and who (among their
oiher incapacities) are unable 1o wipe their slates of feeling and
opinion blank enough to be good judges. 1f such people question
the value or even the intelligihility of high-level LD, they are merely
exposing their own ignorance and presumption in criliczing an
inteflectual discipline which they do not understand and which is
reaily none of their business. Nobody would usk o bus driver for
his opinion of 2 commercinl real estale appraiser oF an abstract
painter, and likewise, no ooe should ask him for his opinion of an
LD debater. Gooud LD debaters and judges are g lot smanter than
the average Joe or Joanna, and no one should be surprised when
smart people mvent new ways of domny things (like debating) which
less smart people cunnot understand,”

1. The Proper Place of LD

The above-summarized view ol LD as an monomous. spe-
vialized discipline is an inversion in twir senses: [irsL 1Lis o lurning
imwards of the LI community away from the koger world of human
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The 2003 Spartan
Debate Institutes
East Lansing, Michigan

DEBATE TEAM

We are pleased ro announce a new four-week debate intensive workshop for students

ready to reach the next level! If you want to be ta aghe by rhe besr lab leaders in the

natiof, the 2003 SDI at Michigan State University is the place for you!

The new four-week session of the 2003 SDI is set to
nclude the following amazing staff members:

Michael Eber - Litenm [iregtor of Thebate al MSU - D[
Dhrector and former champ debater 20 the University of koansas
Kamal Ghali - Debate coach at Lmons and twe fime Ni71
Funalist for Emory inmersity (997 0.0 Ll

Colin Kahl - Profassor of Political Seience at the § I veTsIEY of
Mitisesstg: 1991 NI Finalist and ong thme lab smstroctes

Tim Mahoney - Diohate conch ar S Marks - Coach oof the 2002
MEL Nationa] Chamypions and 2002 .00 Finalees

Adriana Midence® - 2nd Speaker sl the 200 NIVT wd loniner
camip detwsiter al the University of Micmgmm

Elizabeth Repko® - | 095 CITIA Natioma Champeen. Widely
considered one of the very best lab fenders around.

Will Repko - Head Diebate Unach ae Michugan State Universin,
=M Prreeton anad 2000 Coach of 1he Year

(*relers o saff rencarively selicduled toowork ar SO

aﬁr:mfm% ion, please

BRI LT Pty ® SR TN T Mok # Jirim A5 st fomadice =

Dates: July13th - August 8th

Price: $2,800

Cotapare o piice o simidar o week camps! We're

substanlially less expensive. and we have perhips the best and

s exprenencsd sl moamd. There gre also po hidden cods?

Oy e ineludes imustog on e VS campus. Tiood. lab

COpYIag axpenses, ok even a tshin and several fan actvities

Wy chwese the four=week S

" Muore actual debates. Pach Bur-wesk stisdenm will sart debates

Ly b usg our opemim g evidenee packet

" Inercased emphasis on YOUR persona =k sdevelopaent with

hgh guality instruciors. nit |51 THAss Jectmres

® i maxamum 52 studem to 1eselier ritio,

® A e kind of demo detrile: the Pro Diclpe Toar's last stop

well be o Haat g

* Intense bul [ue stmospaen in Fast |ansing Mchigen

* AL four-week studenits wall Pecune our evidenee 0 which
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MICHIGAN STATE UNIVERSITY DEBATE - A TRADITION OF EXCEILENCE
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Policy Debate:
June 22 through July 11, 2003

Lincoln-Douglas Debate:
June 29 through July 11, 2003

Novice Policy:
June 22 through July 4, 2003
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JOIN THE SUMMER OF CHAMPIONS 2003
On the Campus of The University of North Texas.

For more information,
please visit us online at www.thechampionshipgroup.com OR email us at info@thechampionshipgroup.com
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¢ criticism amd concern’, this bype of inversion is rapidly transform-
e LB into a Kind of miellectual meest and producmg predicrably
ugly progeny, This first type of mversion is an mstance of the
secomd. more sencral sense of inversion—that sense In which
current LD hay inverted the proper scale of educational value and
authority, allowimni the temptations of prdeful 1gnorance and seli-
congratulatory obscurantisin to tnimp the educational goats wineh
have maditionaliy been cited as debate’s reason for being. In this
section, I wam 1o sketch o hetter picture of LI, commenting on
problems with the inverted picture along the way.

.12 15 am educational eame. [t is not an aatonomous guild or
disciphne with s own wiigoe task or subject matter, s onby
Justifving purpose 15 o teach the students who pracuce i skilly
and knowledge which will improve the quality of their actions and
lives oulside the game. The skills are debote’s primary am and
mchude the abilities o research thoroughly and read carelully, to
think critically abowt smporntant mors] gquestions. and oo wnle and
speak precisely and eloguently. The accompuanymg knowledge
- may include a familinaty with important theories o moral and polin.
- al philosophy and a hasic acquaintance with the facts and issues
_ redevant (6 a variety of important ethical controversies.

i None of the jssues LD confronts, and none of the tools i
ik deplows o comfront those 1ssued, 15 the special province of high
" sehool debate,  Neither debaters nor their coaches invented (e
standards of valid reasoning or persuasive thetoric, The resolu-
nons selected for discussion rase questions of the broadest -
man concern, questions which no prodessional expertise alone can
answer. Defenders of the mverted outlook typreally behave as if
there were arournents so subile and sdvanced that only the jargon
and conventions of debate could express them. This is nol 4 very
- plausible spggestion, for it entails thal there are rood arguments
- for or against the ruth of maral and political propositions which
canmot be undersiood by people oulside the world of wholasuc
debate, It entails, for instance, that there may be arguments about
¢ distributive justice witich neither Thomas Aquinas nor John Locke
anr Robert Nozick could have undersiood withonl first learning
_anowt high school debate. (Anyone who can take this suggestion
and s amplications serivusly s not going 10 be persuaded by
M}lhmlh else T have tosay.) There s ne upoccuped chunk of
mJ,.,!Is:amu.ﬂ trf which the scademy has left 1o debaters o colonize,
mid o ypecial method of mvestipation which LD emplowvs ro give
i 4 fock on some [raction of the tuthe
: {ine might think that cuttmg-cdge LD seeks 0 Tunction ool
- i own academic discipline but as the high school surrogate of
ame I‘rﬂ‘k:ruHTEI]‘!li‘rhed-f[iwfi]f‘lﬁnﬂ, # discipline with complex theory,
- Berhudding jargon, and specialized prolessional norms. One likely
sandidate discipline would be philosophy, but as someons who
Soevws a lintle about that suhject, Tein vouch that corrent 1D does
=& much resemble what philosophers do. Philosophers strive for
emry and Jomen! soundness; and they do not try to “dump” as
many Twrns” as possible on anyone’s “Tlow.” Fricnds in political
s=ence tell me that LT does not much resemble what they do,
-'m Fsuppose there may be comersof "literary theory” or "edo-
Eﬁﬁm theory™ winch approach the jargon-caked prefeasion. meel-
'w vacancy, and rhetoricad inversion of some current branches
ﬁ%r.a_h schisol debate, but these are not felds | would wish for
Eialers 10 cimulate,
: “ The value of debate 15 purcly instrumental, (o equip stu-
S o Jend more thoughtful. idurmed, eritical, and eloguent ives
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S e other (and arguably belter) witys (o acyuire every one ol

the skills dobate can teach, but good debate taining s distinchve
in teaching so many mmportant skitls 4t once and in using 2 com-
petitve format 1o motrvate students 1o pursue those skills intensely.
Omnee the purcly instrumental value of debate 15 acknowledged, the
mvyerted pietwre of LD collapses m on iself.  For there are no
standards of arsumentative excellence peculiar to debute, no sense
of "mocd LD intelligible apart frots such muundane (il rarely éxem-
phified) notigns as “eritical readmg,” “sound repsoning,” “clear
writing,” and “polished speaking.™

And so, likewise, there are no LT experts umiguely qualified
i jodge the excellence of LD speakers. Any person of sound and
irpen mind can listen to-an exchange of sgumenms on a topic of
widespread moral comcern and enticize the Iogical and rhetoncal
skail of the speakers. | have met a fair number of bus drivers, and |
wionld welcome many of them as more honest and reasonable crit-
w for my debale stodents than some of today s “lop™ LD judees,
(1 would also wy 1o avoid talking m ways that demean the valoe
and intellieence of peopie who eam an honest [iving driving huses,
especially if T were sensitive o the stereotyping of other sors of
people.) This 18 not 1o sogeest that all people are equally acuote
listeners ¢ egually effective teachers, but it is to suggest that
there is mo magic in being a professional debute judge or codch
whigh equips one to comprehend and enticize a high school LD
o neh.

Lake all pducatonal games, heallhy debale niest accormintng-
date two perspectives. On the one hand 15 the internal perspective
of the players of the game, {rom which it appears that the point and
purpose of the game 15 to win in whatever artilicial terms the game
defines. In the case of LD, this limst perspectve is that of the
debaters. whose inunediate aum is to win batlots, ophies. and (m
eatreme cases) TOC de. On the other band 5 the perspective ol
the teachers who design and admanister the game. From this ¢xter-
nal perspective, the point and purpose of the game 15 to teach
students sommething they mighl nol otherwise leam. The rules of
the sume creste a framework 1n which the plavers will learn whi
thiey are shpposed ta learn by pucsuing meentives such as grades
and prizes, incentives which are connected, via the rules of thi
game, 1o the game's deeper educational goals. In a well-funclion-
e wame, the prizes are reliably attached o educational achieve-
ment, and vice versa.

When educational games become 1nvened. prizes and edu-
cational achievement come apart, because the second. defining
perspecirve of the game becomas obscured. This may occur exther
hecause the teachers who deline the parme lose sight of its original
educational purposes and themselves take on the mmemal. prize
fewcumedd perspective of the student players, or because the teach-
ety cease 10 gdminister the game, ceding control o people who do
ot understand or respect the game’s defining educational pur-
emes, Twill say more about the seeond of these failures in Part [TL
but the recent degeneration ol LIY invoives both fmlares, and any
blarme rests fnally on the adults who have, wittmgly or not, aban-
doned thewr responsibility to adninister the game therr students
are playing. Noone should blame studemnts for acting on the incen-
tives their teachers have provided them.
[ast remarks 15 10 excuse students,
criticism by accusing me of bypocnsy should onderstand that 1am
miore commited W the truth of what 1 am sayving here than to my
awn innocence. )

As the pinyers’ perspective becomes the only perspechve,
an inverned same takes ona lile of s own and evolves mio an
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ever-more-specialied and mrelevant community, 1 rejects s orfmi-
nal responsibility to game-independent standards ol excellence.
The game comes 1o resemble the son of sell-justifying, mtono-
mous practce characterized by the inverted picture of LD sketched
above, The beliefs and snggestions of thuse outside the gume are
denigrated as uncultured and imferior o those of msiders. And. of
eourse, The game ceases to be an effcerive educational tool. be-
cause iy mmeentives ain stwudents in habits of po positive value
(and somenmes ol negalive value) ouside the pame. This is how
things stand in 1.1, at least inthat ingrown. mlected segment of LD
which | am irying to lunce.
IT1. Toward a Restoration

TFmy diagnosis ol LD ailment is correct, the pbvious solu-
tiom 1s to restore a proper sense of LIY's instrumental character and
of the extra-debate eads it serves, Such restoration would require
much mare than a vague assent to educational plabitudes of (e
sort we debate types are apr 1o chanl when pumping outsiders for
mneys il would require many specific and, in the current climare.,
difficult changes by coaches in the way they coach and the way
they run wurnaments, Many more experienced coaches are better
placesd than T am 1o recognize and moplement the needed changes:
| womid be delighted if interested coaches begun 1o exchange ideas
about this subject with me und with each other, perhaps through
the pages of this magazine.

Bui before | turn to some spechmen proposals of my own, |
want o call attention 1o the value of general reflection of just the
sort which T am saving cannot by itsell solve our problem. | sus-
peet that the inversion | am criticizing would never ave gained a
terstholdl iF miore of us had spent more time asking ourselves why
we ddo what we do. Coaching is demanding enovgh 1o Gl every
waking moment (and then some ! with the demands of (he here and
now—this topie, tes stodent. this round. this judge. this phone
call. this paperwork, One need not make a gramd or evil resoive to
invert the educatonal order of debate 1 order to slowly hat surely
b driven off the nght course. Perhaps the best single thing cosches
could do for the weliare of their students and of debate would be to
practice asking the guestion, “How will this Jocton, haba, advece,
decision, silence] affect these stndents” education a8 thinkers and
speakers in their lives after debate™ 11 is an pbvions ruth thal
retlective, seif-aware coaches ure more likely o schieve their edu-
cationul goals thun sre coaches who react only 1o the contingen-
cies of the moment with the resources of the moment,

And now, a bit {hur only a bit) of detail. T argued above tha
o wetl-admimistered educational game must key its rewards 1o 115
cducational goals. In the case of debate. the rewards are ballots.
speaker points. and rophies. And so it Tollows that the judee's
rode is crocially important in effective debate education. Yet judg
ing 15 an area where the teachers who should control the debate
same have 1o often ceded their authonty W people with no clear
sense of debate’s purposes. As a resull, the rewards and the
educational purposcs have separated, and students muost now of-
tezt choose berween arguming well and winning LD rounds. (Times
were when | wouald ]l students frusteated with @ loss that they
were the ones to blume: those times are sadly past.)

How have even very good LI coaches ceded their power 10
ol so goodl judges? By hiring ex-debaters 1o do all their judging
As a group, college-age mdges are much less likely than ane older
cogches (o have an appreciation [or standards of thetorical excel-
lence outside the larest fais of high school debate, (To be clear,
the comments below do not apply 1o all coliege-age judses. and

they do apply to some post-college-age judges, and eves
tanately] o sowme coaches.) Many younger judges have @
therr éntire intellectual lives inside the Jdebate bubble, gw
have no larger educationn] perspective from which 1o ass=
or that student practice. They are, however. extremely Emgh:”’f !
who have become bored with the first-order issues refevmmy
spectlic resolutions and who have therelore developed .‘ﬁ‘
thetic atiraction o debate theory: and 1 “non-standani™ M-
mens a5 ways (o continue their intellectual diversions wass S
worlds of high school and eollege debate.  Uninlerested =
basie skills which LD was originally designed 1o teach and
LI stadents still desperately need o acguire, these youns
mians work, throwgh their decisions, their eritiques, and ths
gun coaching, 10 move LI 40 a theoretical direction wheeh §
find mieresting and which confirms their status as the vanzesd
an entellectual elite, regardiess of how silly the result may ki
the wider fhut, of course, henighted) world. One specimesn o
sort of judge Lum deseribing has recently writien in defenss =
Jargon that “Jargon solidhifies our existence as an elite groos.
excludes the numitiated from our ranks.” ; w
My point in saying these things is ool o attack el
jl.ulgc'..t'.: IR Y of them (Thank &:madnﬁg. and fhank them'i 2=
cepiions © my generalizations, and [or muny who sren’s, # (5
their failt ihey lack the cyes of scasoned educators (or m*—&@
uncaomrupled ¢yes of bus drivers). They are doing what L'E'm
asked and paid to do by the coaches and tournament di
wha hire them. Their involvement is celebrated os “giving mﬁ .
the activity.” and it saves overworked coaches from the exhase.
ing chore of listening to (increasingly bad) debates. Soom [
sugeestion s that regalar aduli coaches jndge debates wbz e
they can and that toumameni directors prefer coaches 1o ool
studenis as judges. sspeciadly 1n gh-profile elimination ﬂ%ﬁ.
OF course, my hope & that coaches will m their role as fmd
encourage educationally valuable practices anid timcnmmwﬁ-
cationally barmfil practices. .
And when coaches camol judge debates themselvss %
second suggestion 1s thut they try to incliade more parents, sess
ers, and community members from owtside of debate. Such neoes
o oy need, and should not receive, extensive training in the oo
ventions of LD in order to be cifective judges. The very pees 8
mcluding them is 10 make students accountable o the mﬂ:w
norms of good speaking and argument winch LD now nm%
pores. There's no lamm m offering new judges some Ly oo 5e
tronal note taking, bul they should be made to understand thae &
the students” job o persaade them, not their job to conlorm o
students, )
| am well aware ol the unfair partiality which “lay judess
sometines display: T am alao well aware of the similar pansies
which professional debate judges sometimes display, But L camps
make auy sense of the notion of & “tahalo rasg judge.” Sucag
person winld, among ather unforfunate (rails, be tmable o Uri >
stand spoken English, or even 1o use 2 bathroom. (| have ‘H.-;;rn-_
dered how much of the phrase's debate appeal might vanish if 3 = =
longer bestowed the thrill of casual Laun-droppmg.) The oaly m
of sense [ can detect in those judges who advertise their rmfﬁ:t
mental ankness may be summed up in two {and perhaps the mgr
two) thstructions which every new judge should be given: (1
Recuse yoursell from any roungd in which the winner would & &
toregone conchusion for you. (2) Do nol make your decision on 5
Basis of arguments vnrelated (o those presented in the mureﬁ F




even if such arguments are related o the resolution at hand. Note
thal this second counsel does not preclude what many LD 1vpes
wanld consider “judge mtervention,” I allows judges to evaluate
for themselves the clums students make, as any intetlizent listenes
and responstble leacher should. Withm these wide boundances,
mdges pught be preserved in as pure a state of pre-debate good
sense and Innocence as possible.

A therd suggestion is that judges begin to ke speaker points
serionsly. What were vnce 3 or S0-poiat performance sciles
have now been reduced 10 3- or 4-point scales—every student is
rated as “excellent” or “Superion” A soft-hearted judee could do a
ot of good by avalling himsell of only the tap half of the points
scale. and n hard-hearted judge could do even more good by gvail-
ing himself of all of it. Many tournaments make some to-do ahout
penalizing the students of “Jow-point judges.” thus discouraging
the honest and - direct evaluaion of swedent speaking.  Such tour-
naments should rethink those policies, but until they do, [mends of
LDy shoutd de therr best o 1gnore them.

A Tourth and finad suggestion is thal toumaments not allow
studenis omd their coaches o rank and sinke judges. The very
niotion of student competitors selecting thetr adull judees s alo
most laughably perverse, and it has provoked dropped-uw, -
credulous stares from the sumpling of educated mon-debate aduhs
o whom ve mentioned it Buot il 1s anobon incressingly popular
# the Bigpest and mos| prestigious “national circuit™ tournaments.
The effect of such policies, intended or nol. s predictable; judges
[rom ootside the ribe, weluding any prone w guestion the
emperor's athire, are ngorousiy excluded from the pool. An uc-
guatatance of pime who has bad the ementy 1o criticize some of
the LI irends T have discussed recently found himself strock from
every puncl on the lasrday of a large Texas wourmament where he
had volunieered his time o judge—a wurmament which he had
wor as g competitor. As one jaundiced stodemt pbserved afler
wird in an online forum, “Roond after round, the behavior contin-
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ucs and nobody on the panels says-anything. When they do,
“strike.™ The mmmunity o owiside challenge and erincism which
ydge preference and strike policies provide 1s the antithesis of the
ideals of public reasoning good debate should promote. Any judge
who capnol be trusted 1o recese imsell from conflicts of interest
should be removed from the judging pool alogether, any judas
eocd] enough w be in the pool should be good enough 1 judee
uny students 1o whom he is pot specially conneeted. Once again,
the plivers inside the game cannot be fanlted for availing them-
seives of an officially sanctioned chance w nig their juries, Ttis the
sanciioning afficials whi should revise therr policies W better align
them with the gume’s educational purposes. Barring responsible
changes by tournament directors on this ssue, concerned judges
can simply (bat vocally) refuse to judee ar woumaments which
praciice such exclasionary tactics. For my part, Fwiall not waste my
time judemi al anv tournament which trusts debaters to evaloate
me move than 1f trusts me o evaluate debalers,

There are doubtless other and important wavs the corrent
LI situstion coold be changed Tor the better, 1o align it more closely
with the right educational ends ol the game. And judging is nit
the cnly area for reformye. My aim in this essay has hardly been
wivet g full prisceription for the ways LI might be cured. | have
simply tried to call attention 1o a problem and o pesture, however
leehly, toward s solution, My hope s that some of the many
talented and dedicated coaches who share my educanonal amba
uons for LIY students will cormeet, enlarge on, and refine the ideas
| have presented bere. I nothing else. some other concerned
ieacher may he encouraged (o leam that he or ghe is not alone,
(fason Baldwin is o PR.D student in Philvsoplo ar the University
of Notre Dame and the longtime LD coordinntor of the Kentucky
National Debate Instituie. o the early 990, My Baidwin com-
piled the pnost “wationaf civewit” vitles i the historv of LU, anong
them St Maork's, the Glenfiroeky, Emory, and tie TOU. Moy of
M Buldwin's artwles can be found o tle NFL s online archive, )

Learn to Coach LD from the Best!

KENTUCKY INSTITUTE
The LD Division of the Kentucky National Debate Institute is seeking six to eighi
new or currenl debate coaches to participate in our 2™ LD Coaches Program from June 22 to
July 13, 2003. Auendees will receive thorough training in LD theory, moral and political
philosophy, and hands-on coaching techmigues: our small size will allow us to customize the
program o the needs and mierests of participants.

In the past few years, Kentucky has become recognized as vne of the most innovative
and educationally stimulating summer LD workshops, We are also, by a happy coincidence (or
15 117), the most competitively successful. Our statt, composed of experienced LD coaches and
former LID champions, 15 eager 1o share the Kentucky way of teaching LD with an emerging
seneration of coaches. The traditional educational values of the Institute make us accessible
and appealing to teachers from non-debate backzrounds.

The Institute will provide wition and room 0 exchanee for part-time service as a monifor
n student dormitories;  Eligible coaches must be employed as a debate coach or assistant
debate coach by a high school. For more information about this outstanding opportunity.
contact us at pwpattD0@ popuky.edu or www kndi.org.




The National High
Northwestern

The Coon-Hardy Program
July 13 thraugh E

The Unique Coon-Hardy Curriculum:
« Teamwork, Teamwork, Teamwork!!!
= Interactive Learning Environment
- Integrated Curriculum Design
- Small Group Topic Analysis and Design
- Matching Faculty Expertise to the Needs of Individual Students
- College Caliber Strategy and Research Skilis

Lodging and Meals in the Foster-Walker Living-Learning Center
Air-Conditioned, Single Housing Rooms
Full Meal Plan

For Further Information Contact:
The National High School Institute

617 Noyes Street (800)-662-NHSI
Evanston, IL 60208
E-Mail: nhsi@nwu.edu hitp://www.nwu.edu/nhsi

"Come, Be a Part of One of America’s Most Successful Cﬂffé’gﬂ;'.;
Debate Programs"'

MNorthwestern University
Mational DBebate Tournament Tep Speakers
2000 * 1999 * 1998 * 1996 * 1989 * 1973 * 1968 * 1966 * 1962

Rex Copeland Memorial Award — Top First Round At-Large
1999 = 1996 * 1988 ~ 1979
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School Debate Institute
University

For High School Students
. August 8, 2003

The Coon Hardy Teaching Staff Includes:

-~ Scott Deatherage, Director, Northwestern
- Adrienne Brovero, Associate Director, Northwestern
- Alan Coverstone, Associate Director, Montgomery Bell Academy
« Dan Fitzmier, PhD Candidate, Northwestern
= Kristin Langwell, University of lowa
» Chris Lundberg, PhD Candidate, Northwestern
= Dan Lingel, Director, Jesuit College Prep, Texas
- Tracy McFarland, Jesuit College Prep, Texas
= Brian McBride, Associate Director, Northwestern
« Andy Ryan, University of lowa

Recent Northwestern Debate High School Alumi Include:
« 2001, 2000, 1999, 1998, and 1997 NDT Champions
» 2001, 1999 and 1998 NDT Top Speakers
e 2001, 2000, 1999, 1998, and 1996 NFL National Champions
= 2002, 2001, 2000, 1999, and 1998 T.O.C. Champions

"Go to College before you Finish High School”

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

Cross Examination Debate Association National Champions
1997




THE UNIVERSITY OF MICHIGAN

SUMMER 2003

'DEBATE CAMPS

THE MICHIGAN NATIONAL DEBATE INSTITUITE
JUNE 22 - JULY 12, 2003 - EXTENSION WEEK JULY 13- JULY 19, 2003

STAFF The followang have already committed to MNDI 2003

Tim Alderate, Dhrecton, Edst Grand Bapids
High School

Kenda Cunningham, University of Narth Texas

Dan Dravis, Coach, State Univeraity of West
Genrgia

FEES

Jason Peterson, Cooach, University of
Southerh Cafifornia and Dameen High School

Greq Achten, Director, Pepperdine University

Rachel Saloom, Former Coach and Debater,
Statie Uinjversity of West Geangia

Aaron Kall, Assistant Director, University of
Michigan and Former Coach, University of
Fentuoky

The cost s 57,550, This fee covers the full dost of tuition, housing in the Residence Hall, the dining room plan, [ab copying fees, and several social events.

. THE MICHIGAN CLASSIC

JULY 13 — AUGUST 9, 2003
STAFF

Classic for Sophomores:
LAB ONMNE:

Tim Alderete, Director of debate at Fast
CGrand Rapid High School

Jason Potersen, Coach at University of
southern Calfornia and Damien High Schood

LAB TWO:

Russ Hubbard, NOT finahst 2002 and Coach
at the Unjversity of Kentucky

Aaron Kall, Assistant Director at the
Uriversity of Michigan and former coadh of
MOT firalist at the University of Kentucky

FEES

Classic for Juniors:
LAB OMNE:

Kenda Cunningham, former first speaker at
the Dartmauth Round Bobin ard guarer-
finalist at the DT

Daniel Davis, NDT finalist tor the University of
Georgia, coach of 2002 NDT semi-finalists

LAB TWO:

Kirk Evans, Semi-finalist at the NET for the
Liniversity of Texas

Jonah Feldman, University of Michigan, high-
st ballot count at the 2002 MOT prelims, thind

speaker at Harvard 2002, participant at the
2002 Kentucky Round Robin

Classic for Seniors:
LAB ONE:

Rachel Saloom, former CEDA national cham-
pion for the State University of West Georgia
Tara Tate, Cosch Colleyville Hertage High
school, regpient 2002 Acolvte Award as the
best argumaent coach in the country from 56
Marks school of Texas

LABTWO:

Calum Matheson, Michigan State University,
foerrer sormi-Minalist at the 80T formear findalist
at the CEDA nationals

Scott Harris, Director of debate, University of
Karsas, coached teams 1o elimination rodnds
at the NOT every vear gof his tenure at the
Uriversity of Kanzas

The cost & 53,200, This fee covers the full cost of tditior, a roorr i@ the resederce hall, the dinimg reoms plan. lab copying Tees, and several socal evants

SEVEN-WEEK LABS AT MICHIGAN

JUNE 23 AUGUST 10, 2003
STAFF

Scott Phillips, Emory University
One of the most successhul high
sehool debatess ever A fisalist ol
Gegrgia State University and

Harvard Undversity 2002 and par

foipant i the 2003 University of
Kentucky Round Robin

FEES

lash Hoe, Cirector of Debate, the
University of Michigan, Former
CEDMA patemal charmpion and
rwo-time first speaker at the
Heart of Armerica Coackhsaod fearms
i out-roundags of tha NOT for the
past five years, and coached mul-
tiple frst-rownd Mot Large” bid
tEams b the NIIT,

David Heidy, Coach Emory
University, Former NDT champi-
anyared coach of NOT champ
ons, Widsly regarded a5 one of
the best debate rrnds i all of
Armercs. Coached an average of
P NDT first-found "Ar-Lange”
by to the NOT Tor the past e
YERFE

Eum Yourg Cho, Coach,
Harvard Ustiversity and
Lemington High School, Very
sucoesstul debater and coach
for Harvard University.

The gost s $4,000. This fee covers the full cost of tuition, a ream m the residence hall, the dinmg room plan, lab copying fees, and several social events

THE UNIVERSITY OF MICHIGAN DEBATE TEAM « [734) Y81-35471 OFFICE + (734) 7581.3671 FAX - |bhosftumich.aedy
Mire infarmation and eniry forms available at

www.michigandebate.com .
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DEBATING FASTER TEAMS

By
br. David M. Cheshier

The greatest shock experienced by novice debaters usually oc-
curs when they meet considerably faster debaers,  It's humiliating:
getting run ot of the room is no fun, and being o the losing end of
hyperspeed 1s frustrating oo, since one can’{ escape the sensc that
the Joss happened on pure pyrotechnics, as opposed to pure intellect.
When a jpidee says something like, “what can T say” — you deopped
the third answer!” You're made to feel stupid even though it was sim-
ply a techmeal ghitch.

The sick feeling that comes from being outran docsn’t always
oo away aller the novice year. as any experienced debater will voelun-
teer. though offen only when put under truth serum, 1 still vivadly
remember i debate that happened during my junior year i college,
against i superfast debater who lagt year wrote a best-selling busmess
beok based on his experiences as a vice presidem at Yahoo!. | had
enough experience to expect that we could win the debate 1f we were
srart, although T koew it would be very wugh since our opponenls
were a top len team, We Jost becanse T didn't adeguately cover in the
ZAC, Uzh! 1 canstill remember it1o this day, For weeks aflerward all
of my practicing wus centered on reliving that. debate, although we
never again had the chance for o rematch

As vou might expect. y coaching colleagues have mixed reac-
tions 10 such occurmences: An old friend and former coach who came
ont of the Northwestern debate program famously sncered at debaters

e



o Wake Forest Summer Debate
e R Workshops

7T Fifty Years of Workshop Experience
Year-Long Debate Instruction for the 21°" Century

This summer, Wake Forest University will be celebruting o lifty year
comimitment to the instruction of debaters from across the United States

through our Summer Debate Workshop programs. Four different programs
: are avatlable tu for students w choose from;.
The Summer Debate Workshop. Team-taught laburataries, divided o
by eaperience level, dllow each student to receive inlensive individoalized =
mnstruction as students ure tanght each phase of the debute provess. Bach
lab of no mere than eighteen stadents is led by twoof the Tisted faculty
members and 15 assisted by one Wake Forest debater, g
The Policy Project. Other institutes have been playing catch-up in
cwrricular design ever sinee we hegan the Policy Project. Now, while -
others are advertising shired évidence, early freguent practice, aod other Tentative Dates*®
L:ﬂ}l;“‘ﬁ"- we have limg 5EU'S l'ﬂin;i!. wn;;re ﬁ{td:'n;-: new witys (o taddor Lhe Summer Workshop: June 15-July 3
ler’s experience to thesr specific n 5. "r_ﬂu .*}_lldfn!' your coach e Paolicy Project: July 5-August | £
chogse the specific fab yvou weanr. Lab choice is a function of the Fast-Track: J 20.A & [ i
ctffirmatives vou want to work on andfor the coaclies vou want 1o spend tie ast=Lrack: junc Z0-Angust :
most time working with. Begardless of your lab choice, your practive PASS, June 27-July 4 b
rounds. theory discussions and other activities for which wacking is
important will be with people ar vonr level. We never track by age, ondy Last Year's Prices*
iitv. We aim t s have the best overall group of debaters of any .
ctlriliny 2 aim DEIITlFi_}' hau., _Lbeu .mcr.{l _g.r up l b ak: ¥ Summer Debate Waorkshop 41575 k-
ape and provide appropriate experiences lor cach of the ability levels, . . -
Policy Project 52875
The Fast-Track. What would it be like 10 be coached by those who have Fast-Truck $3475
| coached natonal champions at both the high school and college fevel 7 By -
: coaches who contribute 1w the cutting edge of debate theory and arguament T
l:l'.tl't-ﬂ'rl:ll.‘lgim ar bestly the hiE!t schvimal merd T;u";:gq; Teseel ™ 1 woi aire setletied E‘rhy Att&nd WEKE Fﬂr‘egt ~
o the Fast-Track you can experience the answer. Jenny Heidt and Ross 50 years of workshop experience
Sovith will get you, and a small, select, group of your peers off to the Year-round learming
Hastest start possible wath practice drills and debates, discussions. Affordable opportunities for all

seminars, and focused rescarch. We will argue rogether about sirategy, . y sialo
tactics, and key izsues on the coming topic F‘r’nﬁm apply individually or Catthiz Edg?ﬂ Stratcey E.“]d 2oy riceiugl
with a pariner, The program is limited (o the most talented and Professional, experienced staff
experienced debaters applying, but is not restricted by year in school. Sate and comfortable environment
Policy Analysis and Strategy Seminar. Debaters who want 10 start
off with a unigue intellectusl oppormunity are invited Lo anend & special
seminar week before the beginming of the Policy Project. The Palicy
Analysis and Strategy Seminar provides directed readings and discussions
on core topic issues, analyzes the argnments produced by early workshops
] hemndbooks, and discusses high-level strategy, theory, and tactics uf
special inleresi

“Please visit our web site for updates on the most recent dates and prices.

www.planetdebate.com 21°" Century Debate www.wakedebate.org




I partnership with PlanelDebate com., the Wake Forest Summer
Bebate Workshop programs are happy to announce that we will
e providing the first ever year-round workshop experience, with
a summer stop 1 Winston-Salem,

- will begin in mid-May with #n mtroductory audio lecture on the
 topic, access to over 1000 to topic-specific articles on the web, at
+ least 25 gssavs on the topic, comprehensive ibliographies to
support research at home and in Winston-Salens. and a practice
debate affirmative. When students leave Winston-5alem, they
will have continued access to 2 special collection of Planet
Debate resources. which include:

«  Over ten thousand cards on from leading debate
handbooks and college debate coaches, The evidence =
= availlable 24 hours a day, 7 days a week n a searchabie

E database;
3 »  Special chats for Wake workshop studenis only;
. = Special message boards and forums for Wake students
Il where gquestions will be answered by lab leaders
:.- . theoughow the vear;
I ¢  The delivery of audio lectures throughout the yvear on
i!: ? Il]’:l'l'lﬂl‘hll‘!l ‘[ﬂ!_‘l-'lﬂ—ﬂ"]‘ufﬂf! Hl"gllmﬁﬂ.‘..
Il
. Anextensive link directocy 10 topie and instructional resources

 that will support your debating all year long,

i 2003 Faculty Includes*

. Ross Smith, Divector, Debate Coach, Wake Forest

' T!  Jarrod Atchison, Asst. Coach, Wuke Forest

. Stefan Baunschard, Debate Coach, Boston College
Amy Colfinge, Senior Debater. Lewis & Clark

- Becca Eaton, Senior Debater, Wake Forest

. Justin Green, Debate Coach, North Texas

- Jenny Heidt, Director of Debate, Westmmnster School

- Casey Relly, Asst. Coach, Wake Forest

 _Jim Lyle, Director of Debate, Clarion University
 Kristen McCauliff, Asst. Coach, Wake Forest

e - Tim (P'Donnell, Director of Debate, Mary Washington
. Kim Shanahan . Director of Debate, Fort Hays H.S.
 Patrick Speice, Senior Debater, Wake Forest

l__i‘ - Ed Williams, Director of Debate. Marist School

#See website for updates and bios of the facuiry

Instruction for students who ntiend any of the summer wnrkﬂhﬂpﬁ'

Wake Forest Summer Debate Workshops

©ePlanet
.DEBATE

& Planet Debats -
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who complmned abour the speed of thew opponents.  Her pomng
was this: the skills i1 takes o become fast or elficient enough 10
win are ool that diffrcule 1o master. So get over i, do the dnlis, and
iearn to gel speadily effeient in making arguments. Onthe uther
hand, T've heard g preal debate conch from Wake Forest often say
he thinks such drills are a g waste of time — speak eloguentiy and
elliciently, practive speaking with passion. and the rest will follow,
Shll others privately express their frustration — it's hard to defend
debate as a4 game of smarts when yvou're talking to a stdent disil-
lusioned by o loss sullered on pure technigue - And the technigue
is, for muny coaches, hard o defend 1o the st place. Whether
your enach defends or deplores fast talking. there's no denying
Ut high speed rates of dehvery mark debate as an iliosyneratic
speakang event.  And there 15 somethmg of o “ragedy ol the com
mons” effect: 1ws often tthe sell-unerest ol any grven mdividual
debater 16 press (hie speed aé moch as passible, and not i the
duget mdividual interest of ndividual judges (o dial # hick. So
while this doesn’t mean debate is [aster today than i1 was twenly
years ago (i isn e irs not likely 1o significantly stow down with-
oul & major and unlikely inlervention, '

1wt t give some poctical sdvice sbout what to do when
the othér team 15 talking so fast you cannot Keep up. As s vsually
the case when | sttempt 1o give practical advice, I'll acknowledge
up-front that some of what T say will be blindingly obvioos - my
pamose there is just 10 remnd you of things you may already
know, bt mizht have forgotten.

I you wre currently angry at debale because vou lose 1o
faster leams. | svmpathize byt also wanl o disabose yoo of o
potential misconception. You are not Josing simply because they
talk faster. Speedy opposition puis prossures on you and your
pariner, in the process revealing all your shorlcomings, For in-
stance, a (ast talking opponent can guickly reveul the inadequn-
cies of your preparalion.  When you bave o prepare a 2AC |o
cover fifteen mupor arguments instead of the more noomal five or
six. 1f you are inadequately bricted ahead of nme yon will pay the
price an the Tasier round.  And responding h:.' talking hack JuSE
fast 18 not the only cure. In facl, matching speed [or speed 15 oo
even the most sirategic way o respond - as 'l aroue below, creat-
ing acontrast effect where you talk i a noticesbly slower but more
efficient way is a far better recourse than strmning your owy abili-
rics 1o blindingly spread.

Somu sugoesiions, then, in no puniw]ar crder of impor-
tance. .

Practiece speaking more efficiently, by which T mean yout
should practice making the sume number and guality of arpuments
by useof fewer words. There are some casy ways o rehearse this,
Some: gave rebitial reworks under the condition that the siudent
must maeke all the same aresuments bup worh thirey fower seconds on
the clock.. Rewritng briels so they muore elficwently convey vour
tdeas 15 a good way to buld eflicichey o voor speeches

I've wrgocd mo§ previous éssay that a common: somce of
inelficiency = the lengthy rebuttal-opening aration or overvicw,
My point before was that debaters should work 1o make the Over-
view a source of increased and not decreased eificiency. Tharis, it
the sverview just miroduges a point you 1 be tepeating Tater, then
ahbroviate or nix it it ssves yvou the tme of having to reinlonee
your ideas later, then go ahead and orate, but brictly. One of the
cautions T-offered m that carlier cssay had to do with the tempta-
fuon 1o orale 8t preat leagth smee the stan of the rebutial seems to

unpese lew tune constramts {of course that’s a myth — lorly-five
seconds robbed from actial exiension-making a1 the start of a re-
hattal are Tust as devastabing as 45 seconds stolen from the cnd).
My advice o students who Rad lhemselves wasting more time
than Lhey miended af the rebuttal start was to scripl the oversiew
out waord Tor word,

Al some point debaters obwviously need 1o acquire the confi-
dence necessary (o irusl that their ideas are getting thmugh, Too
often stmdents repeal points over and over because they belieyve
threy must 1o he undersiood. But their judges probably got il the
first time- around and their opponents gratefully ose the duplica-
ton fime to prep their own speeches. Trust yourselll

Practice alking fasrer, Agan, this 15 a much lower prionty.
and smee 've recently wiitten a full essay on the mechanics of
speuking nuwe gaickly, Twon'treproduce my advice here. Remens
her, though, that speed dnlls (where vou push vourself {aster and
faster) can achicve lastier speed bul too easily come at the conse-
guence of incomprehensibility. The Overall tmperative 5 thus W
unprove your speed for circumstances where you necd it bt to do
s in o way thit Keeps vou always clear. A reading overemphasis
o ey words From your evidenee and explanation is (he hest way
[0 preserve clanty and convey a sense of passionale urgoncy in
delivering arcuments.

Liweaks hareter for ways to simplifv the defare. “Disco” refers
w strateges tha drastically simplify the debate v rebumals. A
| AR maght, for exampie, concede a part of thewr plap isn’t lopncal -
(hy. say. granling an extra-topeality argument)and jelhison il as g
way of aiso aveiding a dissdvontage Hnk.  Such spproaches are
controversial with many judges, who conmsider major concessions
of this sent 1o constilute new arguments in the rehuttal {a position
with which 1 strongly disazmee — | don't see bow it's cver pew
concede your opponents’ arguments). and on that account diﬁm
fam | VEDY SOINMTTRRI i

In a debate where you find vourself under enormous time
pressures, though, the downsides of disco recede. I making ai
minor coneession in one place can redoce the number of arge-
ments vou have 10 make. and advance your sirategic pt}.k,]hun.;_
then you might consider domg it more often under circumstances
ol speed-mduced duress. You may also [ind judges ore more witl -
ing i accept tadically round-transforming approsches when yo=
opponents are exceptionadly fast. OF course one mmst be cargfud
you will stith encounter 2 1ot of skepricisim ghowl major conces:
sions, and thal has 1o be considered under any circumstance, Still :
cotgdering drastic strafegic maneyvering able Lo simphily the H‘
nale can b of enormots help. -

Don't whine, but be willmg to malke 1t an txxwe If the stz
tiors hecomes absurd. Sometimes students are tempted o con
plain m ther speeches about opponent speed, but the problem &
such an approach inevimbly sounds whiny, Many judges wil
think tothemnselves something like, =i ths debater gave the th:rﬁ:’&
seconds mtionalizing a fatlore 10 cover 10 olher Gnswers, th[}}‘t‘:q;
have twiomy more seconds to answer cverything.” [n other words
sunply complaining about vour apponents’ speed or clearness

rarely wecomplishes anvthing. IF you say the | AR made go Semse
his or her parmer will simply say, “What's the problem? | got evers
wiord!”  und what ane yon o do? Ask Tor a 3NR? o

The solution is (o debate mone asscriively than normal, ﬁ
1o tind ways 1o provide a spectiic impact 1o the speed 1ssue if v
really Teel abusive arsuing has ocownred. Since the vast rrm_mrﬁwﬁ
Judees will nol vole agamst a leam simply becanse they were t'xi,

e ol e e e



= weouldn’t waste tme arswnng for such a loss, Instead, be more
tégmlsc in designating g decision rule. Argue for something like
samcier judge scrotiny of potentially new arguments m the kst
_E-sénﬂmllﬂl. Or defend the wdea that you should be waived [rom pun-
| shment [ormissing an argument.
iR Hereis ncommmon problem: Lets say a INK blazing through
- s topicality position is utterly incomprehensible, ¥ou weren®) able
|10 zet his second and third responses W vour first ZAC answer,
. But making o big deal ubout that may get you nowhere, since the
 mdge may have understood argumenty 1w and three, but missed
. aombers four and five. What can you do? General complaints
- sound like whiming: speeilic complants may garmer no sympatiy
- zance paly vou missed the answer,
One approach which 1"ve recommended for years but have
_:_;. mever seen i studen! gutsy enough 1o try 1s making 4 federal case
- oul of speed in this way: Let's say vou are the 2NR and vou get o
a2 |AR disndvantage answer that makes no sensc.  Mavbe the
udge got i, mayhe she dide’t. Esther way consider saying this:
L “On the 2AC three, the Tink tumn, the | AR was incomprehensible.
L Muaybe you gob il and missed the next one, but | couldn’t under.
stind him here, and ! refise o answer this argument, whatever it
wiey. Notonly should 1ot have to pay the penalty of wasting my
- prep tme W have Oegured oot the blar, bt Tdon’t think | shonld be
~ 'held accountable for the response, Vot agamst s on (s argie
e £ vour st and U bve with it but just remember m doing so

- vou're rewarding incomprehensibiling”

Po you see how such a response calls vour oppongats”
Biufr? And 1 think it would be very hard for a judge to work up the
courage 1o vl against you dhoan arpument you plaosibly claim
muade ey sense, O course, such a tactic cannat be overuscd, or
vi'l] soon getd a reputation for finding all the towgh answers “im-
possible to understand.” SUIL iF the abuse is real. take a gamble, |
think 1t will pay off.

Make the issue comprehensibility. nol speed - fight espe-
ciallv hard to stay clear: Students oo often try 1o fight fire with
fire. The INC goes blindigly fast, too fas, and so the 2AC goes
even [aster or tries to.  The downsides of this approach are obvi-
ons. Al ronnd’s end the judge s exaspoerated with both teams, and
lowers evervone’s pomnts becanse the whole thing hroke down in
mimdless <peed.

I vy view, it s Gar betler Lo create o condrasd? effect. Twantio
emphasize that the contrast need not be absurd, and it is not nec-
essary Lo stow down 1o kindergarien speed to illustrate the dilTer-
ences between you and your opposition.  And the contrast need
not be evident at every moment in the speech, since (here can sl
be rons of relatively speedy delivery, But at all points you shonld
struggle o be clearly undersiond. Pon’t give your judge the easy
cop-out thal “everypne was 1o blame.” Bevond the efficiency
necessary o cover a faster leam, debate ina super-efiicient man-
ner that will enahle vou to he plainly slower than the other team if
atall possible,

Make vour fowr best answers, instedad of e fifteen ones

wow"ve Briefed. Tn response oo very guick team (or even a lcam
- possessing both the skills of speed and efficiency) comsider cul-
Hng oul weaker responses. This advice, by the way. is an impor
tant reminder of the peed 1o crente bricls that make the sronger
argoments at the top. This tip can be dilficult to embrace —after all,
- when the INC runs ten of 7 case positions, and you know her strat-

- egy is o deop all hut the most upder-covered in the block, wha

. wants (o play into her hands by making just a couple argaments on

every argument”? But reducing the number of snswers will nol hurt
vou. How much muleage did yvon ever cet out of assérted “no
theeshold” disadvantage responses anyway? Consuler giving them
up 50 that your treest apd best evidenced responses remain on the
table even if you are slower:

Avoid the temptation lo group evervifiing, but do proup
meare e normal. Grouping s especially a pood idea on high risk
positions, This | ARS should consider grouping entire Wopicality
violations or hlown up case positions.  Group when doing so in-
creases vour ability to comprehensively cover imporanl argumenls,
and when it leaves you free o more speeifically extend the posi-
tions you st o win.

Here are some linal quick ups o keep in mind when you
debate considerably faster teams, Take adeemiage of available
vross-exgmination time. Obviously the cross-ex period can help
you (1 i gaps. But instead of leting the speaker invent miethi-
gence out of babble ask more narrow guestions: “Your thard an-
swer o Bush/lrag was, and | quote, “tom TAC Smuth,” What did
vou mean by those three words™" 1L is imporiant o coardinate
with your parmer, Don't engage in lots of quict chatler while the
fast constructive is going on, since you'll both end up mussing
even more. Bul do coordinae WELYY L Compnanicale SO You're
two partial owsheets can fill in gaps. Thas can help you recover
from the speed without losing all your prep time in the process.

Some recomncend that vou try o bring incomprehensability
lo your judge’s altention by engaging \n nonverbal benaviors, like
moving vour chairs closer to the speaker. and so on. I'm
uticonvinged this makes muchof a difference. but if vou feel differ-
ently it can’t hort (o dry.

Apart from intelligently briefing at home, vou should also
write o TAC thiar will hold up well against exceedingly fose INCS,
Build precmpiions mnto the FAC, and if there are specific picces of
evithence you always read in the 2AC think about moving them
into into the TAC T you can do it without incurring 2 strategic
disadvantage.

Adter fast debates, you might consider askmg the fudge for
specific advice aboter the speed situation. | don’t mean thar yon
shonid ask accusatory questions (“why do you insist on endors-
ing mandless spewing ™), but i might vield useful advice w ask
sofnething precise. like: "You saw 1 had rouble coverng in the
2AC, Woold you mind looking over vour flow of hat speech and
pelling me what | might have done w better sllocate time?" Con-
sider wiing fasy debates wheve you were really stressed 10 cover
as the basis for post-torneient praciicing. Practice that 240 o

INR over and over until you can competently respomd 1o afl the
argumments i a clear and eloguent manner.

Even deoing vour best, you'll encounter opponents whoe end
up smning & very real tactical advaniage by speakmg unclearly,
stll, a lot of this apparent edge ¢an be undopc by carclal
strategizing. Andremember this: despite the “tragedy of the com-
mons” eflfect which hag gradually ratcheted pp speed over the
years, a lot of judges remain basically sympathetic to tecims on the
receiving end of unclear speeches.

(e David M. Cheshier iz Assistant Protessor af Communecationg
aned Director of Debate gr Georgta Sune Tniversiry, Dr, Cheshier
will hewt the 2003 Linepln Financial GroupdNFL National Towr-
namient g Georela State University, His oolamn appedars monthily
iR the Kostrem. )




HIGHEST POINT STUDENTS
AT YEAR END 2002

Name School Name, State Poinis MName School Name, State Points
Brady, Littfefi=id Furgo Shanley HS, N i T Carl Brinton Mommtaim View HS, AT 1267 o
Maralin Hepepo Fargo Shaales HS, NI [4GR Kyle R Kimball Ay Gramdde HS, CA | 35 o
Anranis Simper Alberqeeergue. Adadiermy, ™M [473 Femsy Muorohunfolu Blue ¥alley HS, K5 e =
Pusrl Storm Fuarpo Shaniey HS, MWL 14T Christos N, Theophanons Miramonie HS, (74 1264 :
Ellizabetht A, Alguim Armowe Grande HS, CA F441 Pasl Ready Sovemnad HS. MO | 264 o
Jamees Wit El Doado 115, KS [ 238 Adianda Mellam Sioux Falid Roosewell HY, 51y 1257 :
Michael Bretches Hultchmeon Hs, K5 | 426 Kaohi 1ibii Sqider HS, TN Bk -
Rvun Tharesm Fargn Shasley HS, M fd]4 Yince Falioond 3 loseph Catholic School, MS 123533 e
MNundu Janakisam Meuntain View 113, AZ L410 Stophisnee. Lam Cuscia Hall Prop, OK |25% i
,"i.l;lj'!! Millor l'J.Ig'l_'r -E'ii'l-lih H%, N3 377 Makamn T hiteam Woamibnn View HS .-'5._'3 253 *
Chric Berk Crarmnga HS, (0 | 344 Benpunin 1Eall Uheark H15. MO (3037 .’
Chris Mowdar Labeie Couniy HS, KS [ 348 Melisea B, Tulde Liwdl HY, A [ 250
Dansetle Imbodi sprnghcld Pardkview HS. MO 1547 Ben Rohrs Balivar B 1 HS, MO | 230
Sheila Pechacek RBenilde S Warcaier's Sch. MN L340 Rachiel Byorims Ditwerrth Cilvodon Feliom, MY 1244
Ladra Edwards Deer Park HS, TX [338 Shiestrigsh Holman Pasroms HE, K5 [24%
Uhnstopher 13, Carr W Woodson H5: YA | 325 Sean Smith Tiedise Wowson Winkies HS: M0 1247
Andresw Richirds McPherson HS, K5 P34 Wiark € Chabh Parvnne HS, KS | 247
Foom Mones! Cireene Comnty HS, MS [ 334 Faris Mobiuddin [chid HS, A | 245
Bk Tresty Bishop Miege [15, K5 | ¥Is Erie Thatz Eralweorte Cilvndon Fellom, BN 12440
Tilet Seoy Savannah HS, MU 325 Revin Kiley Cirmnite Bay HE, TA (274
Hoss Keorh Buffalo Ha: WY 13x2 Vatsha AL Bamikrishmyan Vermdllon B8, 50 | 2532
Robery Hisar Preoct School, S0 edl Prearick Neoillin Hardingen 1S Soutl, TX 23]
Ariltamy Fams Gl Avathewry, OH AL Jessich Huvnh Clear Lake HS, Tx el
Prarmy MHaise .‘;pnnn-r'acdd Hilleresr HS. M0 1317 Ingrid Chestafson MePherion HS K4 [22s
e Swith kickapoo Hy. MO P37 Thomas Hemdick Palizaie HE. OO 22
Micadann C. Shiarp Watertown HS, 5D 131 % Sorah B Whime3 Puehio Centeominl (15, 4 a2z
Chriz Rohy Watomows HY. S [3140 aed ) barsi Marguere: LES, M jxia
Orwrans Siddsgui Mesawire Poreey HS. TX 1302 Hetiry P, Tappres Puebly Cemienmusi H3, 0 217
Ormiir Shakar Lelond HS, 4 I 302 Phillip Londerees Petal HS, MS f20ln
Chrtsfine Nguven i.'.?g.'::pr-.l.ss Falts HS. TX |2 Sorah Sl Amarillo 1S, TX 2%
Spencel Harris Bine Sprmgs Hs, MO 296 Proe Hill Mizng B 2 Schocls MO | 2.3
Liz Brnk Mlitchell HS, N1 [ e Liroce Mlady Mitchell HE, SI) 1201
Andrew Braver Clevelamd HS. OA f 22 Rackaarl Hlgis Claibraelime HIS. OA P21
Paige Hendrix Meosho 5. ML) pasl Colin B Hisghes Foothill 1S, NY | 204
Scoll Stewart Cullicrvitle H5. TN 1291 Hrandon (Gondwin, Spomghictd Hillorest HS, M0 1206
Bravid 5. Booth Caon City HS, €0 I245 Byan Hamiien Chapurral FI5, MY 1205
Andrew Payne Carden Tty HE, K5 1285 Weston Elling Lamar Consolnlsed HS, T |202
Michae! Kosminshi Savanmah HS. MO L2810 Krizrm Hoff Cirecley Cenrrad HS, OO | 204
Chris Kochevar Beyan HS, TX | 114, 8hea Benilds S0 Marrardd s Sch oMM 1197
Becky Thido Eake Ciy 115 T 1z70 Seth Stadler Spowy Falls Bousovelt M5, 5D |96
Drgvied Eonld Ronald Reagon HS. TX 1 20T lasrn Goets Aherdeen Central HS, 81 L4495

Saint Mark’s High School

Come Find Your Future! |

Saint Mark's is a Diocesan, Catholic High School in suburban Wilmington, Delaware. We serve
students of all faiths from four states in a coeducational setting in grades nine through twelve.

We are seeking qualified applicants for potential teaching positions in vanous subject areas [for the
2003-2004 school year] who are also interested in building a regionally and nationally competitive
speech and debate program. Our benefits include a competitive salary and heaithcare.

Please send résumé with references and cover letter to Mark Freund, Saint Mark’s High School,
2501 Pike Creek Road, Wilmington, Delaware, 19808. The email address is
principal @stmarkshs.net and the fax number is (302) 738-5132.
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SOMEONE OUT THERE IS

BETTER THAN
YOU.

CHANCES ARE THEY ATTENDED...

FLORIDA * FORENSIC * INSTITUTE

TEACHING ALL SPEECH AND DEBATE EVENTS INCLUDINGS

Hi DI DUO Ol LD OO0 SC EX

FOR ALL OFFICIAL INSTITUTE INFORMATION, PLEASE visiT our NEW wessie

www.ffi4n6é.org




IN DEFENSE OF THE NFL +

(AND DEBATE IN ALL ITS FORMS)

I mwst admit T was rather dismayed when 1 read
Dowmas Roberts's article. "Controversy: NFL's New De-
bate Event™ in the November 2002 Rostrnm. Here was
one of our most decorated coaches celebrating the new
cvent, Ted Turner Debate, by exelarming all our other
events are essentally a waste of tme. Roberts wriles,
“Poliey debate and LD debate have become specialized,
filled with code-words that ordinary people do not un-
derstand on 1opics people don’t wish W hear. Pehaters
often ik beyomd the speed limit. Exiemp has also be-

_ ....;.“I still neum (hat eath al tl!e, :
~ events we offer has academic value -
or af least each event can be tanght
or coached in such a way as o pro-
mote crifical ﬂllnmng and m!elimm |

understanding....”

come 4 documentation speech. oratory has become
interp, interp has become filled with innuendo and cx-
phoilness.” Say iLisn'L so!

While there mav be bad seeds in each of our
events, | cannot believe that evervihing we do iz so
comtemptible. While it appears Robeérts has lost his faith
0 wehat we do, 1 still believe that each of the events we
offer has academic value — tr ut least cach event can he
tanght or coached in such o way as to promote cntical
thinking and mntellectual ynderstanding

| reatize Hoberts's article was designed to: garmer
enthusiasm for NFL's new cvent, Ted Turner Debare.
Personally, 1 am still undecided abomt the new event —
we'll have to see bow it plays out. However, Tam dis-
turbed by the apparent “widespread™ denouncing of
NFL evenis, especially the debate events. Even Bill
Daviz's aricle aboutl argumentation in the same Bios-
trum issue indicated that moch of opr debate Bas be-
come worthless drivel. | for one am oot ready o Jet
debaie in its present forms sink into some evil abyss
without a fight. Here, then, are some idéas for those of
you wiklimg 1o join my battle for better debate.

The Many Faces of NFL Debate
Mamy of the argaments |'ve heard aboul the need

by
Tammie Peters

tor 4 new debaie event center on some of the weaknesscs
which have been associated with CXfpolicy debate.
Robers speciically wriles about students who can’t do
all the research regmired for a vear-long topic. He also
writes about peeding o meet the needs of sehools who
da nol have “gxtensive financial resourves™ or access to
specially trained coaches. But there are other forms of
debate currently available 1o students that fill these
peeds.

Lincoln-Douglas debate provides one alternutive
1y CX/policy debate. Topics change
every two months: thus, there 5 less
of an emphasis on greal goantitics of
research; While sull abat difficolt, s
easier fora student to pick ap LD mad-
vear than it s w pick up CX/policy,
precisely because the topic conting-
ally changes, Addinonally. the wop-
ics in LT} are senerated by coaches
and competitors; | certamly hope they
“wish to hear” debates on topics they
subimt. Furtheérmore, many of my
LDers have returned from college
thanking me for the background in
phiosophy and logical thanking they
developed i the event. in our partof
the country, some schools have cho-
sen not o teach CXfpolicy debate {for a variety of rea-
sems b, but they are quite comfortable and successiul with
LD, Judgzes who hesitare 1o judge CX ate willing 1o evalu-
are LI ronnds.

Another debate allernative o CX/policy 15 Stu-
dent Congress, ome event Robents doesn't even mention
mn liis-urticle. The specific wopies dehated change from
tourmament o loummament and are student generated.
hopefully guarantecing student interest. Since the bills
and resolutions can change from week 1o week, the re-
scarch reguired is less exlensive than either CX or LD ke
15 alse easy Tor stmdents (and new coaches) o pick up
the event i a very short amount of tme. The three
mmute speech format 15 attractive (o my mlerpreters as
well as my debaters; we have also received positive feed-
back from observers about the sudicnce adaptability of
this event. As for judging. the 0-6 poinl seale is very
tser fmendly and we often tse “lov judges” as score-
keepers. Learming the basics of purlismentary procedurne
is also one of the most realistie skills we teach students
i Strdent Congress,

NFL also offers Barbara Jordan Debates, another
event nol mentioned by Robens. While | have no expe-
nence with this event, 1 understand it was desipned for
schools with Titde or no experience or traditions in de-




bate and Fmited access to coaches and other resources. | would
also zuess that this form of debate was designed for communilics
with tew “debate™ judges.

Refore Tmove fo the next section, thoush, I would like 1o take
a moment 1o defend CXfpolicy debate. While a year-long fopic
mary seem intimadating to some students, others relish the opporm-
pity 1o learn aboul an area troly in-depth. My students” pnder-
stanchng of mental illness and public health issues has afready
mereased exponentially m the first three months of competition.
Cxipolicy debate 13 ane of the few places where siudents learn
there are no easy solutions to the nation’s or world’s problems — a
lesson thal would benefit many adeabisuc tugh school students,
Only susiained research and discussion of a lopic can reveal the
complexitics of the real woeld, Additionally, the sustained discus-
sion of such recent issues ax mental health, weapons ol mass
destruction, privacy, and education are important ssues of our
ume, and topres are selected by coaches and students who vote
for those topics that merit extended mvestigation.

The Need to Build a Betier Moosetrap

In spite of its educational value, CX/policy debate has re-
ceived more than itz fair share of crticism recently, 've heard
complaints shout mpid-fire delivery that is oncommunicative, new
arguments like krtiks that seem to avoid the troe purpose of de-
hate, and students who avoid doing rescarch and truly under-
standing the complex issues imvolved by relving on purchased
evidence and camp canned cases. 1, too, have witessed teams
engaved m these practices. However. CX/policy debate diesn™
have t© be this way.

If coaches and reachers are frusmated with the direction of
CX{policy debate, then those coaches need to begin then own
rebellions on their teams. Let e deseribe ourteam: | teach at a
medinm-sized school (1300) that 15 subgrhandrural. My students
rately atend camps, We don’t have “exiensive inancial resources™
and must do fundrasing 1o pay for entry fees and bus costs, While
we do prrchase some evidence, we nse it as a starting point for our
ot research {other very successful teams in the arca refuse o
buy any evidence). During pur debate classes, we focus on critica]
thinking skills — how vanous arguments can be answered.  As
oppurtinitics arise. we deal with ecomomic theory, govemmental
fiscal policy implications. ssues of lederalism and the balance of
power, as well as specihic 1ssues regarding the wpie arca of tha
year. We chide our debaters who wani to rely on spewing illogical
hriefs. We practice listeming toevidence and challenging its appli-
cation, We share Rostram articles that focus on communication
and cormmon sense argumentation. We waork on explaining debale
jargon in common lerms so our students understand what is going
on ina round. We reject the “win at all costs™ mentality and focus
v making our students think.

And we are relatively suecessiul. Many schouls i our areas
appmach CXipolicy debate in a similar manner and are succuessiul
{1 2 they wan) both in Colomada and in more nationally representa-
: a.wmmumumq_ﬂh Fast-mouths and loey mands don't have 1o be
] - &% codches who value something else m debate.

L Etﬂ weat # thai’s what the judges buy? Then change the
g ﬁj @:qm& cibaches w5 traly frustrated with the criteria
1 Wi ATvRa anﬁ&mtbm those judges need 1o be re-
. W’m B STRETI AT gthwmﬂ\ smitable.  About 25
-F- @. aw Mﬁ ww m&‘ﬁ;ﬂmi ;uﬂg;. certifica-

(TN

expectations to be used when judging. Colorado debate coaches
had detervmned that the stock ssues paradigm was the most eda.
cationally sound approach 1o debating federal policies: thus, certi-
fication has stressed that paradigm. Certification is not required of
All debate judges at all wumaments, but it does ecam the judges
exira pay and only certified judees are invited to the Siate Tourns-
ment. Furthermore, cermification has expanded the appeul of X/
policy, when the rules and expectanions were presented inoa simple,
common-sense and user-frendly way, more ¢ritics were willing lo
evaluate CX/policy rounds.  And many of those critics have in-
sisted that our students be more conununicative an e argunen-
tation - - stvle which requires students 1o elther adjust or perish
While cedilication hasn't solved all dur problems, especnifly in
Cxipolicy debate, i has provided concerned coaches with a
10 beiter educate pur judges.

Cher methods of aliening ibe direction of debate judaing are
also betng thed in our area: One group of conches is irying o
design a new state ballot for CXipolicy debate, one which empha-
stzes more conerele sues wnd downplays some of the perceived
“wame playing” some students use. A Golden's loumaments, a
note i attached o all CXdpolicy ballots m an atempt 1o remind
juddges of the eriteria we. the coaches, beheve 13 most academical by
sound.  Other tourmaments gre posting glant signs for both stu
dents and judges to see that explain the paradign to be used @l that
meel

10

If coacties are frustrated with the direction of CXfpolicy de.
bate, then perhaps we. the coaches, should change that direction
istead of simply bemoaning its course, There are many ways thal
we, the educated professionals who are concerned with the Gca-
demac mtegrity of debate, can take control of our event back from
the. destructive influences of those judges who lead our students
ASITAY.

There Is Mo Magic Builet

Perhaps there 15 a peed for an event like Ted Tumer Debatie,
but | don’t heheve it will solve all the “problems”™ mentioned by
Roberts and others. Bill Davis satd it best when he said, “Winning
is the source of all distortion in debate.”™ NFL is creating another
tehate event which imvolves head-to-head competition and all the
perils that imphes.

Certainly, when LD debate was adopted by NFL it was seen
as an event that might avoid some ol the pitfalls of CXxi/policy
debate while adding another dimension, philosophical and value
arsumentation, o high school competiion. | was a member of that
first class whao wed 1o qualify to the Natiogal Tournament m 1D
While it had been in Colerado and a dozen other states for many
years, it was new 10 the Distriel Qualilying Touwrnament. Certanly.
the speaking style was relatively slow when compared 1o CXpolicy,
However, when 1 used Machiavell to explain the weaknesses inan
all-volunteer military loree, judges rejected my argument lor heing
oy erudite and difficull © understand.  Now, though. it is quite
common for good LD debaters o nimbly mansuver through the
wrtings of Kant, Mill, Locke, Rousscau, Rawls, Rand and other
complex philosophical writers. Some of our judges (and coaches)
are intimidated by the level of philosophacal discussion in LI de-
hates; perhaps tha is the 1ype of “code-words” Roberts enbcizes.
Irtzally envisioned oy an event that would avoid the weaknesses
seen in CXfpohicy debate, LI developed its own specialty jargon
and izsues.

Good Studem Congress can be wonderful, but bad Student
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2 Make your mark at the inaugural TOC

Ak o s szl"f’“h"'"'ﬁ’ (((C)))
l O C Sponsored by the

Northwestern University
*'*“":"ﬂ;""-"*”*"w 5?*‘”*-{” School of Communication

You are mvited to join us in Evanston, lllinois this spring for
The Northwestern University
Tournament of Champions in

Extemporaneous Speaking
May 30%"-June I, 2003

* Al-large applications due

for extemporaneous speakers March 1%, 2003
%+ Participate in six preliminary rounds < Applicanis notified of acceptance by
- with a break to guarterfinals March 15", 2003
. %+ Enjoy quality extemporancous speaking + Entry forms and fees duc by
. judging May 16, 2003

Qualification Procedures

. Any students who advance {0 the tinal round of the open division of their state lournament will
automatically gualify.

2, Any students who advance o the open division ¢limination rounds of any two of the following
tournaments will antomatically gualify,

CFL Nationals 2002 (FA) Barkley Forum it Emory Tniversily of Permsylvanin

S HL Nohonads 2002 F,"‘w'L'] University (GA) | Huwerﬂl}' of Southern Cal L1+:~T'n|a

Trtawemt}* of California ol _Hﬁr‘l-.il Bive Rey University of Texas al Austin l
Berkeley ez {_:.Ir:n]’_'-mr_}ks (1L Vestavia Hills Classic (AL

Bradicy University George Harvard University (MA) Villager (PA) I
Armstrong Heart of Hlino s .11!u1~:uﬁ S.'r.ur: I‘IIIWﬁH]? Wike Forest University Early-
Invildfional - Lﬂdnre .P-I:.wm.ut LLM Eml Iiml.ztm:mul g‘-.{,"il _

Columbia University (NY? St Mark's Heart of Texas Western Kutlmkxl Imiversity

Crestian Clussie (FL) Santord Lrmversity Spring | Whitman L'.:::;].ngg i‘éﬂ’._u\.j

Dewihing (1A National (CA) Yale University (CT)

This hisl is nol yet complete! Tounrnament direciors can apply to add their lournametit 1o this list
of qualificrs until Tebruary Ist, 2003 at www. locextemp.com. A Minal list of qualifving
tournaments will be posted on the website by February 1 5th, 2003.

Any students who do nol meet the eriteria above may apply for an at-large bid.

If you have not yel received an invitation,
please contact Ric Roe at 847-467-3947 or r-roelanorthwestern.edu.
For more information, visit www.locextemp.com or e-mail info(@tocextemp.com.
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Congress can be dreadiul. In 1989, when Golden hosted the Na-
tional Tournament, we had the opportunity for Super Session o
compele in the State Legislative Chambers — student senators sal
m a real Senate chamber us did student vepresentatives. Some of
vur State Legishnors happened to visit the building that day and
were incredibly impressed with the matarity and depth of under-
standing demonstrated by these competitors. Bt Student Con-
gress is not without is wenknesses, Since the topics continually
change and lirde research ik reyuired. practice conaresses cam be-
conne b 87" sessions [oll of unsuhstantiated (een opinions. When
competition improves and stadents iy 1o qualify for Nationals,
Student Congress can degencrate into a hattle of political wran-
gling, deal-making and back-stabbing, The Ihstricis in our area
have tried various methods of reining in student game-playine.
The point that 1 am making s not thai these events should be
climmated. replaced or less valved: Each of the debate events
began with great micntions and high expectavons. Each has de-
veloped s own quirks and drawbacks over time.  Adding vet
snother debate event will not "save”™ debate; the competitive na-
ture of whit we do will shape this new cyvent inte something we
may not foresee.. We need o be careful when adding evenis;
morcover, we need W remedy the events we have already created
and retum 10 their academic origins, imstead of handoning them.

The Last Shot

As T read Rober s anticle, the words of John Doane came =
ronel:

Do pot go gently inlo that good mght], ]
Rage. rage against the dyving ol the light.

I am not ready lo give op hope and beliefl in the events NFL
currently offers. Ido not believe any of them are hopeless beyvond
sadvation — indepd. NFL's currenl events are strang acadenic op-
portunities thal can be¢ mistreated now and then by misgnided
young people. Perhaps the Nutional Council is wise in crealing a
new event and sees o need that 1 do not see; however, | hope tha
the sentiments expressed by Roberts, that ull our events are worth-
less and vile, sre not the inspication for the new debate event, [
also hope that their monvation Tor this new event extends bevond
the desire to impress a media mogal with an event named after him
Il our only motivalion sl give up on what has already been
created and proven o work in terms of educationilly benefiting
students, then perhaps NFL deserves to “go genmtly into that goad
night” and fade away.

(Tammiie Pefers s o diamond coach wr Gelden High Sehool m
Cierdden, Coloradn. She hoas served on the Colorado State Critiey
certification committes for the past ten vears, )

Secretary James Copeland Replies

| believe Mrs. Peters has missed M Roberts” point. Mr, Rob-
cris was nol enbcizine NFL events as bemg "wonthless, vile” "waste
of ime” and the other ad friominent adjectives used by Mrs. Pelers,
nar has Mr. Roberts lost faith in NFL or its scovities, There is o
finer NFL citizen than cipghth diamond coach Donus Roberts who
ponzited oul. guite accurately, that no NFL debate events are well
suited tor presentuton to television or Hve avdiences,

The academic values ol exisling debate evenrs may he
exemplary but the public commnication yalues are wanting.

Mudern audiences and local access cable will not sit through
4n bour fong debate where obscure kntiks are spewed at auction-
eer speech. Nor are discussions of Kant and Hobbes viable. These
may be finc 1n the classroom or a1 the owmament, but are not
acceplable for the poblic — or the student who wishes o leam o
speak o the public: junes. the church congresation, the eleciorate.

Mrs. Peters offers a thoughtfnl suggestion on how 1o im-
prove events by certifving judges. Bul at the end of this process
NEL i stifl left with debate events thal are research orented and

academic In natwie. What s needed is one event that is atmed at

public audicnces! In order 10 build support [or speech and debate
NEFL must attract andiepces ani the medin. Student activities Tike
Quiz Bowl, Academic Decathulon; Cheerleading and Sports don
male the airwaves and draw audicnces of citizen’s who become
enthused about those events. NFL hopes that Ted Turner debatc
will energice pnncipals. superintendents, school boards. parentis
and local access cable 1o support debate.

Ted Turner Debate has been very popular with Faree nurm-
bers of Lewmns competing in cardy ioumaments held in upstate New
York, South Carolma. Texas, South Dakota and Missourd,

Mrs, Peters other argument 15 cssentially thial there is no
need for the new evenl becaise everything is wonder{ul in Calo
rado, Agreed. With her Father Loweli Sharp and the legendary Frank
Sferra in charge how could things not be wonderful. (Tt also helps

ihat there 18 not the tension created by natonal cireuil debate
ieams constantly beating all the Jocal debate teams, which has
caused debate i other stales io decline),

Unforiunately the Council can't make policy hased upon one
atypical example. Around the mation as a whaole, schools (except
for the elite national circuit schenols) are abandoning policy debate
in droves. The spew and the keitik have decimated dehate,

Encowraged by Colorado's success Mrs. Pelers iimores the
bard facts. Last year six NFL districts had no policy debate at all;
eight athers had only one or two policy schools. Twenty  more
NFL districts have four policy schools or less. NFL needs a debate
event which will atract schools so students may be exposed 1o
trmming i both argumentation and communicalion.

II pohicy debate 1s-wadely praciiced and well liked in Colo-
rado, fne. Ted Tumer debate might not be as uselul there. LD
never ok oot in arcas where policy was widely practiced. B
Turner debate is badly needed in areas where policy debate has
devlined, and Mr. Roberis saw that need.

Mrs. Peter's misses the point when she poignantly whispers
"I oam not ready to give up hope and belief in the events NFL
offers.” Cave up? Not! The NFL, the council, coaches and students
are nef "giving up” oo anythuog! All events are heing offersd and
unyone may choose 10 select which evenis meet therr needs. No
evenis have been abolished, or even changed. A new event was
added for a specific purpose: provide training for siudems who
wish to speak to andiences and the media,

Mr. Roberis and the council, did not "give up on what has
already been created”, They added anew event! Like Humor, rein-
tronduced in 1977, Tike L/ added in 1950, like Duo added in 1996
and like Barhara Jordan Debate adopied in 1998, Ted Turner De-
bate is yet another inmsvative imiatve by the Council to meel the
pecds of sehoals Large and small and students of all abilities, mter-
esls, and commaimenis.
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2002 saw the Inaugural Congress Tournament of Cham plons
establish tself as a premier event in high school forensics.

This year, join us in perpetuvating the newest and most competitive
Student Congress tradition as we assemble the best legislators,
coaches and judges from across the country.
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Aprzl ]()th - 1 ’)th, 2003
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For all official tournament informanion. including:
«How to Qualify for CTOC
sHotel Reservagions
*Ar-Large Bids
V1S

htrp://www.forensics2000.com/CTOC
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THE MEANING OF DEMOCRACY TODAY
ESSAY GOMPETITION

International Debate Education Association essay competition

Guidelines:

Each essayist muse refer te Ambassador Palouds amicle, available ar

www.idehare org/essaycontest.asp and may want to consider using personal experience. examples
from your awn country and other supporting evidence, Al middle school and high school
students are chigible o apply

Topies tchovse DINE):

1. The author areues that there are "pamural Bl o che ides of dtmg._-m._-_u,-, and thm a demo-
cratic world government i undesieable. Wharare the possibilities of incorporating democrasic
uleals and pracpices in the international world order?

2. The aurhor discusses pr.’_‘r_‘nhditiﬁna 1'|'|:|T have made dcmm_;;;;_-}r 1_1;;.5,-,;][}11- 1-;]-,-11_-,”,!_-3“}._ What can
b donc in today'’s world o promore the spread of democracy?

3. The author notes thar democraric governments have 1 greater inclination roward pesiee in thewr
inrernational belavior™ But he also notes than democratic societics rend o Co-nperate with each
other. |s conflice berween democracies and non-democeacies mevitable?

4. Whar did you think of this eseay? i
The essay should be | 500 words or fess and written in English

e top 3 essaviars will be selecied by an intermational pand of [EYEA associates. The 1op essavist
will bt given funding ro teavel 10 and parmcipare in one of [NEAS debae imsnoures or forums :
and the winning essay will be published in HDEBATE magzzine and on our web-site. I 'he second L3
and third place essayists will vach recerve an TDEA wasch and a free subscrigtion w IDEBATE :
RFE P TS

Essay applications should be postmarked or preferably emailed by February 15t 2003
(o

MNinz Watkins

n‘ﬁ’:rl-:]:'Iﬁ@ﬁﬂﬂnuy:m_g

tnicmanonal Debare Education Association

400 West 5%ch Streer o
MNew York, NY 10019 .

Please note that once submitted, essays become the property of the
International Debate Education Association (IDEA) and may be reprinted.
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% than one wmﬁhm

, because democracy is & word
with a long aﬁﬂ.rhlllisﬁnrs and
ittiple meanings. First, a mean-
inginl analysis must distingnish
ng the meanings i must than
their interdependencies

and mhﬂumﬁpm I’mﬂm
;quna:hﬂn nfﬂmmtﬁm:he

udtrurmtnn:

e: ancient and modern

IV. Democracy as a central and
Yrosmopolitan™ valoe in the
e of globalization; democracy as
a precondition for peace among
51 the internstionalization of
democracy

£l Martin Palous

poesDEMOCRACY
MEANTODAY?

Czech Ambassador to the United States
and a member of IDEA's Academic Advisory Board

@ 1 DEMOCRACY AS A
y. FORM OF GOVERNMENT

According to its classical defintion,
democracy isa torm of government.
Ie 35 the rule of the many (lirerally,
“the people”), 11 contrast 1o 2 mon-
archy, which is the rule by one. o
an oligarchy, which is the nide by a
Few, As with any other rule. democ-
racy requires 3 sysoem of offices and
institutions designed o order the
social body, 1o administer its nec
cssary functions. and o defend i
viral tnterests in the external envi
ronment. The successful building
and marketing of institutions is a
necessary condition for democra-
cv's development and 15 enduring,
vigor and prospenity. The institu-
tional set-up of democracy (which
may include constitutional frame-
warks: cxecurive, legislarive and
judiciary beanches of the national
government; political parties: elec-
dons; local or réglonal governments:
the prowection of individual, eco-
nomic pr social righe before inde-
pendent courts of justice; media
and nformation: avilian control
of the mulitary; a system of edu-

cation: erc.) can be descrihed and
studied from all possible perspec-
rives. Legal, luncuiomabisy, and his-
torical analyses of democraric 1nst-
ruarinns represent the principal pomt
ol departure for every studens of
democracy today, making up the
foundation of our cognitive basis
tor understanding and evaluating
Ity acrual state.

Monetheless, democracy is i]l'l.‘-.ﬁ'rl:.-'."i

more than a smtic functioning
systeme Above all, @ s a political
that i thie

o RET ].'.I.i.l.l'.t'.l:ﬂﬂ matters 1n

weles eridowed  with
POWEE
motion rather than to |;-.'f'|:I1 therm as
they were. [t opens human sociery
under its rule, rather than keeping
it closed. Therefore, a svachronic
analysis 5 not sufhoient o grasp
the very cssence of demaocracy, One
needs 10 look ar the process by
which democracy came into exis-
wnce—the transition from the tra-
dirional hierarchical way of admin-
strating human matters to a radi-
cally new, “egalirarian” organizarion
of human sociey,

When democracy hrst emerged 1n




— analysis:..

ancient Greece in the eighth cen-
wry BC, 1t was perceived as an
epoch-rnaking, truly revolutiohary
event; power that had originally
beun in cthe possession of kings whe
administered human communiries
as thetr own houscholds, was given
“unto the midst of the people.”
Prior to the discovery of democracy,
it was the will of the deified rulers
who acted as mediators: berween
heaven and earth thar was recog-
nreed as the ordering principle in
human society and the basic source
of its laws. A city-state or polis, gov-
erncd democratically, was placed
under the law (nomoes), which was
above all of s members. L was
the rule of law thar made all -
zens af 4 polis free and equai. This
endowed rhem with cerrain unalien-
able rights, and enabled Aristotle to
say that in the polis, “those who
are  ruled
It was Frecdom
hased on equality that made the
Cirecks sec themselves as different
from and “more human” than the
*harbanans—those who were sub-
ordinared 1o the unconditonal will
of their rulers, like immatare chil-
deen. Freedom, based on equality,
was the tundamenrtal swalue, the
raison d'etre of their democracy.

rile  aned  chose  who

are the same”

In short, in order o understand che
actual stare of democracy, we have
to start oot enly with a-descripdon
of a democratic form of povern-
ment, hut also with a historically
informed analysis of the processes
ol democratization. It 15 cssential to
study the conditions under which
the democratic 1dea historically was
St action.
IV will address the three areas of
inrerest which are relevant in this

Sectians I TH aad

CONTEXT.

Il. DEMOQCRACY AS A
POLITICAL CULTURE: THE
ETHOS OF DEMOCRACY

As Lsrated in Section [a democorasy
Is not just a state whose goal is 10
siirvive atnd maintain its cxistence.
Rarher, a democracy muse always
have a dynamic process driven by
the conscious decision to make
ptup].r: :quaJ before the faw; 1t must
be intormed by the deliberare will
to institute freedom as one of the
fundamental human values: it must
be unimated by the beliet thar being
free is not qjust a privilege of some
individuals-—according to their sta-
rus—but an open possibility for
every human being, somcething thar
all hunsans can achieve under favor-
able condirions because 1 15 rooted
in human nature. Thus we shift
our focus [rom the ohjective com-
ponents of the democratic system
1o the subjective precondirions of a
democratic, open socicty.

Withour the proper institutional
archireceure, the life of 3 demo-
craic society i Likely to be emo-
vonally loaded, messy and short, Tt
cannot exst withour people shar-
ing the convicrion that the Greek
fortn ot g Free life (cven if some
rimes harsh, demanding and full of
unceTtinties) s incommensutably
berter than the “barbarous™ life of
slavery. Tn short, if individuals are
not truly commitied ro the demo-
cratic values of freedom and equal-
ity, they cannot areate a democraic
SOCICTY,

*While the state came abour as a

‘means of seeuring, life iwsell, it con-

tinues in being to secure the goad
life,” aceording o Aristatle 1 his
Polierer (1232b31). According o

are unheld. and where there s
p

medern political theory; the ongs
of the state is connected with 4 kinig ;
of primordial agreement—a social
contracr thar must be upheld 2o
binding by futurc generations. The
debate on the stare of democrace

o

inn the contempotary world reminds
us once again of what such a socie
contract is abour. Iraffirms the reo-
apnition of the difference thar Aris-
rotle was spraking of: the difference
berween a “sheer life” thar might be
luxunous, pleasant and wfficien:
for one’s material well-being and 2
"gopod life” —one that can Hourish
pnly in the freedom of the polis
and in the openness ol ity public
space. A democratic socicry, then,
is a community which has delib-
erately selected a democranic farm
of government where all activitices
and functions are performed under
the condivions of the rule of law.
in which respect bor privacy and
the individual rights of the citizens

an open political system in-which
those in power can be replaced
peaceably by others with different
policics,

1he contractual basis of democ-
racy  requires a4 democratic cthos
and political culture, 3 democratic
educarion, aml the “intermediary
bodies” of ol
occupy the space between the pn-
vite secror and sovernment. [t is
these intermediary bodies of civil

5'|:}L']|:[:|-'., which

society that Alexis de Tocgueville
recognized us essential to democ-
racy during, his visit 1o America in
L83 1. The intermediary bodies not
waly pertorm vanous funcrions char
do not need (v be performed by
the state government. they alse act
ak puardians of the social conrrace
and imporrant indicarors thar the



- decision o choose the freedom of
,ﬂ “good [he” over the slavery of a
_-” “sheer lite” continues to be cher-
- ished and unconditionally recog-
nived asvalid,

. II. DEMOCRACY IN THE

. HISTORICAL PERSPECTIVE:

. ANCIENT AND MODERN

- Andlent
. The principal objection o the e

&'5&' ﬁ%%&ww

- of histoncal arguments in discussing
. democracy, especially the "Greek
§2Mplt," 15 wedl known, There
| s a eritical ‘difference In the very
_i.fu undations wfancient and modern
1 "’sa:::gr:i:ties The number of free cii-
t izens in the Greek ciry-states was
 both proportionally and in abso-
iutL numbers rather small, and the
_; wvast majority of inhabitants, indad-
. ing slaves; women and forcigners
L with permanent residency, had no

chance 1o pardapare in the F-[J-IIEJ-
-E.’&;n] processes and emjoy the freedom
- of democracy.  Accordingly, some
&;}hinlﬁ#ﬁ wauld argoe thar “Greek
i :m}:.mlgiaf' as it might be called,
© has no place in current progressive

:.. gmimcal rhnﬂgh-r 1 believe thar thev

are mistaken.

E:_QI} is true that Greek sociery did
h:mr reach our level of individual-
| ism and emancipation, Nonethe
s, the trend to free more and
uore individuals and enable their
_enrry into the public space was one

- e e

| of the most dynamic factors ani-
v manng Athenan polinies, rnggenng

ijiww_*tul fundmnental constitutional
- reforms in Arhens. The polincal
enlture of the period was ingrained
‘;&gl rhe dominant |n}]'};'rilc":$ric reti-

mous helicts as well as in kinship
and blood res (the web of genn-
litian relationships), which had a
profound  influence on the for-
mation of homan dentity—more
than we can ever imagine i o
current context, which has been
formed predominanty by a judeo-
Christian  monotheistic personal-
isen. Norwithsranding major differ-
crices, we need to acknowledge
that the very idea of an open soci-
ety and of z democratic povern-
ment strocture wis borm among the
inhabimne of small elrv-states in
the Acgeun region who shared o
common language, common rchi
mous traditions, s common cultural
herirage and who called chemselves,
In opposition to all the "barbarians”
in their region, Hellénés,

The ancient Greeks were the st
nation to discover the liberating
power ol the public sphere, where
individuals—treed from the duries
to their familics, rribes, or penres,
could stand tace o face with other
[ree men as tqu;tls among equals;

ready o deal with the marters of

the world,  Having emerged s
equal citizens, they had the righe
to speak and 1o be heard, o voice
their agreements or disagreements,
o partcipate with their peers in
collecrive decision-making, and 1o
protect their polity by  common
action, The very facr that the public
space was constituted in the “rmuds
of people” with free individuals
ready and able to feave the privacy
of thetr houscholds and o act, as
Hannah Arendr contnually said,
"in concert,” changed the whole of
humin existence, giving history a

v dirccion, The previons ten-
deney of human societies to be pro-
tewted apamst the eresive umpact

of time and to parricipate 1o the
immareality rhar the cosmic divin-
itzes bestowed upon therr deibied
rulers; was overruled by the tireless
eHorts of mortal men to immorral-
i2e- their finire evistence an earth
by virtue of ther own words and
deeds.

Tust as democracy cannot be reduced
to a form of government, 1t is also
not sullicient sumply o list the
ohjective components of a demo-
cratic system. [he subjectve pre-
conditions for demoeracy are indis-
pensable for the formation of cvil
society and democratic political cul
TiErE,

The emergence of demacracy is a
historical event of shormouy mag-
nitude, one of the cuaal evenc
in the history of bath man and
beang. One docs not need to be
a Hegelian speculative philosopher
to believe that only when man
mvented demoerscy did he become
fully conscious of his own histonical
existentce. | he toundets of democ-
racy 1 ancient Greece were the Arst
peaple that we know of wha real-
vred and acted IFREE the insjg’}.lt
thar the human condition does not
bind human beings to a stable and
um:h:mgﬁnhlc phace in the cosmis;
that humans qua humans can aban-
don their inherired passive arritude
and adopt an .active stance towand
the world; thar they can under-
stand the finiteness and [ragilicy
of their own historical sitoation,
accept responsibility for ir and thus
begin to-shape their own higtory

Democracy allows for the replace.
ment of those m power by others
with different palicies, lancrinning
even as the pendulun swings from
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one side 1o another, fois the swady
pendislar chythm of demaocraric pro-
cess that provides the element of
order and regularity in public space,
which is “disorderly™ by the very
fact of the diversity of rhose who
ocoupy 1. Democracy functions by
moving back and forth berween
cxtremes and hoverng around the
center, 1The major virtue of 4 true
democracy 45 not su much its
snooth functioning, however, but
rather its open-mindedness and cre-
ativity. its capacity 1o “rolerate” and
integrate clunge; its readiness 1o
take diffcult, courageous deciiany

and actions,

Where a genine democratic spiril
and culrure prevail, there ks an inchi-
pation o move berween the conser-
vative forces commited 0 main-
ralnng the starus quo; on the one
hand, and the progressive torces
of innovation and change on the
other.

Bur there 15 even more than thac
Demacracy derves its strengeh and
virality from the capacty of human
l}tiﬂgs to hreak che circle of neces-
sity imposed on them from ourside
torces and making them open for
the freedom of the world.

In analyving democracies aver rthe
course of history, we should con-
sider the fisd, m which Homer
mentions the famous dilemma thar
Achilles laced—choosing berween a
long bur redious Tife ot home and
4 shore but advenrurous life out
in the woeld Taking parr in the
Achacan mi.hta.r}' CAMPAIEn against
Trow, Achilles chose the second
oprion—a shert life flled with
deeds worthy of being remembered
and transformed into song, Being

genuinely democratc does not neg-
essartly mean being as militant and
bloadrhirsty as the ancient Homeric
Lierves. It decs, however, mean thar
one should be prepared o fce
dilemmmas eften and 1o be able w
make choices similar o the boae
made by Achilles. Democracy liber-
ages human beings to ac freely, bu
for the sake of our common free-
dom, our common human valyes,
and, last bur nor least, our civility

Modern

Democracies as we know them
today are products of a different
historical era. The I'E(:[im:n'iu'.r}' of
the democratic form of LOVETTL-
ment catncides with the transinon
of European judeo-Chrastian civi-
lizarion from the “Middle” to the
‘Modern”™ Age. The origing and
growth of modern democricy are
part of the all-cncompassing process
ot modernization, which indudes
rhe gradual bur profound transfos-
mation lram predommandy agrar-
fan societies to industrial societies;
the crises of medieval pelitical and
m]'ig[uus authoriries; the em ErpEeCy
of new ars and sciences; the for-
mation of modern polinical natons;
and the radical enlargement of the
inhabited world resulting Grom the
discavery of new naval routes and
new Lands.

In the contexr of this treatise, we
will consider ancient and modern
democracies, looking ar the simi-
lariry in the basic attitude of rheir
respective advocates and protago-
nises. Whar is important o our
ilebate it the facr rhar those who
had the courage to dethrone the
established regal rule and replace i

with the political rule saw the redis-
covery of democratic ideas by the
emerging European nation-stares as
a major historical event—a new
beginning. We know well from
the hiagraphies of Eaglsh political
thinkers and politicians of the 17¢h
and the [Bth conmuries, a5 well as
from the Ametican founding farhens
and thowe who inspired the French
Revolurion, how much arenron
those well-educsted men pad o
ancient political thought and how
deeply they were influenced by clas-
sical Greek and Roman authers,
The three grear revolutions of the
modern  eta—English, American
and French—which set the whale
“eivilized” world on s way woward
constitutionalism  and  democracy
as we know them today, were non
inspired by uropias. even if certain
ntopian elements are embedded in
political revelutions, buy by their
ambition to fnd new uses for the
ald, well-tested, “libecal” ideas of
classical antiguiny

Modern revalutionaries rook these
ideas from their origingl contexts
and, by using them in 3 new situs-
tion, gave them 2 new content and
pew meamng [he building and
strengthening ol democracy, none-
theless, presented them with a chal-
lenge very similar to the one expe-
rienced by thew ancienr predeces-
sors. When we look closely at how
modern democracies fanction, what
we sce 15 the old problem of iso-
ponda and the rule of law: ques-
tions of the protection of individual
‘unalienable” nishts: questions of
the independence of the judiciary;
and struggles for polirical eman-
cipation and corresponding con-
strrutional reforms. We are again
reminded thar1tis the erhos of soci-
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ery thar is the most imporranr con-
- dition tor the survival of its democ-
‘ ‘F-fﬁ'.i racy: the beliet that the fice life is
better than enslavement; thar the
“good” political fite lived in the
public space is worthy of defense
and personal sacrifice.

IV. DEMOCRACY AS

A CENTRAL AND TRULY
COSMOPOLITAN VALUE IN
THE AGE OF GLOBALIZA-
- TION; DEMOCRACY AS A
. PRECONDITION FOR PEACE
 AMONG NATIONS;

THE INTERNATIONALIZA-
~ TION OF DEMOCRACY.

ﬁ;kspiﬁ.&.&ks&*’d?ﬂ? i
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~ The Anal parr of this briel journey
Ehmugh the world of democracy
will focus on democracy’s ingers
o mational life, on the hch:wm: of
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P -Ill'mﬂLTi{__!ﬁE towards the exvernal
environment in which they oper-
st 1t will begin with an analysis of

i--;h: questian in the conrexr of the

- historical evolution of international

;._-f:_-:ﬁ*stc*.ms. Second will be a commen-

- tary on the ideas, visions, and blue-

e Pr'rﬁn thar are currenddy being con-

%}L{I:TE.{! i':-::.um:tnnm thm-c wm:rpra

as H:trc 5 o traditional, well-tested
Wmsc w threats ro the exstence
::.Erﬁ.sutcm and democracies are o
| =xeeption in this regard: the use
?;ﬁ.i‘nrm. When the rebelling Greek
i Zs;*_il'ﬁéﬁ. discovering, constituting, and
| becasionally experimenting with the
~ democratic form of governmeat,
- el to resist the military campaigns

I-" R
R
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af the Persian Empire. they were
lefr with one single nprion ro keep
themselves in existence: to fight and
win. After the Ametican founding
tathers signed ther tamous Decla-
taton of Independence an July 4,
1776, they also had no other choice
but the use of force il they were
to succerd in wraing their palicical
ideas into a polirical reality and sep-
arate their republican cause from
the British Crown, They had 1o
defear the Bridsh coloneal armies if
they were to gain as well as declare
their independence. |n these cases,
war was not only an ace of self-
defense, but. also a grocial stae
making event. [t gave thetr reyo-
lutionary ideats [ull meaning, laid
rhe foundarns for state traditions,
1l endowed the enmerging political
body with a proper “reason of the
state’ and state ideology. Evenrually
the ‘democracies EEUFPEd 1H:ing L0
bellicase and were teady 1o negotiate
ATEEMEnTs with their tormer ene-
miecs, But regardless ofhow peacetul
and peace-loving they became, they
never abandoned the “golden ruke”
b any state—regardless of whedher
they are democmatic or undemo-
crarics 1o prowect themselyes in the
environment of intertiational amar-
chy and 1o survive. The srarc-':.
survival, the sacrosaoctity of i
hasic meguw{ﬁ; such as territo-
ral integrity and sovercign :qual
iy, remained the supreme “meta-
valze” above all values thar animare
the civil society contained within
irs boeders, It is true thar the ride
of faw was the landmark of 2 dem:
acratic government—but all good
demoerats were aware of the ron
logic thar dominawed the tough
world outside: in order 1o have
democracy, you have w have a law:
in order to have 2 law, you must

first have a stare; an onder to have
a state, you must be zble o defear
and w keep warding ofl 1tz ene-
mies.

Realistc conceprions of the muer-
national behavior of states—based
an the beliel’ thar “internarional
society” is doomed to operate in a
state of nanure and rhus be, by def-

tpition, Tanarchic” (in the state of

permanent war of all against alf}—
have had ctheir fundamentum in e
throughour himan Kiscary. Ar the
same ome, it ls evident that the
“reabists™ do ot offer the full pic-
mre of the world of inrernanonal
relations: ﬁ.lrhsjugh conbrantanon s
af indispumhli: fact of life tor seates
in the imernatonal environment, it
is not the only possibie modus ope-
randi of states among themselves.
What always has been available asa
plauﬁhlt and more attractive alier-
native to the use of force, or threass
of force, is peaceful coexistence and
COnpeTation.

Under what conditions are stares
inclined not to hght each other, but
rathet 1o cooperae? What has boen
the most important instrument 1o
define, promore and bring into exis-
tence varous torms of cooperation?
I a democratic form ol govern-
ment more conducive t the peace-
ful solirion of tnrernarional con-
Hicts. or 15 the internatonal behay-
ior of 2 stare enurcly independent
of its internal grganization, nflu-
enved only by the pawure of the
mrernanonal system? Every elemen-
tary texthook on international refa-
Hons answers these questions, states
show the weodency to cooperare
ander certain condittons; when they
do not theeaten one another, when
they have to face 2 comman enemy,
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and when the way of life their
inhabitants cherish—che civiliza-
tion they embody, the religious or
culrural values 1hey sand for—are
in danger. The insrrument they use
o define cooperative frameworks,
to determine and gradually broaden
the scope of their actual coopers-
ton—be it military alliance. trade
and eeonomics, culrure, people-to-
people contacrs, education or any-
thim;-; else—is internanonal law

The history of modern conflicts
the Kantian thesis thar
democracies have a greater inclina-

praves

tion toward peace o their interna-
aonal behavior. On the one hand.
there have been smuations in human
hiscary when demperaric idesls and
values turned out to be powerful
enonigh o influence decisively the
international politics of the time,
miotivaring the collective reststance
of “Gvilized” nations o “harhar-
Iy, IRiTIating intensive activities in
the field af internarional faw, giving
hirth ta new weaues or even whole
legral cairpuises, inspiring the faund-
ing of new international organiza-
oons or even starring the process
af inteprating cooperating nation-
states into = larger, supranasional
political unic. Sdll, it is not advis.
able o succumb w the ilinsion
that the fundimental difference
between demestic and international
politics can and should be abaol-
ished enrirely; that planerary man-
kind can be brought m s hnal
historcal stage—international civil
socivty—with 2 democratic world
povernment; Such an e, as Kam
reatized, vould be dangerous for the
future of democracy. The situation
of the world ar the beginning of the
215t cenmury, in the ever-faster and
maore dynamic process of globaliza-

tton, and considering the horrible
experience with totalitarianism in
the 20th century, offers many good
reasons why ir is advisable not
stretch the capabilities of the dem-
ocratic idea beyond their narural
limits. The problem of democracy
in the international environment,
regardless of how much power s
eventually defegated o democratic
internacional mstmitons, how ]argr
i the rerritory under their jurisdic-
tion and how serang and enforce-
able is their international law, muse
pltimarely be conceived nor as a
“state” {i.c. a stable form of govern-
ment}, bur as an open-ended pro-
CEEs.

Ler us consider in this context
the case of the Greek poleis thar
managed 0 organize themselves
in defense of their Hellenie avilic
zation—formed by their common
religions and cultural heritage, the
poctic insights contained in Greek
philosophy and most imporant,
by the common ides of democracy
and politics—against their cammon
“barbarous” enemy during the Per-
stan Wars, Their coaliton held
wwgerther and
mternavional law was able o sur
vive only in the unique situntion
ol controntation with the Persian
Empite. Alter thar wur had bheen
waor and the Greek poleis had expe-
nenced thewr golden age, life-and-
cdeath conflices burst out among
themi. The war bétween former
allies set the cntire Aegean region in
motion and the entire Greek polin-
cal expenimeny, the encire Hellenic
civilization—as though inspired by
Achilles, wha preferred a shon
but glorious life to a long but
tedious anc—was turned into ruins
in a4 couple of decades. Thanks o

a0 the stoikes and blows of revolu-

theit  “customary”

Homer, the heroic deeds of Achifis
were ruttied inro a song, and Geees
palitical thought has illuminsses
rhe path of mankind through &
history, even in the darkest rimes.

e
Another less poeric, bt perhags -
more felevane case of historical
dymamism for owr debate is the ha-
tory of European {or Western) civi-
lization 10 the Modern Age, which
gave birth to the idea of nation-
smres and their internadonal paol-
itics. The history of Internarional
systems came infm existence after
the Treaty uthsrphnljs {1648) and
has been evolving up to the pres-
ent. From gme to time 1t is cxposed

tians, fa\'ag-r:d bj‘ either local or all-
ot wars or struggles for indepen-
dence.

Those who debate the Bicure of
internarional (o1 even cosmopoli-
tan) democracy should be aware
of the long and winding road thar
modern political thought has trav-
eled—from it origins In the works
of Bodin and Ilobbes, who laid
down the theoretical foundations,
o the concepts of state sovereigney,
state  supremacy and  sovercign
equality of states, through various
stages of modern polideal debages,
either connecting the modern si-
untion with the classical pirlimical
thought of the past or reflecting
on fresh and raw historical expe-
Current discussions cor-
vern the European integration and
s endemic “democratic. dehat,”
eransatlantc cooperation berween -
Americans and Europeans based
on Westersy valies, or possibilities
tor international governance in the
environmenr of 2 mare connected.
global warld. Whar must be con-

ricnce.
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sideted is the c:i_'.'n;u.nﬁc eviohurion

of modern iaternational law, from
Grotius and Vauel w current gon-
ceprs of human oghts and funda-
menral Freedoms. From che classical
doctrines of “humanitarnian incer-
vention” we go to the language of
the Ewopean Convention which
states that "common understanding
and observance aof Human Righo
represents “an etbective ]Julit_'lml

democracy,” creating “predcer unity

berween 1ts Members™ — 1.0, Euro-
pean countries which are like-
minded have a common herisage of
political craditions, ideals. freedom

anid the role of law.

I'n the current context, Kant’s 17935
project of “perpetual peace” repre-
sents the most articulate theory for
bringing the ided of democracy 1o
the international level. Departing
from a simple pestulate that “all
men who can murually infuence
one another muse accept some civil
constitution,  Kani oot bnly o
mulares his Famous thesis thar for
the sake of peace all civil cons-
mrions should be republican, bur
proceeds to the idea thar the righes
af narions be based on a federation
of free states, and 1o the cosmo-
politan right thar “shall be limied
to conditions of universal hospital-
try.” The Kanoan project. scormed
by political realists ax sheer wopia,
has never been realized However,
it is a fact that Kant’s kev posoulace
of the project of perpetual peace
~that it is the republican consu-
cution, provides for this desirabbe
resule, mamely, perpetual peasce —
has been empirically confirmed by
modern Europedn history. This ides
is in Tact being tested day after day
by the existence and everyday life
of the Earapesn Communires (che

Europesn Union).

The Rurnpean inrcgranion proves
thar it makes sense to alk abow
democracy  among  like-minded
states,” within a region that has
been histoncally and spirtualy tied
ro the concepr of avilizanion,

we extend rhis debate ta
democracy on the global level? s
possible to confirm the principle of
the rule of law as valid in the realm
of international relations, and by
doing so limit in an unprecedented
way the sovergignty of nation-srates
and their terntorial _'turiﬂdltliun?
Wha should approve this step and
how? In histery it was the citizens
of small city-stares and. later, the
larger, well-defined political badies
borm i the Modern Age, that
entered into the social contmact,
constituting thetr civil socienes and
polities. Tt was abways a haite, exclu-

Can

sive and homogenous people tha
shared the same elemenrary valies
and commaon understanding of the
difference berween the "good” life
of the democrate polis and the
forms of life available o the mem
bers of non-demoeratically admin-
istered communities. 1s it nor some-
what beyond our common sense,
and therefore somewhat unrealis-
e, to expect that humankind, with
all of s culrural, veligious, social
and historical diversities, could ever
enter mto 2 social gontrace thar
expresses the consent of the gov-
erned with the idea of 4 global, even
if wvery limited, povernment?

{Can we think meaningfully about
a democracy that s allincusive?
Shoulde’t we, on the contrarv. be

worried thar the transtormation of
the whole planet inte one political
hedy would racher kill che very idea
of demogracy. her open political
culture and her ethos?  Is 1t not
more likely that such a step would
bring us into the "Promised Land”
of peace and justice for all. bt
deprive us of our freedoms and con-
demn us and vur posterity to live
in @ prison Drconcentration camp,
from which there would be ne
escape, because it would embrace
all terrirories of our Mother-Earth?
Would 1t not be much better w
indulge in the fantasies of cos-
mnpulitan dﬁmtﬂn'!&l;:}”, ternational
civil sociery, and the New Age,
etc., and then ewm o earth and
ask ourselves nor how o rmansform
our world mw one big democratic
monster, -bur to ralse once more
the century-old question posed by
Woodrow Wilson, the question of
how to make the world "safe for
democracy

| am going o stop here and Jeave
the resr for furure discussions. In
irying to-clarify the theorerical rooes
of our currently used polincal con-
cepts. 1t is wseful to look back
in history 1o refresh our politicl
thengght, making i1 less rignd and
moare dynamic, less judgmental i
an absolute sense, and more open 10
making political judgments chat are
appropriare to our changing warld.
Whatever happens, one thing i cer-
tain: Whether we are liberal reforns
ers or pelitcal realists, democracy
has indeed become rhe Hapship
of our hopes for a better future,
The idea of Jis wreckage in the
ocean of intematonal affaics, run-
ning extremely high afrer Seprem-
ber 11, 2001, 15 nghdy perceived as
2 major disaster.




%§ IDEA Press Books

International D=k

Discovering fhwe World Throwgh Gebate: A Prachical Guide to
Educational Debats for Debaders, Judgas and Conehns
(revisad and enfarged edifiion)

Wilfiam Driscall and Joseph Zompetti

The bek provides 3 pracoicat meradsensan wo the Kard Popger Ucbare formae: b
discusses the impostance and manere of cducasional debue in in Dt Ancaety ansd
pazweizns vules and guetelinees. for preparmg-amd rinning & debane event, ming
fudees and bvolving he conmmrmty, The sevised edicion vontaing a reansirip of d
full debare oi botermadvensl Filare s Einmnee Finmeon Tralhelking wedynep by
st wrich s, au well as poew s expanded sectiotis an logee, on drbating in 2n
mrernstiangl sering, asd on choonne and selectng eeidence. The wok also nchedes
56 pmereanes f e ueed Do the dasmeans ar debuare club {phj

Price 529957 1SRN 0-9702130-9-1

The Democracy Beader Sondra Myers (Editor)
Foeewar] by Beimgmin Darbe

A i:-:-;npl:cb:n'.i.x't boed [oe witde Si'jh-.!ih“ deiocraey und 1he eeiieal sole thil, cizeens
phay-2m making democracy work. The S secnon conraing sz by disdugoishod
wisalips-ind dsepsewnn l.'||.|.-c'::i|111.'. nn the hasie elesnens ﬂt-n.‘l{'mm'r..u-_p thes teranad
teridty, Hhic 3ufne few et el wbiedy ihe obeiaides encrrsneeret oo The sy 14 dbemmesiray
el sffmt g Fug Md::.sl;;f_ ek The ddod B oserslbiasm ol cives sories, soooumes st
civie epaphames and mansiormaticn fFom aroand e world. (ph)

Price $25.95 ! ISBN 0-9702130-3-9

Many Sides ; Debale Across the Curriculum
Adtred C Spicker-ang Mavwell Schnwer

A |.-:|:||:|:|1rr]'_|:h.::.=.-r _n:l:l.i.-l].l.' tnr uame debar 1noam educannmal classenmn FEITIRE, nchest-

inp plan: o inteprate deboe 3mo the coriclion. designing proper Forman develop
img wopis tor debiages, prepaning seadenes for debating, siaging the debsers, audsencr
uvelveisrnt and eyadiarsion of chasronm debass, {phl

Price $24.95 | ISEN 0-9702130-4-2

Art, Argurnent ang Advoacacy! Mastering Parlismentary Debate
John Measy and Kaie Shuster

Prowvicles o threotetieal sad pruceical fmndation b oFecane pirrreigiarban i okl
paclisreenuarny debarc-cotmpennon. b explons comompnney Amnencan - mema
ricrnal parlsaenary debare ammats, affenng i compeehensive coammaniis o argaenvenn
andicHparEf couerae s and exiension; car- develogrmene, eritical ichugarion of Ereen
SEALITI{TIES ad ek, 2aae] prosiam m| g | '|:.Ih|

Price 524,950 15BN 09702 134L.7-7

Cin That Poirmt!: &n introguction (o Perliamentary Dabate
Johi Meany antd Kate Shistar

Tl b5 the frese partiomeniey debate s bosk fur secomslory sclimsl sesdisnes, The ses
i chsagmee] dox prrowacke a fheowetiad and piactics] foundston for ellfecive participation
me parbamenmary debare m compermion or in e classoome (ph)

Price $25.95) 15BN (-972054 1-1-1

Tha Debainbase Book:
A Musl-Have Guids for Succeazsiul Debale
By the tdilors of DEBATARASE

A valnaide reamanee for dehaters. thoa hook provides backgrmmd, anmmehes aed
T e T JPE'.'J.!:I.H.I.I]JT:CEI:. Folb ks 1|:I-_|.'lil'.1': e - chivemse o huniness soence and
technalogy. eoviponment. polits, neladon. cidlinre and educatbor. Faely ontey, peoens
thae pesoluison; e modsenon placing 1l quesnom m congexn STEAENLE (O and-son
sarmple dmortioder s b lsks amd prist-esnbeces for frreher research; Osrpznized oo
hascty A Tormnaz the boek el intlede o wprcal node for sy seicching. {pia

Price 32595 / 15BN 0-97021 30-8-5

IDEA PRESS /

iUEA Press bovks cn be partased fom on-lise hookssllen sucn 25 Amazon (wwwamazonoem) and Barnes & Hoble {www bn.com).
For smititubonal apd kuilk orders or queres ahoun [DER Press books please contacr Martin Greenwald [NGreenwald @ sorounyerg]

Tranzforming Debote: The Best of e dornaiionnl
Joumnal of Forensics Jack B Hogers {Edaan

Ruprewnis the verbes secholory wnck paeltinhih 5"-:.1 rhe | nacrmerneal
bauragl of Forersics, |t is an ementiil work foz u.1..1wmi: wnrzrentril an dhe
riill of academic. compettve dedae s rhaping the =il persasion
Fidiwitivetie. [ph)

Price 32495 / 15BN 0-9702130-1-8

Perspectives in Controversy: Solected Essays from
Comemporary Argumentation Kanneth Broda Bzhm (Editor

Mg pogethes secomtly pohhialied s 2oom the soumal Cancemparan

"'l.l;l.ll!l.-'.'llu.'urjrl atd Dlebate bits a Ej.ﬂi';!‘f el | Thrss way t—_plnT
current controversies in thi theory of competinve acadeinic debare, (ph)

Price $24.95 / ISBN D-9702130-5-0

SOURCEBOOK ON CONTEMPORARY CONTROVERSIES SERIES

Aids, Drugs and Society
Mapg. Aleoganddngs (EGLOr)

Beipgs sopecher areickes thar addees the uersoinnicedd cpidenics of
HIVALLYS o |'|I'I!§ abse, lhﬂ'.ﬁn'lﬁl'l.d' Iﬂ'.l.llLL'q.',:q i the ooy
:-ru;!im'..'ri}lr.-w biver (R r.|:|§|.|t'|1'.'t'_\ are cusrmeckid. | he suphatasitien et
of the Bodk offess diffesent sides of veo by debaves in che gy Frese
thyre .-.Et“dii?arrf- 2bovy policy aspects of the war on -Jrug,f.."@-:-'.n.'-. thices
sre debapes aboni Hee knman figdits axpeuss of vewing HW-'A Fﬂ? R

[ {Fhatin ﬁgﬁﬂdﬂ!t{“ The edivoe g:l|.u_'-'_5. st acelir | |r.r|.'|'.||:|rr.1n-r.c.rrt1 horm
redusriam, e palicrutenpong w decrense the adverse ciskgaies of
ehrep nas 'l.‘.-laj:n;n;.u g:uaij.'-rcl-!ll.lfl:-llmr ot iy T |'|¢"an.'|-|_ Lm‘h‘;.uwl T
-.iI-.ou_u:uﬁdtn uﬁm— er....n.]ﬂr-: al Barm rLrJLL'n.l.m m]ﬁmt-r_';. .'nl.'rrr._:n
nzhis m:uns,_guaémummi i plossey ol .:q.l it [pi::l,

Price Eﬂ'ﬂii 1SRN ﬂ#??i}"I 30 l—ﬁ :

Globalimficn: nm‘:j the I‘lunr Emwmﬁm anwﬁlaur?

Jufie Clapictegitory = &

Frips at@::lh:r:thidw B iljﬁi‘rss hn}h 'a;:ln faf ﬂmd::ﬁ.ns_ s.imr b
gkt E T i'l;lr'l.l'l. :rj hﬂp"l_il.l! 14:-:!::"_!.-[1! -ﬁu:t m JEI_‘.‘E:‘{ thar th=
ghalrel ecbmatia '!"E“ﬂla’i ﬂlmdx’mlmﬁﬁm:ﬂ m;:phm the g the wocond
seenion Tefures e bt B!‘H'!IT.EEE;' r':r'ql&fsﬂtuum ]:4.1& tse pogensial m
(= ETTRIRE L e EELLIE:E;III".H:'EF ﬂf:‘ .Fr.rt-!uTTE-: "J'ljl'd -thl;lrp l:uﬂml rlm.:?uL. LY
eTrretis g |hﬂ::hrmuutw.}nw4lmm ?J.-x'{,m ﬁmﬂ:ﬂﬂm etferts un
ihe oo, ¥ 'l“aa fnzl yuatoer ni rh';riumh An A e oy al ri‘:r Fas Aslan
Eormnicd T T iR ﬂbﬁmmrmtﬁ HMWM penprrnales iy
the «risis-sind Home ﬂmtrlxﬁich affected the poos The Bock concludes
'I-Ii'l"i1 oTEmnE| Fmﬁ:rm;mn i.aﬂnﬁmmqurcnm iplhi

rice $24.95/ ISEN, J@aﬁiﬂ:‘ﬂ i~ I':'-Ih} '

=

Homa Righls - Racn, dimﬁﬁz m:.ﬂ E‘iﬂ‘zﬁt:gm-s for Egquality
Glande Cihin [Editor)

Rizrys iseether divers: nbare Tt el CoREaLng antl: Rz
racism, Early seotiens of i ool prevent facrs on the human righea
stiibitives ). R im oy, Subwrerjisen) chapies preeni srgtmiens
:-:llﬂl.'ll.||1|.1.i:|.!": e .1rrmqr_in et :IEr’:Ir\I:I:I.Ehl.'H e Dy amricrmcrnm oTvis m
Are Ii'tl'h.:.lij!l'lg\I e gm-i:-lcm il bume spocctr, i PrimusiEap (T RELISEEIRAR
patiwciaaerba e rlemberan siceny and metesds |'_r‘rL|_||:|_|_'|a:E|;'j_l|:l_.|J_i_lr

ersnsepation i the cimmmmad petice sesem, [ph)

Price $24.95 / [5BN 0-9702130-6-9

S
kR




L i

The Internations] ]1L'|:|J.|.in_.' Dielaie Fsnival iz COMITLCY scivice projett
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Lizzie Grosso and Tanya Lewallen

The Duino International Debate Institate 15 abour as far from
the average debate instirute as you can ger. We had a terrific
stall ang a scholacly environment (the World Caollege of the
Adriaric) but seme of the most memarable events wok place
during the real life debatey rather than the cassroom kind. We
hooed our skills of persuasion by playing mafia e invy the
ﬂighi, dflrhuu.g_h raﬂ:!:r based on ]ﬂgic {the most commott Acct-
sations followed the formar of “his shirt looks suspicious™). We
discovered the ualianan caleulus mvalved In vopun division
when ownership of the bese Bavors was in dispure, We hecame
one with nature by enjoying che beauntul panoramic view of
the Gulf of Trieste; and communing with local laliun mosqui-
toes which i the immaortal words of Togrul (of Azerbatjan, not
only artack bur defend. Dhaily "survival halian” classes mug_ht
us enough phrases to communicate when necessary in the local
eaviromment and on our day trips to Venice and Tneste. (Even
if the only phrase we remember today is “dove e la piasza de
San Marco'). We were also lucky 1o have artended an insature
with only 2% studencs, The relatively small number of debarers
made 1t possible wo really ger o loow each other. and nighe
activities like soccen, walls o the nearby tewn of Sisziana, and
card games could include everyone. Tt was abso untraditional
it the sense that staff and campers could relave on 3 penonal
level doring our small group discassions, ot over heeakfast
ot shared kichen/living room, We generally had the breedom
to come and go as we pleased during free fime, and ro enjoy the
town ol Duing and nearby atractons like the Mickey “Cafe”
and Bowling alleys. Alihough we started out sirangers 1o north-
ern Italy, by the end of the 2 week program we were even giving
directions to towses. In the mornings we had philosophy lec-
tures or discussions led h}f the 3 junior staff members. Locke,
Rawls, Aristorle, Mill, Hegel etc,, all became familiar hgaees if
they weren't before. And it was striking to discover thar despire
omar different backgrounds most of us could agree on whar was
rght or maoral for our world. In ropic discussions however,
a variety of perspectives Gune out. Issues that Amencan debae

ers ar home would normally take for granted, like the separa-

ITALY

non of church and stre, became controversies
where our assumptions were fairly challenged.
But.afier all, i.acing able 1o explain and commu-
nicate to anyone irrespective of their opimens
or specific knowledge of a4 subjecr s really what

debare is all about. Leaders could whke a lot of

lessons lrom the way we all got alang. Although
some told us they were fimly against Ameri-
can policy, it never interfered with friendship
OF COOPCFANon amang students. The Crech
Republic and Slovakia even shared a poster at
the counry presentations at (e institute. ln a
way this was the biggest lesson of all. Thar how

evier diverse and different we think we are, In

the most important ways. all kids are the same.

DUINO

INTERNATIONAL DEBATE & SPEECH INSTITUTE IN DUINGD,

[




il e which allowed vs to per o know a

S the smallest doube, | can say rhar the
S maon of the Debare & Speech Insticue

feee Inaly was a sucoess, The greatest
Sewnieees of this camp was the atmosphere of
e s and unity that, for three main rea-
e c==vaibed for the whole duration of the ses-

s Fieeely, there were simply wonderful people

= wond oo Dino. Sewundly, there were only 29

MASI
s ater pemson racher well. Finally, of was
g
s prher before 1the wurnament, so that we

ceng thar we had 2 lot ol timie 10 know

R

Shdad viEw OUT OPPONCNT TOT 35 a rival, Dur as a
=end As Tor the academnic’ side of the camp, it
= also excellenr. Mainly because we noc only
wzrned Lincoln-Douglas, w format previousty
Jaknown to most of us, bur also had the oppar-
fenity (o Oy cxicmporaneous speaking, original
aratory, dramanc, hnmorous and due interpre-
sation = and these acovities proved 1o be as fas-
cinating as debate. “To conchude, the two matn
soals | have when poing 1o 3 debate camp are
to find new fiends and gaio new koowledge,
sherefor, the Duine debate experience fulfilled

gkl my wishes.
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International Summer Speech
and Dehate Institute/Diino, lialy

LOCATION:

The institute will be held ar the United World College of the Adriacic
campus, which is located on diffs overooking the beaunful Adrane. In
addition to the formal sessions, the campus offers opporunides for swim-
ming, hiking and other ourdoor acrivities. Sitesceing excursions to nearby
cities such as Venice and Trieste will be offered.

SESSION 1: (June 30 - July 14)
Lincoln-Douglas Debate & Speech

The L-I¥ workshop will be for students wishing to work on 20032004
MNFL debate topics.  The Speech workshop will offer instruction in
Humaorous and Dramanic Interpretation, Originad Oratory, and Fxtempo-
raneous Speaking (including in-depth topic analysis). Srudens can cross-
register in sp:_'t:{:ﬁ and debare.

PRICE: s5ian0uUsD

Institute Director: Eric Di Michele
(212) 288-1100, ext. 101- Email: edimiche@regis-nve.org

SESSION 2: (July 15-21)
“Bridge Program” to IDEA's International

Youth Forum in Ljubljana, Slovenia

For students interested 1 utt{:nding bath the IDEA Spq:.m:h anid Debate
Institute and 1DEAS 9rh Annual Youth Forum in Ljubljana, Slevenia, a

special one week program will be destzned. Smudents will prepare for the

Yourh Forum debares through research and discussion.  Studenes will also

B e e e .

have the OpPPOorTmry for advance research and discossion on the NFL

ropics covered ar the Lincoln-Douglas camp.  Additional sightseeing trips
around Northern Traly will also be planned.

Session [Direcror: Nina Watkins, IDEA
(212) 548-0185 -Email: nwackins@sorosny,org

PRICE for Sessions 1 & 2 - $2,000 USD
Bession 2 is not available without Session 1.

These prices include:

b Hﬁu:-ing anid mieals

* Research marerials

=g apvival” lahan course

* TWO CXCUTSIONS Por sesson

* rransporaton to-and from the Trigste wirport or train station

Travel to and from Ttaly is not included. 1DEA will be arranging a group trave)
discount for students departing from and returning tw JFK International Air
port in New York City.




What Makes Our Institute Unique:

Lur camp provides the opporounicy for intensive debare and speech

preparation with the caring guidance of nationally recognized ver-
eran coaches within an international community of students. Last
veat’s participants included students from the United Staces as well
ay Uzhekistan, Macedonia, Slovenia, Azerbaijian, Estonia, Albania,
Croatia, Romania, Slovakia, Lithuania and the Caech Republic.

STAFF:

Eric 1% Michele (Institute Director) has been the speech & debate coach
at Regis High School in New York Cigy for over twenty years. Hig reams
have won the New York Stare Forensics Championship eleven nomes, He
has coached NFL national champions in Lincoln-Douglas Debaie and
Forcign Exeemp. (Seven of his students have been nationak finatists
exremp). Hewas the coschair of the NFL Lincoln- Duu.glus Debate Word-
ing Commitres for hve vears. Asa consulranr with the Open Socery Insti-
rute, be has taught speech & debare seminars in over fifteen countries —
- from THaini ro Uzhekistan.

Lydia Esslinger, long-time forensict coach and an NFL S-diamond coach,
at Svosset High School on Lang Island {NY), has extensive CXPUTIENCE 11
all areas of speech and debace. She has coached over oweny-five New York
-State champions. and her studenw have advanced ro semis and lrnals in
every event ar CH| narionals. NFL achievements include semifinalists and
finalists in every speech evern at nationals, a 1se place in Congress and
Dramaoe Interpretation. Her past seven summers have been speat teach-
ing debate, extemp and interp in eastern and cenmral Europe, as a scnior
consultant m the Ohpen Sociery Institute, In her “day job” Mrs. Esslinger
reaches ALP. English, coaches acnng, and has directed more than rwenty
main stage musicals,

Noel Selegzi, (Guest Lecrurer) has coached debare ar Hunter {:f_ﬂltgr
- High School in New York Ciry for thirteen vears. His feams have won
mumerous tournament championships. In addition, he iz the Execurive
 Director of IDEA. A student of social and polincal philosophy, he speaial-
Izes in the history of pelincal thoughe manging from the Ancient Creek
philosophers w contemporary political theory

Marcin Zaleski obuined his International Baccalaurcare ar the Unired
World College in Duine, Ttaly. In 1995 he became the coordinaror of the
Polish debate program, and also wrote a book abour debate. As a consul-
tant for the Open Sociery Institute, he conducred trainings throughour
Central and Eastern Europe. In 1999 Murein was clected the Presidenc of
rhie Board of Direcrors of the [nternational Debate Education Associanion
(IDEA), and continues 1o work as a debate trainer, curriculum developer
and a:fundraiser for the debate pragram.

~ Additional Staff will be added in the
 spring and will be posted on our website: www.idebate.org

For further information contact:
Ene Dy Michele (2127 2858-) [H), ext. 10H,
cdmiche @iregis-myd.org

Mina Watkins, IDEA (212) 548-0H ES,
nwillk NS serosny.ong




2002 NATIONALS VIDEOS

Final Round Videos from Charlotte, NC
(and every year since 1983}

Video allows you to truly expand your
travel and instruction budget. Give every
student the visual advantage of seeing
the NFL National Tournament final
rounds! The National Forensic League
will receive a significant royalty from
every tape sold.

PRICES

Cross Examination 574.95

Lincoln Douglas $74 .95

International Extemp $74.95
We DO NOT accept credit cards. United States Extemp $74 05
Please add 12% shipping for P.O.s Original Oratory $74.05
Please specify years desired. Complete Set (of 5) BEST VALUE! $310.00
Sejection errors are purchaser’s Awards Assembly $74.95
responsibility. Supp. Events (impromptu, Ex. Comm., Expos.) $74 95

Due to copyright law, we are unable to
sell interpretation events.

WE’VE MOVED!

Please send your order to:
Dale Publishing PO Box 347 Independence, MO 64050

I em—

Address

ltem | Year | Qty |Price
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NFL'S TOP 50 DISTRICTS
(as of December 2, 2002 )

Rank Change District

NN RN

-16
+7

+22
-12

California Coast
Three Trails

Heart of America
Northern South Dakota
Show Me
Rushmore

West Kansas

Mew York City

MNew England

East Kansas

Kansas Flint-Hills
East Los Angeles
Sunflower

itlini

Central Minnesota
San Fran Bay
South Kansas
Montana

Morthwest Indiana
Northern Ohio
Rocky Mountain-South
Florida Manatee
Carver-Truman
South Texas
Northern lllinois
Hole in the Wall
Southern California
Eastern Missouri
Eastern Ohio

West Oklahoma
Southern Minnesota
MNorth East Indiana
Northern Wisconsin
Florida Panther
Northern Lights
MNebraska

North Coast

Deep South

ldaho

MNorth Dakota Roughnder
South Carclina
Easi Texas

Sierra

Ozark

Golden Desert
Carolina West
Colorado

Georgia Northern Mountain
Florida Sunshine
Great Salt Lake

Ave. No. Degrees  Leading Chapter

208
188
157
150
142
142
138
138
135
133
126
124
124
13
113
110
109
108
104
1
1
1

Aol dIBAARBEREFIYIERBE8EIIRERBEER

No. of Degrees
Leland HS a47
Blue Valley North HS 411
independence Truman HS 356
Watertown HS 390
Blue Springs South HS 313
Sioux Falls Lincoln HS 351
Hutchinson HS 252
Regis HS 368
Lexington HS 351
Shawnee Mission East HS 389
Washbum Bural HS 403
Gabrielino HS 456
Wichita East HS 254
Downers Grove South HS 340
Apple Valley HS 282
James Logan HS 492
El Dorado HS 152
Fiathead County HS 200
Plymouth HS 373
Youngstown Boardman HS 192
Wheat Ridge HS 239
MNova HS 348
Neosho HS 338
Houston Bellaire HS 450
Gienbrook North HS 279
Cheyenne East HS 295
Redlands HS 216
Pattonville HS 242
Perry HS 212
Norman HS North 273
Edina HS 316
Chesterton HS 467
Appleton East HS 277
Wellington HS 222
Moorhead HS 219
Millard North HS 276
Gilmour Academy 212
The Montgomery Academy 249
Hillcrest HS 174
Fargo Shanley HS 209
Riverside HS 244
Dulies HS 180
Bakersfield HS 173
Springfield Central HS 224
Green Valley HS 163
Myers Park HS 185
Cherry Creek HS 282
Chattahoochee HS 212
Sarasota Riverview HS 188
Salt Lake City West HS 132
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Rank Change District

al.
52

52,

. 54

55.
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63
NFL DISTRICT STANDINGS

Ave. No. Degrees  Leading Chapter No. of Degrees

Chesapeake 74 Calvert Hall College HS 95
Lone Star 73 Plano Sr. HS 213
Eastern Washington 73 Gonzaga Prep HS 146
Central Texas 72 Ronald Reagan HS 305
New Jersey H Ridge HS 218
Pennsylvania 70 Greater Latrobe HS 177
South Oregon 89 Roseburg Sr. HS 186
Sundance 68 Jordan HS 159
Colorado Grande 67 Pueblo Centennial HS 325
East Oklahoma 67 Jenks HS 179
West Texas 67 Riverside HS 163
Big Valley 66 Modesto Beyer HS 249
Georgia Southern Peach 66 Thomas County Central HS m
Southern Wisconsin 66 Marguette University HS 188
Western Ohio 65 Centerville HS 144
Tall Cotton 65 Amarillo HS 149
Valley Forge 64 Truman HS 174
Utah-Wasatch 54 Sky View HS 119
Rocky Mountain-North 63 Northridge HS 17
Greater lllincis 63 Belleville East HS 160
Pittsburgh 63 Bethel Park HS 160
Morth Texas Longhorns 63 Plano East Sr. HS 181
Arizona 62 Phoenix Central HS 127
Mebraska South 62 Lincoln East HS 126
New Mexico 61 Albugquergque Academy 185
Gulf Coast 61 Gregory Portland HS 174
Hoosier Crossroads 60 Carmel HS 173
Tennessee 60 Brentwood HS 135
West Los Angeles 58 Arroyo Grande HE 132
Hoosier Heartland 58 Ben Davis HS 172
Kentucky 59 Rowan County Sr. HS 130
New York Staie 59 Scarsdale HS 105
Wind River 59 Casper Natrona County HS 120
East lowa 58 lowa City West HS 223
West iowa 58 West Des Moines Dowling HS 194
Western Washington 58 Gig Harbor HS 140
North Oregon 56 Gresham Barlow HS 122
Heart of Texas 56 Hays HS 131
Mississippi 54 Hattiesburg HS 140
Tarheel East 52 East Carteret HS a3
Sagebrush 51 Reno HS 133
South Florida 48 Hialeah HS 115
Louisiana 45 Bolton HS 125
Puget Sound &7 Kamiak HS 132
UL 45 Princeton HS 103
West Virginia 45 Wheeling Park HS 78
Capitol Valley 41 Granite Bay HS 84
Maine 40 Lewiston HS i
Mid-Atlantic 3 Biacksburg HS 114
Hawaii 29 Kamehameha Schools 91
iroquois 24 Christian Brothers Academy 60




WHO IS THIS MASKED MAN??
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Brother Rene’ Sterner dressed as "Zoro” at the
La Salle College High School auction.

Is it true that he signs his ballots

Submit pictures of
 evenly
and activities to:
Attn: Sandy
ML
125 Walson 51
Ripﬁn., WIs4y71
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DEBATE INSTITUTE
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2003 Faculty

Was hington,

Roger Splt*** Baltas Perkins*"
Uniiversity of Kentocky coach  Harvard University director

Steve Muncusg™™ Mike Duocher®™™
Catholic University coach Cathelic University coach

Kevin Kuswa® ordon Stables™* Crreta Stal ==
University of Richmond Umversity of Southern Michigan State Unrversity
dicectir Califarnia. ditector dalyater
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Anuly Petéruon™™
Umiversity of iowa
debats ahmmi

Wai D™

Cathole Univessty debater

Jabn Rams V="
Emory Universicy
glehate alwmind

Pagm - Boman™

Umiversity of Texas debater

At Cimson™™™
Cathalic University coach

Jackie Swiatek®
Morthweslern Lmaversity
delsater

Patrick Waldinger Paul Strait®
Catholic University debater  Cathalic University debates

CHAMPIONS SERIES * June 21 - July 10, 2003
WasHINGTON GrROUP * July 11 - August 6, 2003

Far more information, contact Ron Bratt at 202-319-5447 or bratt@cus.edn
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Apply on-line now at http://debate.cua.edu
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1 lowe fo dig up the quertion by the rots dnd hold it up
and dry it before the fives of the mind”

— Abraham Lovcols
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20017 Mational Tournament Qualifiers

Think your opinion doesn‘t matter? Talk to a few NFL members. They're living proof that words can

change lives. Over the years, National Forensic League members have gone on io become U.5. presidents,

Supreme Court Justices, CEOs, and other influential thinkers. So can you. And Lincoln Financial Group

S FORENSIC
rNECEAGUE
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wants to help, That's why we're a proud sponsor of the NFL, A&E's BIOGRAPHY®
Profect for Schools, and other educational programs for young people. To find
out more about the National Forensic League, call 920-748-6206. And see how
far you can go, when you have the power to make people listen,

Clear solurions ima complex world”

I Lincoln

Financial Group®

& 2007 Lincolm Metional Corporation, Lincain Rinanclal Group s the marketng rame for Lincaim Nationa Corg: and its affiliates




