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CDE DEBATE AND EXTEMP CAMPS.
THE BEST IN THE NATION.

% In 1986 86% of CDE alumni qualified for Nationals.

* In 1989 28 CDE alumni “broke” to late rounds at Nationals.
And 8 earned final round trophies.

* In 1990 became the first U.S. debaters to win the World College Debate
Championship. ,

* |n 1991 CDE graduates won two events at Nationals plus second and fourth
place trophies.

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

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

This year YOU are invited to join us.
Lincoln Douglas and Extemp Camps: July 6-July 20, 1995. $925
(held in Durango, Colorado)
Team Debate Camp: July 16-August 6, 1995. $985
(held at Texas Tech. University in Lubbock)
Costs include tuition, room, most meals, free tourist day, 1,500 debate
blocks or 400 articles, 24 critiqued practice rounds.

Both camps will be headed by
WILLIAM H. BENNETT, the
former national debate cham-
pion, author of over 50 texts and
books, and coach of 9 national
champions and championship
debate teams.

Teacher-student ratio is guar-
anteed to be 8-1 or lower. Class
actions are monitored.

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

e

Mail to: CDE, P.0. Box z, Taos, N.M. 87571
(505) 751-0514

VISA (J Team Debate
{J Lincoln Douglas

O Forsian Ext Mailing Address
MasterCard oreign Extemp
(J Domestic Extemp

[ | have enclosed my deposit check (or credit card # and expiration date). Send me the -
full packet of information and forms today.

Name
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WHICH CAMP IS REALLY THE "BEST IN THE NATION"?
by William Bennett

The next few months you will see numerous ads, flyers, and other
sources proclaim that their camp is a "great" camp, maybe even the "best
in the United States." But, as you well know, only one camp can TRUTH-
FULLY make the claimm. The thing you need to know to be sure to select
the best camp for you is which one is telling the truth. And the answer
is CDE. And there are six reasons why that is true.

First is the quality of the staff. No other institute offers you Catherine
Bennett (coach of three national extemp champions and the ONLY coach
whose students "closed out" final round at Nationals in Lincoln Dou-
glas), and a staff of 27 more who between them have produced top de-
bate speaker, two national championship debate teams, three firsts in
L.D. at Nationals, and seven National champions in extemp.

Second is the work commaitment of the staff. Our people do NOT come
in to give the occasional "guest lecture." We all work ten to fourteen
hours a day to be sure that you get your money's worth.

Third is our record of empirical success. It is in your best interest to
compare what percentage of CDE graduates qualify for Nationals com-
pared to the other camp(s) you are considering. At CDE as many as 87%
of our graduates in any given year make it to Nationals. No other camp
has this successrate. Only CDE graduates have won both the high school
and college level international debate championships for the United
States (Scotland, 1990 and New Zealand, 1994).

Fourth is the amount of crlthued practice rounds you receive. WE
don't just give you a "tournament" at the end. At CDE you get cr1t1qued
nondecision rounds through the whole camp. If you are in policy de-
bate that means 24 debates before you graduate. In Lincoln Douglas
you average 23, in extemp its 24 rounds. And they are all critiqued in
constructive ways by successful professionals.

Fifth is the class structure you will enjoy. It is hard work for you but
it assures learning and growth. And it is different from other camps
because we do not assign you to "labs" for most of your time; too often
"labs" are a name for subjecting you to the erratic vagueries of an indi-
vidual coach or two. At CDE you follow a class, practice, and research
format perfected since 1969. Hour-by-hour you move through a learn-
ing plan that exposes you to different teachers who excel at the subject
they are helping you with. And this happens to you 7 days a week, from
the day you arrive until the day you leave. You are exposed to every
teacher on our staff, you are helped and prodded and even eat some of
your meals with staff members to assure that your individual needs are
met.

Sixth is cost. Unlike many other camps CDE figures the cost of all
your meals into the price we quote to you. And unlike many other camps
we figure in the cost of ALL debate blocks or L.D: blocks and extemp
materials in the price we quote you. CDE's price tells you the truth.

Only one camp is the BEST in the nation. And that camp is CDE. We
accept the first 60 students who apply.

CDE students also do well after they get to Nationals. Since 1983 CDE
has produced more National Champions than any other camp. I hope
you'll join us this upcoming summer.

(Advertisement)
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Samford University's Twenty-First Annual
Summer Forensics Institute

August 1995

30 July-12

Samford University is pleased to announce the dates and staff for our twenty-first annual summer forensics institute. We are very proud
of the growing national reputation of our institute and our college NDT debate program. Last year more than 100 students from 22 states

attended the Samford Summer Forensics Institute.

This summer we hope to improve on last year's performance. We have added an Individual Events division which will be directed by
Gloria Robison and we have doubled the staff of our Lincoln-Douglas division so that it now includes three former national champions.
Our Policy Debate staff will continue to be one of the best in the nation.

At Samford University we are firmly committed to offering students the most for their money We carefully maintain a 7:1 student-
faculty ratio. All of our staff are seasoned professional coaches with national reputations. Our curriculum is carefully planned and
supervised so that no moment is wasted and every student gets the individual attention and direction they need to meet their goals and fulfill
their potential. Our program for novice debaters is widely considered one of the best in the nation.

Some of the Staff of the 1994 Institute will include:

Co-Director
William Tate, MA

Co-Director
Policy, Michael
Janas, Ph.D.

Paul Bellus, MA

Skip Coulter, MA

Heidi Hamilton,
ABD

Michael Jordan,
BA

John McClellan,
BA

Ginger Murphree,
ID

David O'Connor,
BA

Matthew Whipple,
BA

Director of Debate,
Montgomery Bell Academy of
Nashville, TN; Director,
Samford Summer Institute,
'87-95; U. Iowa Inst. '86-95

Director of Forensics,
Samford U.; Fmr. Coach, U.
Georgia and Iowa; U. of Iowa
Inst. '89-95; Longwood
College Inst. '89-93; Samford
Summer Inst. '94-95.

U. Towa Inst.; U. Kentucky
Inst.; Northwestern Inst.;
Coach, '91 NFL runner-up,
Omaha Westside High, NB.
Samford Forensics Inst., '92,
'94-95

Coach, Mountainbrook Ir.
High, AL; former Director of
Debate, Samford U., "77-87;
Samford Forensics Inst., '77-
95.

Coach, U. Towa; Fmr. Coach U.
North Carolina; Iowa Forensic
Inst. '92-95; Champion
Debater, Auvgustana College
Champion Debater, Charles
Henderson High, AL and
Samford U.; Coach,
Mountainbrook High, AL;
Samford Forensics Inst. '89-
95

Champion Debater, Mercer
U.; Coach, Warner Robins
High, GA; Samford Debate
Inst. '87-95

Champion Debater,
Huffman High, AL and U.
Michigan; Asst. Coach,
Samford U and Vestavia Hills
High School.

Champion Debate coach at
West DesMoines-Valley, and
Jowa City West ; U. Iowa Inst.
87-94; Samford Debate Inst.
'93-95

Coach, Glenborook South
High School; Champion
Debater, Northwestern
University; Northwestern
Iowa, Samford Institutes

Co-Director L-D, U. Pennsylvania; L-D

. Debate Director at
Renard  Francois, Montgomery Bell Academy;

BA Samford Forensics Inst, '89-
95; U. lowa Inst. '89-95.

Co-Director L-D,

. 1993 NFL L-D Champion;
Claire Carmen P

Samford Forensics Inst. '04-
95 ; Rice University

1992 TOC L-D Finalist; 1993
TOC L-D Champion;
Northwestern University;
Samford Forensics Inst. '92-
9s.

1988 NFL L-D Champion; U.
Towa Inst. '89-93; Duke
University

Champion L-D debater,
Decatur High School, AL;
Vanderbilt University L-D
Debater

Jason Baldwin,
Lecturer

Anoop Mishra

Laura Watkins

The goal of the Samford Summer Debate Institute is to
provide expert instruction at a reasonable cost. We do not
fund any part of Samford Debate through the institute.
Fees for the institute cover all essential expenses for
students during the two week period. Supervised housing
is provided in air-conditioned dormitories. All meals will
be covered for students who stay on campus. It is our firm
intent to offer high quality at the lowest possible cost to
the student. Commuter fees include no meals or housing.

Lincoln-Douglas, $695.00 on campus

Policy, and Individual | $450.00 commuter
Events

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

Dr. Michael Janas or Mr. William Tate

Dir. of Debate Montgomery Bell Academy
Samford University 4001 Harding Rd.
Birmingham, AL 35229 Nashville, TN 37205
(205) 870-2509 (615) 269-3959

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




On the Cover: Lincoln Life sponsors NFL Lincoln-

Douglas Debate for 1995 THE ROSTRUM

Official Publication of the National Forensic League
(USPS 471-180) (ISSN 1073-5526)

s s : : Donus D. Roberts, President
This publication is PHILLIPS William Woods Tate, Vice President
made possible James M. Copeland
by the Phi]lips Editor and Publisher
P.0.Box 38
Petroleum Company Ripon, Wisconsin 54971
(414) 748-6206
The Rostrum (471-180) is published monthly, except July and August each school year
by the National Forensic League, 126 Watson St, Ripon, Wi in 54971. S d-class
postage paid at Ripon, Wisconsin 54971. POSTMASTER: send address changes to THE
Next Month: Ron Krikac on Interp, Bob Carroll on Extemp. Rostrum, PO Box 38, Ripon, Wisconsin 54971.
Stennis Center SpoNsors Congress_ Individuals: $10 one year; $15 two years. Member Schools $2.50 each additional sub.

NFL SURVEY

Due to the increasing size, complexity and length of the national tournament, the Executive Council may
make changes at the spring council meeting. Please give the Council your input.
There are essentially three choices:
(1) Use two sites for prelim rounds to increase rooms, complete the prelims by Tuesday night and
allow more free time in the evenings - yet still allow double qualification.
(2) Use one site and conduct the present tournament system over 6 days.
(3) Use one site, conduct the present system in 5 days with teara debate being single elimination.

A: Schedules
I favor (vote for only 1 choice.)

The use of a single site (building or campus) during which prelim rounds would run on a trimester plan
(L/D and 00; Extemp and Interp; Debate) from 7:30 AM to 10:30 PM. Prelims would finish Wednesday at
2 PM. Elim rounds would be Wednesday afternoon and evening and all day Thursday. Team debate
elims would be single elimination. Final rounds on Friday.

The use of two sites during prelim rounds to increase rooms. Each event would be divided in half by
computer and conducted at two different sites.. A semester schedule ¢rounds of all speech events and all
debate events) would run from 7:30 AM to 8 PM Monday and Tuesday and finish all prelims on Tuesday
evening. Double qualification will still be allowed with each student scheduled in both events at the
same site. Elim rounds (Wednesday, Thursday at a single site) will end by 6 PM allowing more free time.
All debate will be double elimination. Speech elims will use the California plan. Finals will take place
all day Friday. This schedule would allow room for an new contest event.

B: Number of Days
If you voted for a single site in part A please choose one.

Continue the present system of 5 days allowing double qualification; 6 prelims, cut to 60 in speech, then
California Plan. In Debate and L/D 60 qualify, but a single elimination team debate elimination format
would be used so debate could finish in 14 rounds. Final rounds all day Friday.

Extend nationals to 6 days using the present system in a more leisurely format. Team debate would be
double elimination.

C. Possible New Event:
If you voted for two sites in Part A please select a new event you favor adding.

Duo Interp (memorized, 2 participants, no props).

Extemporaneous Commentary (persuasive, draw topic, 30 min prep).
Prose/Poetry (scripted, alternate rounds).

No new event at this time.

Coach School State

Ballot must be received by March 31
Mail to: NFL, P. O. Box 38, Ripon, WI 564971-0038

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

[
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June 26 - July 15

10OWA

POLICY DEBATE ¢ LINCOLN-DOUGLAS DEBATE < TEACHERS'INSTITUTE

June 26 - July 8 June 26 - July 15

owa's National Summer Institute
brings together some of the most talented
and accomplished teachers and coaches of
forensics in the nation. Their students
include dozens of national champions from
coast-to-coast. NFL National Council mem-
bers, Key Coaches of the Barkley Forum, and
NFL Diamonds describe many of them. All
have extensive experience, and collectively
have won every national forensics award in
the country.

Iowa is an intensive learning environment
that is fun and productive for students, but
also well supervised and safe. We attend to
the little details because we understand that
students and teachers are more likely to
reach their potential when they feel comfort-
able and know exactly what to expect. We
also understand that parents have serious
concerns about safety and supervision.

Iowa delivers full value. We are not-for-
profit and were among the first major
institutes to cancel charges for copying
collaboratively produced research materials.
There are no lab fees, no hidden costs. We
produce results. Most of the best policy
debaters competing today got started at
Iowa and our Lincoln-Douglas participants
dominate round robins and national tourna-
ments.

Iowa does more than just help students
reach their competitive goals. Iowa is an
important resource for coaches. Every year,
the 30 reserved places for teachers fill quickly
because so many have shared their positive
experience with colleagues. And based on
our commitment to serve gifted students
from all backgrounds, Iowa receives support
from the NFL and the University's Opportu-
nity at lowa program, enabling many
students to receive financial aid.

DAVID CHESHIER,
Director, Policy Debate

Mr. Cheshieris a
doctoral candidate,
assistant debate coach,
University of lowa, B.A.,
Wake Forest, M.A.,
lowa; former director,
Georgetown, veteran lab
leader at lowa and
Dartmouth institutes.
Mr. Cheshier is regard-
ed as one of the most
outstanding debate
laboratory leaders in the
nation. He has taught and lectured to thousands of students at
dozens of summer programs over the last 15 years.

PATRICIA BAILEY
MARILEE DUKES, Co-directors, Lincoln-Douglas Debate

Ms. Bailey and Ms. Dukes are recognized for excellence in and
out of the classroom. At lowa, they have built what many regard
as the "only summer program" for Lincoln-Douglas debaters.
Their standards, expectations and performance are nothing
short of remarkable, and they demand and get the best from
their very able staff. Their curriculum is organized, thorough
and challenging to the very best students. They have found the
right mix of theory and practice, and year after year, students
come back for
more. Both are
Key Coaches of
the Barkley
Forum, NFL
Diamonds, and
coaches of
national
champions. They
are joined by an
outstanding staff
of teachers from
across the nation.

THE UNIVERSITY OF IOWA'S 63r0 SUMMER DEBATE INS




IOWA'S CONFIRMED FACULTY

POLICY DEBATE LINCOLN-DOUGLAS

HEATHER ALDRIDGE, B.A,, Augustana, M.A., Ph.D., University of Kansas; professor, PATRICIA BAILEY, B.A., Huntington College, M.A., Montevallo College; teacher,

director of forensics, Augustana College, SD director of forensics, Homewood; Key Coach

BYRON ARTHUR, B.A., Loyola University; Key Coach; teacher; director of forensics, DAVID BALL, B.A., Princeton University; teacher, The Montgomery Academy, Montgomery,
Jesuit High School, New Orleans AL; former high school and college debater

CHUCK BALI};INGA.LLz B.A., Redlands; NFL Double-Diamond; teacher, director of CLAIRE CARMAN, sophomore, Rice University; former LD debater, numerous national
forensics, Damien High School, CA awards including the 1994 NFL Championship

PAUL BELLUS, B.A,, University of Nebraska, Lincoln; former high school debater; MARILEE DUKES, B.A., University of Southern Mississippi, M.A., North Texas; teacher,
coached numerous champions director of forensics, Vestavia Hills, AL; Key Coach

DAVID‘ C}.IESHIER’ B.A., Wake Forest, M.A., Iowa; doctoral candidate; debate LISA ELLS, sophomore, Duke University, Durham, NC; NFL Nationals, TOCs, first N

coach, University of Jowa place at Stanford, numerous academic and forensics awards

TIFFANY EARL, B.A., University of lowa; outstanding college debater, three-time NDT RENARD FRANCOIS, B.A., University of Pennsylvania; associate director, Montgomery
qualifier, two First-Rounds Bell Academy, Nashville, TN

REBECCA GRAY, B.A., Wheaton College; teacher, director of forensics, Elk Grove High SETH HALVORSON, scnior, Macalester College, St. Paul, MN; former high school

School, Elk Grove, IL

RAYMOND HAHN, B.A., M.Div., St. Mary’s; head director of forensics, Cathedral KANDI KING, B.A., Incarnate Word, San Antonio, TX; teacher, director of forensics, Tom
Prep, PA; Key Coach C. Clark High School, San Antonio, TX; Diamond Key

HEIDI HAMILTON, B.A., Augustana College, M.A.; doctoral candidate, debate coach,
Towa; North Carolina

debater, winner of numerous major tournaments

CINDI LA MENDOLA, B.A.,, M.A., North Texas State University; teacher, co-director,
Grapevine HS, TX; coached 5 NFL champions, 13 Texas state LD champions

DAVID HINGSTMAN, A.B., Princeton, J.D., Harvard, Ph.D., Northwestern; director of

’ JAMES MALLIOS, junior, Comell University, Ithaca, NYY; championships at Bronx
debate, University of Iowa, Iowa City, 1A

and Montgomery Bell Academy Round Robin; former debater, Bronx Science

MICHAEL JANAS, B.A., Boston College, M.A., Georgia, Ph.D., lowa; professor, director

ANOOP MISHRA, B.S,, Birmingham Southern; NFL National Champion; teacher, Janas
of debate, Samford University

College, Hungary
MONTE JOHNSON, B.A., Iowa; First-round at-large, two-time NDT qualifier & elim
participant; 95 international debate team to Britain

SHERYL KACZMAREK, B.S., Carroll College, M.S., Tllinois; teacher, director of

forensics, Newburgh Free Academy

LIZ ROGERS, sophomore, University of Pennsylvania; LD championships at Glenbrooks and
Emory's Barkley Forum; numerous awards

JOHN WOOLLEN, A B., Wesleyan, M.Ed., Ed.D, University of North Carolina at
Greensboro; teacher, director of forensics, Enloe School, Raleigh, NC

JEFF KUETER, B.A., University of Iowa, M.A., George Washington University; former

DANIEL YAVERBAUM, B.A. in philosophy and physics, Amberst; physics teacher,
debater, NDT first-round at-large :

Isidore Newman, New Orleans, LA; NFL Nationals and TOC awards
JEFF LARSON, B.A., University of Wyoming; teacher, director of forensics,

Washington High School, Cedar Rapids, IA TE A CHERS' INSTITUTE F A CULTY
MARK McPHERSON, B.A., University of Texas; law student, debate coach,
University of Iowa; three-time NDT qualifier
RICHARD SODIKOW, B.A.,, M.A., New York University; teacher and director of
DAVID O’CONNOR, instructor, debate coach, West High School, Towa City; Two- forensics, Bronx High School of Science; Key Coach, former NFL Council member
time state champion; two-time Jowa state champion
MELISSA BEALL, B.A,, M.A,, Ph.D., University of Nebraska; professor, University of
G.DAVID RICHARDSON, B.S., M.A., University of Nebraska; teacher, director of Northern Towa, Cedar Falls, IA
forensics, Westside, NE; Key Coach
FRAN BERGER, B.A,, M.A,, University of Alabama; teacher and coach, Palmetto High
BILL RUSSELL, B.A,, University of Iowa; instructor, assistant debate coach, School, Miami, Florida; Key Coach, Barkley Forum
Dartmouth College; two NDT First-round-at-larges
GARY PADGETT, B.A., M.A,, 1.D., University of Louisville; attorney and seminarian, St.
DANA VAVROCH, B.A., University of lowa; teacher, assistant debate coach, Meinrad School of Theology, St. Meinrad, IN; former administrator, Justice Dept.
Washington High School; former college debater

SPECIAL SEMINARS
LOGIC SEMINAR & GUEST LECTURER JOHN STROPE, B.A.,M.A,, I.D. Ph.D., University of Nebraska; attomey, professor and
department chair, University of Louisville, Louisville, KY
DAVID ZAREFSKY, B.A., M.A., Ph.D., Northwestern University; dean of the School RICHARD EDWARDS, B.A., M.A., Ph.D., University of lowa; professor, Baylor; editor,
of Speech, Northwestern; well-known author and lecturer on debate and Forensic Quarterly, longtime member of the Wording Committee and creator of the
argument; former SCA president "Tab Room on the Mac" computer program for managing tournaments

For an enrollment packet or additional
information, contact:

Paul Slappey
319/335-0621 or 319/335-2111 (fax)

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

o TO WA




INTRODUCING LINCOLN LIFE

AtLincoln Life we strive to
run our business in the spirit of
our famous namesake. Like
Abraham Lincoln, our roots are
in the Midwest, where speaking
your mind and keeping your
word are held in high regard.

Almost a century ago,
Lincoln's eldest son, Robert Todd
Lincoln, granted us permission
to use his father's name and like-
ness. Since then we have

worked hard to live up to the
16th president's standards of in-
tegrity, honesty, straight talk
and compassion in all our busi-
ness dealings.

Matthew Brady's Photo

Those values have helped
us become one of the country's
largest life insurance compa-
nies. We provide millions of
American families with insur-
ance productsand financial ser-
vices; life, annuities, pension,
long-term care, disability in-
come, stocks and bonds, mutual
funds,and investment advisory
services.

The Lincoln National Life
Insurance Company was
founded in Fort Wayne, Ind, in
1905. Today, we are still head-

NFL'S NEW SPONSOR

quartered in Fort Wayne, but
our products are sold nation-
ally through multiple distribu-
tion channels, including Lin-
coln Financial Group, our net-
work of regional marketing of-
fices. Lincoln Life is licensed

and conducts business in 49

states and Guam.

Lincoln Life is the 12th
largestlife insurance company
in the United States. Our finan-
cial highlights at year-end 1994
include:

* Assets of more than
$39 billion.

Revenues of more
than $2.5 billion.
Annuity and pension
assets under manage-
ment of $30.4 billion.
Universal Life ac-
count values of $2.4
billion.

Additionally, Best's Re-
view magazine has ranked Lin-
coln Life the number one seller
of individual annuities in the
United States in 1991, 1992 and
1993.

In 1995 we are celebrating
our 90th anniversary. Even as
we acknowledge the successes
of the past, we enter our tenth
decade striving toward a new
vision: To be the best customer-
focused, service-led company

*

in the Americas. Thus, we hold

ourselves financially account-
able in every transaction and
we treat our clients' money as

if it were our own.

One of the most reliable

measures of an insurance

company's financial and
claims-paying strength is
through ratings made by inde-

pendent agencies. The assess-
ments of these experts under-
score Lincoln Life's firm com-
mitment to meet our financial

obligations to our customers.
* AM. Best has given
Lincoln Life an A+
(Superior) rating
since 1976, the first
6

year alphabetical rat-
ings were established.

* Moody's has assigned
Lincoln Life an Aaa
(Excellent) rating.

* Duff & Phelps awards
its highest rating of
AAA to Lincoln Life.

In December 1862, as civil

war raged, President Lincoln

sent his annual address to Con-
gress. His message included
these words: "We can succeed
only by concert. It is not 'can
any of us imagine better?' but
‘can we all do better? Object
whatsoever is possible, still the

Robert Lincoln's Letter

question recurs, ‘can we do bet-
ter? The dogmas of the quiet
past are inadequate to the
stormy present. The occasion is
piled high with difficulty and
wemustrise to the occasion. As
our case is new, so we must
think anew, and act anew."
AtLincoln Life we havere-
dedicated ourselves to the spirit
of those inspiring words. We
accept as our credo that we can
always do better. In all of our
dealings we will thinkanew and
act anew.
The Rostrum




LINCOLN LIFE SPONSORS
NFL LINCOLN-DOUGLAS DEBATES

High school debating
named after Abraham Lincoln
and his most famous adversary
was celebrated in Washington,
D.C, on February 8§, just a few
days before Lincoln's birthday.

At a special ceremony, Lin-
coln National Life Insurance
Company ("Lincoln Life") an-
nounced its sponsorship of the
National Forensic League's Lin-
coln-Douglas debates. Two re-
spected National Forensic
League alumni, NBC-TV news
co-anchor Jane Pauley and C-
Span CEO Brian Lamb, received
awards. Pauley was presented
with the National Forensic
League's "Communicator of the
Year" Award. Lamb received
the "Spirit of Lincoln" Award
from Lincoln Life and The Lin-
coln Museum. The Lincoln Mu-
seum, located in Fort Wayne,
Indiana has one of the largest
collections of Lincoln memora-
bilia in the world.

"Lincoln Life is proud to
sponsor the Lincoln-Douglas De-
bates,” said Jon Boscia, Lincoln
Life president. "By sponsoring
the debates, we're not only pre-
serving the legacy of President
Lincoln, we're also underwriting
the future of America.”

Held at the prestigious Na-
tional Press Club, the Washing-
ton celebration also included
prize-winning student debaters
Jason Baldwin and Claire
Carman who gave a model de-
bate on the topic, "Resolved, that
the spirit of the law ought to
take priority over the letter of
the law."

Recognition

In addition to the an-
nouncement celebration in
Washington, Lincoln Life is
mounting major national and
grass roots public relations and
advertising programs to support
the Lincoln Life Lincoln-Dou-
glas debate competitions. Pro-
viding high-profile public recog-
nition of student efforts across

March 1995

the nation is the major thrust
for the Lincoln Life sponsor-
ship. Media across the country
will be contacted and invited to
the district tournaments. Spe-
cial publicity will be arranged in
six key cities, including Nash-
ville, Chicago, Denver, Charlotte
and Los Angeles. National pub-
licity will be sought to cover the
debate finals in F't. Lauderdale
in June. A video news release
will be produced at the finals
and sent to television stations
across the country for use on
their local news programs. Lin-
coln Life will also run print ads
in select newspapers nation-
wide.

Awards

Lincoln Life will provide
prizes for students who win dis-
trict tournaments. It will also
provide scholarships for the na-
tional champion, as well as the
debaters who place second,
third and fourth nationally.

In 1980, the National Foren-
sic League, introduced the mod-
ern Lincoln-Douglas debate for-
mat, named after the 1858 de-
bates between candidates Lin-
coln and Stephen Douglas. The
Lincoln-Douglas debates have
become the largest and fastest-
growing national speech compe-
tition, with participation by
2,000 high schools and nearly
20,000 students. The appeal of
this debate format is that it al-
lows two individual students--
rather than two teams--to de-
bate on important moral and
value questions.

7

"We are extremely excited
that Lincoln Life has become
the national sponsor of the 1995
Lincoln-Douglas debates," said
National Forensic League Ex-
ecutive Secretary James Cope-
land, "This company, which
originally received permission
from Lincoln's son, Robert Lin-
coln, for its name, is the ideal
sponsor for an event which is
modeled after the original de-
bates. Abraham Lincoln spent
his entire political career debat-
ing and speaking about the
moral questions facing Ameri-
can Society. The Lincoln-Dou-
glas debates carry on that tra-
dition."

Champions

The two student debaters
participating in the model Lin-
coln-Douglas debate at the
Washington, awards ceremony
were Jason Baldwin, 19, who
was Outstanding Debater at the
1993 Tournament of Champions,
and Claire Carman, 18, First
Place winner in Lincoln-Dou-
glas Debate at the 1994 NFL Na-
tional Debate Tournament.
Both have won numerous addi-
tional national invitational
championships.

Both Jason and Claire give
much credit to their teacher and
debate coach, Marilee Dukes, for
recruiting and working hard
with them through high school.

"The top quality that great
debaters possess is self-disci-
pline," says Ms. Dukes. "Debating
is very hard work; it takes lots
of research and preparation.
The communication skills that
one develops will last forever
and bring invaluable poise and
confidence.”

The Washington model de-
bate was moderated by Profes-
sor James J. Unger of the Ameri-
can University. NFL students
and coaches from St. John's
(DC), Blacksburg (VA) and
Springfield-Lee (VA) high
schools were in attendance.




LINCOLN LIFE SPONSORSHIP RECEPTION

Debater Claire Carman about to cut NFL Secretary James Copeland
Lincoln Cake as Spirit of Lincoln NBC's Jane Pauley, and Lincoln Life
award winner Brian Lamb, debater President Jon Boscia about to sample
Jason Baldwin, and Lincoln Life Lincoln Cake

President Jon Boscia look on.

Gerald Prokopowicz, Jane Pauley, C-SPAN CEO Brian Lamb with coacl
Brain Lamp, and Jon Boscia admire Marilee Duke and debaters Claire
Stove Pipe Hat Cake. Carman, and Jason Baldwin

AT THE NATIONAL PRESS CLUB
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JANE PAULEY
"COMMUNICATOR OF
THE YEAR"

NBC-TV Newswoman Jane
Pauley has been chosen Communi-
cator of the Year for 1994 by the
National Forensic League (NFL).
Citing her “rare ability to interpret
and communicate complex events
to the American Public’, the Na-
tional Forensic League also lauded
Pauley as a “role model for young
people who seek careers in commu-
nication”.

*Jane Pauley is a master at
probing but compassionate inter-
views-some of the best cross exami-
nation on T.V." said NFL Secretary
James Copeland.

The announcement was
made at a special ceremony where
it was also announced that the Lin-
coln Life National Insurance Com-
pany (“Lincoln Life”) has become
the national sponsor of the NFL’s
Lincoln-Douglas Debate events.

Previous recipients of the
Communicator of the Year award
have included Speaker of the House
James Wright, CNN media mogul
Ted Turner, Senator David Boren,
and Senator Richard Lugar.

In 1965, Pauley was a 15 year
old high school sophomore in India-
napolis at Warren Central High
School which had one of the biggest
NFL programs in the state. She
joined the speech team and was un-
defeated as a novice debater. But
Jane excelled in extemporaneous
speaking, a difficult event which
demands the contestant possess
wide knowledge about world and
national affairs. She won the Indi-
ana State National Forensic League
championship and finished 7th at
the 1968 National Speech Tourna-
ment. She was elected governor at
Indiana Girls State and elected to
Girls Nation the same year.

Now co-anchor of Dateline
NBC, Pauley was formerly co-an-
chor of “Today” for 13 years. Prior
to joining NBC, Jane was Chicago’s
television’s first female co-anchor
at WMAQ TV.

Accepting the award Pauley
displayed her original NFL diploma
and thanked her coach "Uncle
Harry" Wilfong, retired from War-
ren Central and NFL for the train-
ing that made here career possible.
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Jane Pauley displays award

Jane Pauley with NFL Diploma

BRIAN LAMB RECEIVES
SPIRIT OF LINCOLN
AWARD

Lincoln National Life Insur-
ance Company ("Lincoln Life") and
The Lincoln Museum jointly an-
nounce the new Spirit of Lincoln
Award.

The Spirit of Lincoln Award
winner will be a person who:

* recognizes and respects the
power of language and uses
words to make a difference
in our society. '
Demonstrates personal con-
viction.

Stands for truth and plain
speaking, is honest and
direct.

Makes a positive contribu-
tion to society, gives some
thing of himself or herself
for the public good.

The first Spirit of Lincoln
Award was presented to C-Span
CEO Brian Lamb at a special cer-
emony in Washington, D.C. C-Span's
straight-forward reporting of Con-
gressional debates, political conven-
tions and presidential speeches
epitomizes the plain speaking for
which President Lincoln was
known. The 15-year-old cable net-
work is committed to bringing
Washington into America’'s homes
in a neutral manner, without media
interpretation.

"Brian Lamb's determination
to provide viewers with in-depth
coverage as an alternative to the
short news reports on network tele-
vision makes a positive contribu-
tion to our society,” said Lincoln Life
President Jon Boscia.

Lamb was an NFL member at
Lafayette-Jefferson (IN) HS and
was coached by James Hawker.

The Lincoln Museum, located
in Fort Wayne, Ind., is one of the
largest private collections devoted
to the life of President Lincoln. It
has served as a clearinghouse of in-
formation on the 16th president
since 1928.

Formed in 1905, Lincoln Life is
the nation's 12th largest life insur-
ance company with assets of $38
billion. It is part of Lincoln National
Corporation (NYSE: LNC), which
owns and operates financial ser-
vices businesses and has assets of
nearly $49 billion and annual rev-
enues of approximately $8 billion.



THE 65th ANNUAL
NATIONAL HIGH SCHOOL INSTITUTE

LINCOLN-DOUGLAS DEBATE DIVISION

NORTHWESTERN UNIVERSITY
July 9 - July 29, 1995

Program Emphasis:

Theory instruction will provide a solid foundation for students of all experience
levels. The Institute will begin with the basics, including values, value resolutions,
values for everyday life, analysis, resources, research, rebuttals, refutation, cross-
examination, flowing skills and improving delivery. Theory seminars will
challenge the more experienced students, using a discussion method to explore the
development of an argumentative strategy in given round situations. All theory
lectures and seminars will apply Lincoln-Douglas debate theory to practice on the
upcoming Lincoln-Douglas topics.

Students will use one of the nation's
premier research libraries.

Students will leave the Institute with
experience on many Lincoln-Douglas
topics. Students will be assigned to a
Lincoln-Douglas debate lab. Cases will
be constructed from original research.

Case construction will be supervised by
the staff.

Extensive debate practice. The
Lincoln-Douglas program features a
significant number of practice rounds
critiqued by experts. Rebuttal speeches
will be re-worked so that the debater
can improve the process of refutation
and rebuttals. The Institute will
culminate in a tournament.

Enrollment:
The Lincoln-Douglas Debate Program is open to all students in grades nine through
twelve. Enrollment is limited to 50 students. The program is repeatable.




LINCOLN-DOUGLAS DEBATE DIVISION
NORTHWESTERN UNIVERSITY

1995 Lincoln-Douglas Staff:

J. Stephen Foral, Director of the Lincoln-Douglas Debate Division, is the Director
of Forensics at Lincoln High School in Lincoln, Nebraska. Steve has served as
president of the Nebraska Speech Communication Association and as director of the
National Speech Communication Association Lincoln-Douglas Workshop at the
University of Nebraska.
Ken Adair, Associate Director of the Lincoln-Douglas Debate Division; double
diamond NFL coach, Grace Davis High School, Modesto, California.

Faculty:
Mike Colletti, Teacher and Coach, Gordon Technical High School, Chicago.
Randy Cox, Co-Director of Forensics, Milton Academy, Milton, Massachussetts.
Adrian Frana, Director of Forensics, Rich East High School, Park Forest, Illinois.
Richard Hunsaker, Debate Coach, West High School, Belleville, Illinois.
Kate Hamm, Director of Lincoln-Douglas Debate, Iowa City West High School.
Eric Kringel, Law Student, American University; former Coach, East High School,
Lincoln, Nebraska.
Dan Pittman, Debate Coach, Bettendorf High School, Rock Island, Illinois;
Debater, Augustana College.
Matthew Whitley, University of Texas; 1993 National L-D Debate Champion.

Individual Event Component:

Extemporaneous Speaking - Each student will receive instruction in extemporaneous
speaking. Development of extemp skills will be accomplished through faculty lectures,
topic development, practice, and critiques. This training will conclude with an extemp
competition that will be held at the end of the Institute.

-OR -
Original Oratory - Each student will receive instruction in original oratory. This
instruction will take the form of lectures, small group work, research, and editing. This
training will conclude with an oratory competition to be held at the end of the Institute.

Cost:
The cost of the three-week Lincoln-Douglas Debate Program is $1525. This includes
tuition, all lab fees, and room and board.

FOR ADDITIONAL INFORMATION AND AN APPLICATION, WRITE OR CALL:
Lynn Goodnight, Administrative Director
National High School Institute, Northwestern University
2299 North Campus Drive, Evanston, IL 60208
(708) 491-3026 or (800) 662-NHSI
Application Deadline is April 28, 1995
Financial Aid is Available




CRITERIA AND HIERARCHY: THE ORIGINAL ODD

In debate there is general
agreement that competitors and
judges need a way to weigh and
compare values. One defend-
able method is to offer a crite-
ria and/or hierarchy for the
Jjudge to use in selecting between
competing values. The purpose
of this article is fourfold: to de-
fine what a criteria and hierar-
chy are, to see why they should
be used, add some suggestions
onhow touse them,and identify
limits and weaknesses in using
these tools.

WHAT ARE THEY?

Are criteria and hierar-
chies synonyms? Some impres-
sive sources say no. The CDE
Lincoln Douglas Dictionary (1)
says a criteria is “a method of
evaluating..when a value(s) is
achieved”, while a hierarchy is
“the arrangement of valuesina
comparative order”. The Ency-
clopedia of Philosophy (2) com-
pares a criteria to epistemology.
Dr. Colbert (3) writes “The stock
issue of value criterion consists
of defining terms in the resolu-
tion that imply value dimen-
sions”.

Butmost debaters treat the
two concepts as nonconcentric
but significantly overlapping
concepts. The basis for such an
assumption is based on common
sources and word usage.
Webster's Unabridged Dictio-
nary (4), for example, defines
criterion as “a standard of judg-
mentmay be formed”. Anditde-
fines hierarchy as “things ar-
ranged in order of rank, grade,
class”.

In real life hierarchies and
criterion often exist and are
used to avoid arguments and
resolve everyday problems (5).
It is an accepted tool we use to
settle or avoid a conflict.

Some philosophers (6) see

COUPLE
by William H. Bennett

consequences as the determi-
nant of the criteria. Others (7)
focus on prioritizing human
needs as the key toa value hier-
archy. But Prof. Ulrich (8)iden-
tifies the most commonly basis
for the criteria used today:
“There are four dominant phi-
losophies of value debate that
have emerged in recent years.
The first view suggests thatany
evaluation of values should be
based on current social values.
The second view, drawing from
Zarefsky’s work on hypothesis
testing, suggests that presump-
tion is always against the value
implied by the resolution. The
third view suggests that the val-
ues of the individual judge
should be presumed to be valid
until a reasonis given to discard
those values. The final ap-
proach,drawn from the Utilitar-
ian philosophers, assumes that
the value that promotes the
greatest good for the greatest
number of people should be pro-
moted.”

WHY ARE THEY USED?

Debating philosophy is
very challenging. Itiseasy tobe
shallow, partially because you
do not realize how much deeper
true inquiry need go. As
Shakespeare wrote in Troilus
and Cressida:

You have both said well;
And on the cause and
question now in hand
Have gloz'd but superfi-
cially; not much

Unlike young men, whom

Aristotle thought
Unfit to hear moral
philosophy.

Criteria and hierachies are
tools that move us one step
closer to understanding the
needs of strong quality choice
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and clash in comparing values.

Debate exists primarily as
a competitive activity. Thatim-
plies a winner and loser will
emerge from each ‘round” or
confrontation. To determine
the winner in a value debate of-
ten means that the judge will
want to decide which value(s)
is/are more important than
other values. Selecting the cru-
cial value(s) is a crucial but of-
ten preliminary step. As Ayn
Rand (9) tells us: "Value'is that
which one acts to gain and/or
keep. The concept ‘value’ is not
primary; it presupposes an an-
swer to the question: of value
to whom and for what?”

Every debater decides, con-
sciously or unintentionally, on
one or more methods to try to
convince the judge that the
value(s) s/he is advocating are

» themostimportant. Thusevery

round has an implied or openly
enunciated criteria and/or hier-
archy. Inmany rounds each side
presents a different and often
conflicting criteria and/or hier-
archy. The assumption is that
whichever side predominatesin
the criteria/hierarchy battle
will set the framework that the
judge will use to determine
which value(s) deserves the
crities support.

When different values ex-
ist each debater strives to
clarify (10) why his or her value
1s most important. The criteria
each debater supports can thus
become a secondary decision
rule (11),a way the judge uses to
rule which value is most impor-
tant in that particular debate.

There are at least two de-
fendable assumptions that un-
derlie this position. First is the
claim that hierarchies resolve
moral conflicts, that ranking
values is essential to resolving
conflict (12). Second is the claim
that clash and decisions should

The Rostrum
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focus on the highest value, that
the highest value should be the
focus of the debate (13).

HOW ARE THEY USED?

Since a criterion is used to
evaluate and compare values it
is almost always presented be-
forethe valueisidentified. This
allows the speaker to explain
the application of the criterion
or hierarchy to the value imme-
diately after the valueislabeled
and/or described.

The hierarchy itself is not
a voting issue (14), rather it is a
tool the judge uses to select be-
tween competing values. The
criterion is not the goal, the
value is the goal (15), and when
there are competing goals the
criterion tells the critic how to
select between them. As every
debater knows there may be
more than one defendable crite-
rion for the same state of affairs
(16), therefore the advocates
duty is to identify and defend
his or her choice of criterion.

Successful competitors con-
sider at least three factors and
techniques in selecting criteria
and values. Doug Fraleigh (17)
identifies the first, the impor-
tance of evidence in establish-
ing value hierarchies. He notes
that evidence used to rank val-
ues usually takes one of three
forms: [1] evidence that directly
compares conflicting values, [2]
evidence stating that one value
is a precondition for another,
and/or [3] evidence that sup-
ports or denies the importance
of a value. Clarity of presenta-
tion and logic enhance the effec-
tiveness of evidence usage.

The second factor is strate-
gic. Selecting a positive goal,
value, or criterion is almost al-
ways more effective thatselect-
ing negative or avoidance goals
or criterion (18); making one
value seem more significant
than another is a similarly suc-
cessful strategem.

The third factor is the most
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challenging. The debater must
consider all the options avail-
able in selecting the best crite-
rion and/or hierarchy. Too of-
ten debaters choose a criterion
simply because it has worked
beforeon a different topic,and/
or because s/he knows the cri-
terion and does not want to take
the time to find a new, albeit
better, option. As Douglas Den
Uhl (19) reminds us “Rationality
and choice are thus not two
separate faculties, but rather
distinctaspects of the same cog-
nitive contact with the world.”
The best debaters will familiar-
ize themselves with a very large
number of possible choices, of
possible hierarchy options. Ev-
ery philosophical system at-
tempts to tell us what is good
and bad, what is desirable and
whatisless desirable. Therefore
EVERY philosophy offers the
debater a potential criteria and
hierarchy (20).

Tolearn different criterion
there is no substitute for read-
ing. A preliminary look at L/D
and value debate texts that in-
clude sections on value compari-
son and hierachies, such as Lin-
coln Douglas: The Text(21)and/
or Debating Value Resolutions
(22), is a good start. This must
be followed, however, by exten-
sivereading and understanding
of a wide variety of schools of
philosophy. Common philoso-
phers (Kant, Mill, Hobbes,
Locke), recent philosophers
(Rawls, Rand, Adler, Kohlberg),
common ideas (categorical im-
perative, utilitarianism), and
uncommon philosophical ideas
must not just be read but under-
stood. Deontology, teleology,
and The Encyclopedia of Phi-
losophymust become your close
friends.

The debater’s view of phi-
losophy, criterion and hierar-
chies must not be constrained.
Religious dogma is almost never
used but offers significant crite-
rion potential (23). Economic
choice is often overlooked, yet
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economic theorists and authors
have long offered us some in-
triguing and different value cri-
terion (24). Asian philosophy,
lesser known female philoso-
phers, and other regrettably ob-
scure genres offer almost limit-
less potential.

The best criterion or hierar-
chy can be the dominant deci-
sion event in any debate. Hav-
ing it in the case does not mean
the debater will use it well. Not
including one removes half the
bullets from the duelist’s gun.

LIMITS AND/OR
WEAKNESSES

While this writer believes
that criteria are essential to ef-
fective value debate there are
limits to its use. Atleastfiveat-
tacks or criticisms can be made
on this tool.

First, the presumption or
belief of the judge may invali-
date the hierarchy or criteria. A
debater may argue for a posi-
tion based upon moral views so
repugnant to the judge that no
criterion will make any differ-
ence to the judge's view. Certain
debaters confronting abortion
and religious topics (25) have
encountered this position. Not
all choices are rational. It is
even possible to construct de-
bate arguments advocating
and/or using this premise.

Second, a criterion assumes
a choice exists. But some topics
do not offer moral or ethical
choices. As Hume notes, we can-
not denote an "ought” from an
"is". Topics of fact are not ame-
nable to hierarchies.

Third, the debater or lis-
tener may have or offer a value
construction or series of re-
quirements that the criterion
does not meet. Often one value
stems from or relies on another.
A hierarchy that ignores this
interrelationship is risky. A
good example is noted by W .H.
Werkmeister (26): The crucial
actof world-affirmation entails




a whole system of values," It is
sometimes possible to offer a
hierarchy that covers all perti-
nent values. Often the speaker
does not know or have time to
account for all moral and logical
relationships and variables.

Fourth the debater might
argue that there are no univer-
sal hierarchies, that conditions
and/or beliefs so inherently
vary that no valid generaliza-
tions can bemade. One example
of this strategy is known as
‘relativism", the claim that as
conditions change so do value
criteria and appropriate hierar-
chies. You may, as one common
example reminds us, be ethically
opposed to murder. But this
value can shift or change if a
sadomasachistattempts to burn
and mutilate your child. Dewey,
for one argues (27) that there is
no one single, fixed, and final
moral good.

A fifthproblem is that val-
ues may not always be compa-
rable. The wording of the topic
may interfere with such com-
parisons. And it can even be ar-
gued that disagreement over
what constitutes a value invali-
dates any attempts at creating
criteria (}éS).

Finally, and importantly,
there are other ways to argue
about and compare values (29).
Option one is to argue that the
way the two values clash does
not mean that the judge has to
select one value over another.
Instead the debater tries to
show how sacrificing a small
partof one value assures protec-
tion of the remainder of the
value plus assurance of main-
taining another value too. Op-
tion two is to turn the tables.
The debater argues that by pro-
moting value X we also promote
values Y and Z because one
value promotes the other. Op-
tion threeis toargue that values
must be considered as pluralis-
tic rather than absolute. Using
this method the debater de-
scribes why and/or how several

values are equally important
and that no single value is more
important than a combination
of the other values. So, rather
than saying that one value is
dominant or absolute (i.e. that
hurting or violating this one
value outweighs hurting or vio-
lating any other value) the de-
bater argues that two or more
valuesareroughly equalin their
importance. Thus violating one
value is no better or worse than
violating another. Option four
is to use an emotional appeal
(e.g. talk about massive death,
environmental decay, or any
other "label" that is likely to ex-
tract a predictable, useful emo-
tional response from the judge).

(William H. Bennett is Chair-
man of the CD.E. summer
institutes, a past national
debate champion, author of 82
books and texts, and coach of
the only L/D debaters to ever
‘close out” finals at the Na-
tional Championship. This
article originally appeared in
The CD.E. book on Advanced
Lincoln Douglas Debate. Copy-
right 1994, William H, Bennett,)

Notes

1. J.Paterno, The CDE Lincoln Dou-
glas Dictionary (CDE, Taos, N.M.), 1993,
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2. Anthony Kennedy, The Encyclo-
pedia of Philosophy, Volume 2
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3. Dr. Kent R. Colbert, "Standards
For Resolving Value Debates” in The Flo-
rensic Educator, Vol. 3,%1,1988/89, p. 6.

4. Jean L. McKechnie and staff,
Webster's New Universal Unabridged
Dictionary, Second Edition, (Simon and
Schuster, New York), 1983, page 432 and
858.
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ogy, Vol. 1,(Addison-Wesley), 1954, p. 253.

6. Alasdair MacIntyre, "Existential-
ism", History of Western Philosophy,(the
Free Press, Glencoe, I11.), 1964, p. 528: "For
Hare, when we have specified the con-
sequences of acting upon the sort of prin-
ciple we have chosen, when we have
specified the way of life of which this
principle is a part, the justification for
principles is at an end. Here we can no
longer argue, we can only decide. But
thisis apparently Sartre's ethical position
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also, and even Kierkegaard"s."

7. Robert L. Kemp, Lincoln Douglaz
Debating, (The Alan Co., Clayton, Mo.)
1984, p. 45 - 6: "In summary, individuals
have certain basic needs; there is a hier-
archy to these needs. Injudging the im-
portance of each, recognize that the val-
ues change and often seem in conflict. It
is important not only what society be-
lievesis of greater value, but also the dis-
covery of some personal values.”

See also Richard A. Kalish, 7he Psy-
chology of Human Behavior,4th edition,
(Brooks/Cole Publishing, Monterey, Ca-
lif.), 1977, p. 31 - 32.

8. Walter Ulrich, Debating Value
Resolutions, (Griffin Research, San Fran-
cisco) 1988, p. 33.

9. Harry Binswanger, ed., The Ayn
Rand Lexico(Meridian, New York) 1988,
p. 520 reprinting a section of " The Objec-
tivist Ethics".

Martin Scheerer, Handbook of So-
cial Psychology, Vol. 1. Theory and
Method, edited by Gardner Lindzey
(Addison-Wesley Publishing, Reading,
Mass.) 1954, p.116: "..we have mainly cited
the following points: the individual
strives for cognized objects and goals, not
for satisfaction itself; having attained a
specific goal, he sets new ones for him-
self.”

10. Scheerer, p. 116: "Correspond-
ingly Hilgard (1951) speaks of two goals
of perception -- one, to attain stability in
the world about us, and two, to achieve
clarity in what we perceive.”

11. Ann Gill, Prima Facie: A Guide
to Value Debate, edited by Stephen Wood
and John Midgley (Kendall/Hunt Pub-
lishing, Dubuque, Towa) 1986, p. 70: "Yet
another source for criteria is in a value
that the affirmative defends as para-
mount. Whatever the criterion, once cho-
sen, it acts as the decision rule for the
round. The quickest way for the affir-
mative tolose the debate is to fail tomeet
their own criteria. If the affirmative
does not meet their criteria, they can
count on a negative counter-criteria
from the opposing team. Therefore, as
with definitions, affirmatives must not
only set out the criteria, but be prepared
to justify it as both reasonable and the
best criteria in the round.”

12. W.H. Werkmeister, Manand His

Values 1967, p. 90: "Hartmanniis also right
in maintaining that behind every moral
conflict there can always be found the
opposition of one value to another value,
not the opposition of value to disvalue.
And if that conflict is to be resolved in a
favorable satisfactory way, it must be
resolved in favor of the higher value.

" The order of rank of values, therefore,

takes on a crucial significance.”

13. Werkmeister, p. 91: "This high-
est valuemay be the peace that comes to
us when all desires cease, or it may be
the harmonious realization of all our
desires, or it may be harmonious realiza-

(Bennett to page 40)
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CX Research

Debating China Policy $25.00
Our traditional research manual with
over 2000 cards on the new CX topic.
Sure to be the key to getting a head
start on the competition. T,Harms,
Counterplans and DA’s in one book!

Harvard &
Debate |

"Impacts"
Includes comprehensive impact

Human Rights Handbook $25.00
Fully-briefed evidence on the critical
human rights issues - ready to run
with an introductory overview and
strategic tips to make you an expert
at beating big impact scenarios!

manual for every debater!

"HARVEX"

EXPERT BRIEFS
Positions Disadvantages $35.00
The perfect manual for strategy
minded debaters: Rights Malthus,
Population, Growth, & Technology.
Shells, Answers & Extensions!
Positions Counterplans $35.00
Complete files on all the popular
counterplans: World Order, Courts,
Anarchy, and Socialism. All the
Shells, Answers, & Extensions!

or, for the first time, in print!
FullDisk ......coviiniiniin..
IDOnlyDisk.............conlt
FullPrint..........ooovviinenen.

LDOnlyPrint....................

_Coming in Apri

Daradigsim
Pesearch

analysis and evidence for all the key
impact issues that relate to the 1995
China debate, a perfect companion

The computerized evidence system is
the ultimate competitive advantage
for CX and LD debaters! All the best
evidence assembled into one package
with monthly updates through the
year! Best of all, Harvex is available in
database format on disk (MAC/DOS)

LD Individual Topic Print............

T

LD Research

"The Power Generics - 2nd Edition" $32.00
Our comprehensive manual for every well-prepared Lincoln
Douglas debater is now larger than ever! All New sections on
Kant, Nietszche, Bentham, Rousseau’s social contract, and
Americana (you'll really appreciate this stuff!) Analysis of
emerging theory issues in LD plus 100+ new strategic tips
make this manual a "must have" for every LD debater.

NFL Topic Analysis Series

Nobody delivers faster than Paradigm Research - we
guarantee that we ship 7 days after the official topic
announcement date. No more waiting and wondering if the
book will show up! A complete topic overview, Aff & Neg
cases, tons of extension briefs, and strategic tips that provide
special insight into each topic. No excuses - just great cards!

Topic SubSCHPHON . .. ... vt $72.00
(Please Add §12.00 Shipping)
Individual NFL Topic
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debaters! Only the best from Paradigm Research!

Especially For The Classroom!

Competitive Policy Debate
Success In Theory And Practice

Matt Caligur,MS charms the debate challenge with his
insightful and creative educational package designed
to meet every classroom situation with ease. Complete
analysis of basic argumentation, speaking skills, and
debate practice make it the perfect manual for
teaching policy debate in the classroom.

(Call for our full-color catalog available April 15th!)

Now is the time to start preparing for next year. Paradigm is proud to
offer you the best debate research. Our team works hard to be sure you
have the all evidence you need as quickly as possible. What more could
you ask? How about Harvard Debate research? Only from Paradigm!

(PO, MC/VISA, Personal Checks Accepted — $3.00 shipping per book)

Student Manual

Creative step-by-step explanations of the basic skills
and advanced theory issues that challenge beginners
and experts alike. Exercises and chapter summaries

that give real meaning to the classroom lessons!

Instructor Manual

Complete lesson plans, solutions to exercises, and
exam materials. All exercises are updated every

summer to focus on the current CX topic. Simply
the best and most complete package available!

f“ Paradigm Toll-Free )
1-800-837-9973

Paradigm Research
Box 2095, Denton, Texas 76201
817/380-1004 Fax: 817/380-1129




BARKLEY FORUM

Under the Direction of Melissa Maxcy Wade
June 11-24, 1995 Emory University, Atlanta Georgia

—— e —

The Barkley Forum summer debate institute has been contributing to the education of high school debaters for twenty-two years. The
curriculum is steeped in the most fundamental aspects of debate: presentation, research, and critical thinking. The curriculum has also
developed over the years to adapt to the needs of current practice. An excellent combination of traditional argument and value debate
theory and an emphasis on current debate practice makes the Barkley Forum debate insfitute one of the most successful year after year.
Novice, mid-level, and varsity compefitors have found the institute a worthwhile leaming experience because the staff has the expertise
to teach all levels of students and the experience fo adjust fo a variety of student needs.

— — — e |

Features of the Barkley Forum Institute:

® Experienced staff: Our senior level staff has worked ot this institute and many others, including: American University, Bates College, Baylor University, Berekeley,
University of Kentucky, Northwestern University, Samford University, and Stanford University. Students will have access fo all facully. Senior faculty will teach at
least one session for all students.

® Excellent staff student ratio: The institute offers debaters the opportunity to work with one senior level instructor accompanied by at least one acive college debater
in small lab groups of 10 o 14 students.

* Library access: The insttute offers debaters access to the Woodruff ibrary system; including the main library with over two million volumes, the Gambrell law
library, the Woodruff medical library, and a large government document collection. In addition, an in-house dormitory library makes hundreds of articles and
documents easily available. We find the dormitory fibrary especially helpful for the beginning student.

® Flexible curriculum: The institute has always provided students @ wide variety of instruction suitable fo their levels of experience. Each laboratory group has explicit
objectives for the two week period, dependent upon their level of experience. Each student s fracked into theory and practicum classes appropriate fo their needs.

® Dormitory supervision: An experienced staff including high school teachers, graduate students, and college upperclass students will supervise the dormitory. The
head dormitory counselor’s sole duty will be supervision of the dormitory.

® Inexpensive: The intitute charges fuition and room fees of $520. Additionally, an optional meal plan can be purchased for $125.

For an application write or call:
Melissa Maxcy Wade
Post Office Drawer U
Emory University
Atlanta, GA 30322
(404) 727-6189




BARKLEY FORUM

SUMMER POLICY DEBATE INSTITUTE

Under the Direction of Melissa Maxcy Wade
June 11-24, 1995 Emory University, Atlanta Georgia

[ The Barkley Forum summer debate institute hos been contributing to the education of high school debaters for twenty-two years. The
curriculum s steeped in the most fundamental aspects of debate: presentation, research, and crifical thinking. The curriculum has also
developed over the years to adapt to the needs of current practice. An excellent combination of traditional argument and debate theory
and an emphasis on current debate practice makes the Barkley Forum debate institute one of the most successhul year after year.
Novice, mid-level, and varsity compefitors have found the insfitute o worthwhile learing experience because the staff has the expertise
to teach all levels of students and the experience to adjust to a variety of student needs.

Features of the Barkley Forum Institute:

® Experienced staff: Our senior level staff has worked af this institute and many others, including: American University, Bates College, Baylor Universily, Berekeley,
University of Kentucky, Northwestern University, Wake Forest University, Samford University, and Stanford University. Students will have access to all faculty. Senior
faculty will teach at least one session for ll students. ’

* Excellent stoff student ratio: The insfitute offers debaters the opportunity to work with one senior level instructor accompanied by at least one active college debater
in small lob groups of 10 o 14 students.

* Material access: The insfitute offers debaters access to the Woodruff library system; including the main library with over two million volumes, the Gambrell law

~ library, the Woodruff medical library, and a large government document collection. In addition, an in-house dormitory library makes hundreds of arficles and
documents easily available. We find the dormitory library especially helpful for the beginning student. We will add special moterials specific to the topic area
regarding U.S. policy toward the People’s Republic of China.

® Flexible curriculum: The insfitute has always provided students a wide variety of instruction suitable to their levels of experience. Each laboratory group has explicit
objectives for the two week period, dependent upon their level of experience. Each student is tracked into theory and practicum classes appropriate fo their needs.

* Dormitory supervision: An experienced staff including high school teachers, graduate students, and college upperclass students will supervise the dormitory. The
head dormitory counselor’s sole duty will be supervision of the dormitory.

* Coaches workshop: An in-depth coaches workshop is conducted. Topics will include administration, organizetion, and coaching strategies. A full set of lectures
appropriate for the classroom will be developed.

® Inexpensive: The institute charges tuition and room fees of $520. Lab fees for photocopying briefs are included. Additionally, an optional meal plan can be pur-
chased for $125.

For an application write or call:
Melissa Maxcy Wade
Post Office Drawer U
Emory University
Atlanta, GA 30322
(404) 727-6189
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BAYLOR UNIVERSITY

59TH ANNUAL SUMMER DEBATERS’ WORKSHOP -
2 Sessions: June 18-June 30, 1995 and July 23-August 4, 1995

Outstanding Tradition: Baylor’s outstanding debate reputation includes winning the
National Debate Tournament twice in the past seven year, in another of those seven years, Baylor
finished second.

Outstanding Resources: Baylor’s library resources on this year’s topic are the best you
will find. We have purchased hundreds of 1995 books directly from the publishers.

Outstanding Faculty: Baylor’s nationally prominent faculty includes Karla Leeper, Lee
Polk, William English, Josh Zive, Bill Trapani, John Fritch, Rod Phares, Heath Dixon, J ay
Hudkins and many other champion debaters and coaches.

Outstanding Curriculum: The policy debate workshop emphasizes skills of refutation,
extensive analysis of the topic and contemporary debate theory, briefs specific to the 1994-95
topic, and numerous practice debates and speeches. Classes are offered at the championship,
experienced and novice levels. The Lincoln-Douglas workshopincludes lectures by the top L/D
theorists, superior instruction in the techniques of L/D debate and in analyzing values and value
propositions, lectures by leading professors of philosophy,briefs on a variety of values and value
propositions, and many practice debates.

Outstanding Opportunity: Again this summer in both the Lincoln-Dou glas and Policy
Workshops is a special opportunity for students who have extensive varsity L/D or policy
experience. Enrollment in these sections is limited and by application only.

Outstanding Value: Our low cost of $ 725 includes ALL costs of tuition, room and board
in air-conditioned dorms, photocopying briefs, and a variety of handbooks.

Outstanding Teachers’ Program: Our Teachers’ Workshop provides 3 hours of
graduate or undergraduate level credit and credit for advanced academic training and provides
teachers with valuable information and tools to use in building and managing a complete
forensics program. NOTE: A limited number of full scholarships will be available to new
debate coaches from the National Forensic League’s Phillips Petroleum Grant.

For more information write to: (or call 817-755-1621)

Dr. Karla Leeper ‘ ‘ 4 &
Dept. of Communication Studies . [ g
P.0. Box 97368 ‘

Baylor University

Waco, TX 76798-7368




Arguments about the social
contract have become the kudzu
of Lincoln Douglas Debate. Like
the notorious southern weed,
social contract arguments are
stifling, monotonous, and ubig-
uitous. They creep into every
resolutional environment, no
matter how hostile, and quickly
devour any ground for good de-
bate. Social contract theory is
overused and frequently dis-
torted. This article is an appeal
to debaters to think more care-
fully about the true meaning
and utility of the social contract.

Briefly, the social contract
is a hypothetical justification
for political authority which
claims that governments arise
out of an agreement among per-
fectly free individuals to sur-
render some degree of their
freedom in exchange for the se-
curity provided by the state. If
this theory sounds vague, that's
becauseitis. The general notion
of the social contract leaves
unanswered numerous ques-
tions related to its scope and
credibility, among them: Is
there a real contract, or is the
social contract merely a helpful
framework for thinking about
what our obligations and rights
oughttobe? Isanyone aware of
signing a social contract? Were
there ever people who were not
obligated to any government?
Can a person be obligated to
terms he would agree to,even if
hedidn't actually agree to those
terms? Isthe contract an agree-
ment between individuals who
create a government, or an ex-
change between individualsand
a pre-existing government?
Whatare the specificrightsand
obligations of each party? What
constitutes a breach of the con-
tract? What are the theoretical
and practical consequences. of
sucha breach? Are civil disobe-
dience or violent revolution
ever justified, and, if so, under
what conditions? Isthe contract

March 1995

WHAT CONTRACT?
by Jason Baldwin

a single historical event or an
implicit,ongoing process of con-
sent? Can the contract obligate
future generations? Is the con-
tract embodied in any corpus of
documents or laws? Are the
terms of the contract static or
evolving? Must each individual
consent to every provision of
the contract? What are the al-
ternatives for individuals who
do not wish to be a part of the
contract?

Reification is the error of
confusing abstract terms with
concrete realities, and it is an
error commonly committed by
debaters when discussing the
social contract. Debaters say,
almost off-handedly, that "Pa-
ternalistic laws violate the so-
cial contract,” or,"When you [the
judge] entered the social con-

I

..Confusing ab-

stract terms with

concrete reali-

ties..is an error
commonly com-
mitted by debat-

ers when discuss-

ing the social

contract.

I
tract, you agreed to fight for
your country when called upon
to do so,” or, "I left the state of
nature and formed the social
contract to protect my natural
rights to life, liberty, and prop-
erty." The social contract is
treated as a literal historical
document made by citizens with
the government, no different
than a loan agreement or an
employment contract. Yet, in
reality, there is no such thing as
a social contract. Philosophi-
cally, "the social contract”is only
shorthand for the more cumber-
some "social contract theory of
obligation." Asa general theory,
the social contract does not dic-
tate particular terms. Rather
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thana specificset of conditions,
social contract theory isa meta-
phor for the relationship be-
tweenindividuals and thestate.
Thus, it makes little sense to ap-
peal generically to the social
contract as a self-explanatory
argument.

From a competitive stand-
point, judges unfamiliar with
the various contract theories
may be puzzled or even taken
aback by claims that they (or
the debaters) entered into a for-
mal agreement with the govern-
ment in which they agreed to
limit their rights. Careless ap-
peals to the social contract are
also a turn-off for many experi-
enced judges. I have personally
become so jaded by debaters as-
serting that I agreed to this or
that social contract thatI some-
times use the ballot as the occa-
sion to create my own social con-
tract and decide the round ac-
cording my contract's stipula-
tions. As anyone who has read
A Theory of Justice knows, so-
cial contract theory is a highly-
nuanced branch of political phi-
losophy and not the simple his-
torical exchange of rights and
duties asserted in many debate
rounds. Debaters should guard
against reifying the social con-
tract.

There are numerous theo-
ries which fall under the rubric
of social contract theory. The
substantial differences be-
tween the various theories com-
pound the absurdity of argu-
ments which proceed asif there
were only one social contract.
Thomas Hobbes, John Locke,
Jean Jacques Rousseau,
Immanuel Kant, John Rawls,
Robert Nozick, and David
Gauthier are perhaps the most
well-recognized social contract
theorists, but there are many,
many more. Debaters rarely
identify or explain the social
contract model from which they
are working. Even when cross-



UNIVERSITY OF KENTUCKY

Home of The National Tournament of Champions

1995 POLICY INSTITUTES

Three Week

Institute

June 23 - July 16, 1995
Tuition - $440
Housing - $260

1995 INSTITUTE STAFF

(All are definite unless starred
others to be added — see April Rostrum)

STEVE ANDREWS: Champion debater, Harvard University;
runner-up, 1994 NDT Champion; first place, Northwestern, 1994.

PAUL DERBY: Champion debater from Redlands University.
Currently Assistant Coach, Redlands University.

NITA FARAHANY: Sophomore debater, Dartmouth College;
winner of numerous high school tournaments.

PETER GRAHAM: Former coach, Harvard School, LA; PHD
candidate, University of Arizona; Coach, Brophy Prep.

CHARLIE HENN: Senior debater at Emory University, 1991
NFL national debate champion; winner and first speaker, Ken-
tucky Round Robin, 1994.

FRED KAREM: Senior, Harvard University; twice runner-up
for NDT championship.

*GORDON MITCHELL: Top Speaker NDT; former assistant
debate coach, Wake Forest University and assistant coach of the
1994 NDT Champions, Northwestern University.

JASON PATIL: 1991 winner of Kentucky’s National Tourna-
ment of Champions and senior debater at UK; winner of the 1994
Copeland Award and the 1994 fifth speaker.

ANJAN SAHNI: Sophomore debater, Emory University; winner
of numerous high school tournaments.

PAUL SKIERMONT: 1991 winner of Kentucky’s national
Tournament of Champions, senior debater at UK; winner of nine
college top speaker awards including the 1994 NDT.

Tuition - $275

SPECIAL GUEST LECTURER

DAVID HINGSTMAN: Director of Debate at the Uni-
versity of Towa,

For an application and Institute and scholarship in-
formation, write to:

Dr. J. W. Patterson, Director of Debate
473 Patterson Office Tower, Box 74,
University of Kentucky
Lexington, Kentucky 40506-0027
(606) 257-6523

One Week

Institute
June 23 - July 2, 1995

Housing - $150

Seminar:

Transitional Debgte

June 17 - 24, 1995

Tuition - $240 Housing - $150
(Designed for those making the transi-
tion from Novice to Varsity and
from Regional to the National Circuit)
Jason Patil and Paul Skiermont, and
Charlie Henn, Instructors

1995 INSTITUTE FELLOWS
(others may be added — see April Rostrum)

RUSS FALCONER, Highland Park, Dallas
LARRY HEFTMAN, Glenbrook North, ILL
ADAM HURDER, Glenbrook North, ILL
REAGAN ILGENFRITZ, Caddo Magnet, LA
BRYAN LEACH, Westminster, GA
DUSTIN MARSHALL, Greenhill, Texas
JEFF MCNABB, Taylor, Houston

JOHN MILLER, Damien, CA

ALEX ROETTER, Lexington, Mass
SAMEER SAMAT, Leland, San Jose
ROGER STETSON, Valley, Iowa

LESLIE WADE, Milton, Atlanta

Donamir Farm
This beautiful horse farm is one of many that can be
enjoyed by a drive on Old Frankfort Pike.




UNIVERSITY OF KENTUCKY

Home of
The National Tournament of Champions

THE 1995 KENTUCKY INSTITUTES

Lincoln-Douglas Institutes

| Three Week Two Week

Institute Institute
June 23 - July 16, 1995 June 23 - July 9, 1995

Institute Philosophy and Aims

The staff believes that fixed approaches to what is best for

Tuition - $440 Tuition - $340
Housing - $260 Housing - $200

1995 INSTITUTE STAFF

(All are definite unless starred
others to be added — see April Rostrum)

ERIC BROWN, Academic Coordinator

—Ph.D. candidate in philosophy at the University of Chicago.

— Had a successful four year L-D career at Sylvania Southview
High School, Ohio.

— Enjoyed a very successful parliamentary debate career at U.C.

— Has taught at eight institutes, including 1989, 1990, 1991,
1992 and 1993 at UK. His students have won or placed at
virtually every national tournament including TOC and NFL.

*ROB BERRY, Administrative Coordinator
— Graduate of Rhetoric and Philosophy at Boston College
— Graduate of Battle Ground Academy, Tennessee
— L-D N.F.L. National Champion, Denver, Colorado 1989
— Four years at the U.K. debate institute
— Director of the U.K. L-D transitional seminar

BILL HARRINGTON

— Junior at Yale University with academic interest in the history
of western thought. The program includes works written by
Aristotle, Plato, Locke, Hobbes, Rousseau and Macchiavelli.

— 1992 Kentucky TOC final round, Regis High School

— Two years at UK Debate Institute

— Member of Yale Parliamentary Debate Team

CARLOS GONZALEZ

— Junior at Emory University with academic interest in philosophy

— 1992 Kentucky TOC final round, Christopher Columbus High
School, Miami, Florida

— Assistant Coach for LD, Westminster, Atlanta

— Instructor, Emory University Workshop, 1994

— CEDA Champion debater, Emory University

For an application and Institute and scholarship in-
formation, write to:

Dr. J. W. Patterson, Director of Debate
473 Patterson Office Tower, Box 74,
University of Kentucky
Lexington, Kentucky 40506-0027
(606) 257-6523

L-D are counter-productive: we believe that a variety of strategies

and arguments, with varying levels of justification, are possible.

We therefore encourage the participants to think of the justifica-

tions for their strategies and arguments before, during and after

debating. In order to emphasize this thoughtful, justificatory
approach to debate, we last year offered, over the course of three
weeks: :

— advanced philosophy lectures and discussions on Kant, utili-
tarianism, virtue ethics, social contract theories, and alterna-
tives to social contract theories.

— lectures, panel discussions, demonstrations, and extensive
question-and-answer sessions on strategy

— small-group brainstorming sessions on over ten possible L-D
resolutions

— library research

— ten seminars to discuss relevant philosophical essays read by
all participants

— over two days of critiqued cross-examination practice in time-
unlimited situations, and

— thirteen practice rounds, on two different resolutions, with
extensive oral critiques by the faculty
Quite simply, we aim to teach clear, thoughtful, reasonable

argumentation.

Institute Options

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

The Three-Week Institute: A third week of practice rounds;
advanced, small-group sessions; and even more individual atten-
tion.




examination forces a debater to
commit to a version of the social
contract, it is rarely of conse-
quence in the debate. A typical
social contract exchange might
read:

Examiner: Pat, you offer us the
social contract as your value
standard. Whose social con-
tract?

Examinee: Locke's.

Here the discussion ends, al-
though it should not. Effective
use of the social contract in de-
bate requires a detailed commit-
ment to a specific theory or to
certain elements of a theory.
When an opponent argues from
any social contract model, the
savvy debater will press very
hard to know precisely what
provisions of the given model
are decisive proof for or against
the resolution. Debaters should
I

Contract Theory

is actually useful

in only a small

number of Lin-

coln/Douglas

resolutions

I

be well-acquainted with (i.e.,
well-read in) the justification
for and unique features of any
of the standard social contract
theories. It would be sheer folly
to propose a social contract
model without an intimate
knowledge of the primary
source(s) for that model.

Furthermore,any appeal to
obligations of a social contract,
even a well-defined social con-
tract, must itself be justified.
Why should anyone care that
Rousseau's vision of the social
contractis consistent with nega-
tion of theresolution? Why does
consenthaveany bearingon the
legitimacy of a government?
This last question is particularly
important, because consent is
often presupposed to be a moral
bond in a pre-social condition in
which there are, itis claimed, no
moral standards. Posed as a

question, if agreements create
the first obligations, what cre-
ates the obligation to uphold
agreements? Many conserva-
tive political theorists reject the
validity of social contract expla-

nations altogether. Thorough

debaters will familiarize them-
selves with challenges and alter-
natives to the social contract.
The gross overuse of the
social contract is symptomatic
of the simplistic approach dis-
cussed above. The social con-
tract has become a catch-all
framework for every argument,
even arguments that would bet-
ter stand alone. For instance, it
might be argued that limits on
the right to bear arms violate
the social contract by opening
the door to government tyr-
anny. In fact, it would be sim-
pler and far more intuitive to
argue directly that an omnipo-
tent government is an evil in it-
self, regardless of any imagi-
nary contract. In other words,
social contract theory should be

avoided when it merely adds a

step toan argument that would
be persuasive without it.
Contract theory is actually
usefulin only a small number of
Lincoln Douglas resolutions,and
it is never the only way to ap-
proach a topic. Scanning the
Rostrumballot of the 10 possible
resolutions for this year,I do not
see one for which social con-
tract theory seems to provide
the best arguments. As I write,
the current NFL L/D topicis "Re-
solved: Laws which protect citi-
zens from themselves are justi-
fied." This issue is not central to
any major social contract
theory, while there are many
non-contractarian philosophies
designed to address precisely
this question. Yet every one of
the eight rounds I observed ata
recent tournament identified
the social contract as a decisive
issuein the debate. Incidentally,
all but one of the debates
treated the social contractin the
literal, misguided fashion I ex-
plained above. Constantappeals
to the social contract, even in
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resolutions to which it does nof
seem to apply, suggest that the
debaters using it are either not
creative thinkers or too lazy tc
dooriginal research on the topic
or both.

Of course, there are resolu
tions in which social contract
theory may be illuminating, for
example, "Resolved: Wher
called upon by one's govern
ment, individuals [sic] are mor
ally obligated to risk their lives
for their country." This 199¢
resolution clearly questions the
extent of the individual's duty tc
preserve the state, precisely the
sort of question a well-devel
oped contract theory might hely
toanswer. But even when socia
contract theory is a viable pos
sibility, it is only one possibility
among many. Using only socia
contract theory to defend or re
fute a resolution may be danger
ous; the astute debater will

—

The gross over

use of the social

contract is symp-

tomatic of the

simplistic ap-

proach

I

supplement it with additiona
distinct lines of argumentation

Debaters who feel stuck ir
a social contract mentality
should deliberately avoid con
tract arguments when initially
analyzing and researching ¢
topic. Develop other arguments
possibilities first, then compare
them to the social contract. Does
social contract theory speak as
directly to the values conflic
implicit in the resolution? Is the
application of contract theory
as clear and compelling? Dc
good research sources on the
topic appeal to the social con
tract in building their cases’
(By good research sources, I dc
not mean anything you pur
chased from the pages of the
Rostrum. 1 mean sources tha:
you, yourself, found in the li
brary. But that's another ar-
(Baldwin to page 46)

The Rostru



Michigan

Of the eight debaters in the 1994 college NDT and high school NFL
National Championship final rounds, seven were former participants in our
summer debate workshops.

We now offer you the same opportunity through our proven curriculum,
accomplished faculty and comprehensive library resources. The University of
Michigan Intercollegiate Debating Team is pleased to announce its summer 1995
workshops for high school debaters and their coaches.

The Michigan National Debate Institute
June 25 - July 15

The MNDI is open to debaters of all experience levels, from top varsity to
beginners. Also, the new MNDI Extension Week (July 16 - 22) offers an additional
week of intensive debate technique instruction.

The Michigan Classic
The Classic for Juniors

The Classic for Sophomores
July 16 - August 12

80 students, primarily seniors, will be selected to participate in The Michigan
Classic. A limited number of additional students will be selected for The Classic for
Juniors and The Classic for Sophomores. Also, the Michigan Classic Head Start Week
(July 9 - 15), which offers concentrated focus on affirmative case research and
development, is offered to any student admitted to one of these three programs.

For a full brochure and application materials, please write to:

The Michigan Debate Institutes
The University of Michigan
530 South State Street -- Box #9
Ann Arbor, MI 48109-1349
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National Forensic Consortium

1995 Summer Debate and Events Institutes

* CALIFORNIA NATIONAL FORENSIC INSTITUTE * AUSTIN NATIONAL DEBATE INSTITUTE
Located at Univ. of CA, Berkeley Located adjacent to UT Austin
Dates: June 17 - June 30 Policy Debate: July 6 - July 22
Policy and LD Debate LD Debate: July 9 - 22
Room, board, tuition: $975 Room, board, tuition: CX $795
LD $650
* STANFORD NATIONAL FORENSIC INSTITUTE * NATIONAL DEBATE INsTiTUTE, D.C.
Located at Stanford University Located at Catholic University, D.C.
Dates: July 31 - August 17, Policy Dates: July 5 - July 22, Policy
August 5 - August 17, LD and IE’s July 5 - July 18, LD
Room, board, tuition: CX  $1,295 Room, board, tuition: CX $995
LD/IE $995 LD $795
Note our value-priced, national caliber programs in Austin & Washington. D.C.
Commuter plans and one-week topic preparation and/or technique sessions, as well as other options, are offered at some
camps and are described in detail in the program brochures. An additional $75 non-refundable fee is required upon
application.

Reasons to Choose an NFC Summer Camp

* Tried and True Programs. Last year nearly 500 students from throughout the nation chose NFC summer camps
over other options. Over the last two years NFC students have participated in late elimination rounds of such tournaments
as: Wake Forest, Bronx, the Glenbrooks, Greenhill, St. Mark’s, Loyola, Redlands, Emory, the Tournament of Champions
NFL Nationals and virtually every other major national circuit tournament. We encourage you to seek out former NFC
participants and discover for yourself why NFC camps are superior. You can get the same quality experience!

» Staff/Student Ratio. Attend a program where you will get access to personalized debate and events instruction
Last year’s NFC camps averaged staff to student ratios of 1:7. This is based on primary instructors only, and does not ever.
include access to supplemental staff.

* Experienced, National Caliber Instructors. Our staff is composed of instructors who have achieved the pinnacle
of success in every important aspect of the forensic community, including collegiate and high school coaches who have
led their students to final rounds at most major national tournaments and former competitors who have attained simila
success, including NFL and TOC final round participants. Our staff s hand-picked for their ability to teach their successful
techniques to students of every level of experience.

* Unique Combination of Value & Quality. The NFC understands that at the end of the summer you would like
to have enough money remaining to attend tournaments and use your new skills. We also
realize that you don't want to sacrifice high quality for low cost. NFC camps provide an NAT[ONA,L
optimal combination of quality instruction, individualized attention, and value. VORENSIC CONSORTy Uny

For free brochures and applications,

and financial aid forms on request
(brochures available late February):
National Forensic Consortium
1678 Shattuck Avenue, Suite 305
Berkeley, California 94709
or call: (510) 548-4800
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California National Forensic Institute
Policy and LD programs: June 17 - June 30, 1995

The California National Forensic Institute is a national caliber two-week
summer forensics program located in Berkeley, California. The CNFI is an l
independent program held in the residence hall facilities of the University of
California at Berkeley. The CNFI provides serious debate students the opportunity
to interact with some of the finest and most renowned forensics instructors in the |
nation at an incomparable cost for a program of this nature, quality and location.

The program is directed by Matthew Fraser, Director of Forensics at Stanford and
the Head-Royce School, Ryan Mills of the Pinewood School, and Robert Thomas,
of Emory University, and formerly of Woodward Academy in Atlanta. |

POLICY and LD DEBATE

The policy and LD programs offer intensive instruction for students of all levels of experience
and skill. The instructors will include accomplished collegiate and high school debate coaches, as well
as current collegiate debaters who are former NFL Nationals and TOC final-round participants. In r
addition to topic and theory lectures, students will receive numerous critiqued debates with rebuttal
reworks, free materials from the central evidence files, and personalized seminar instruction. Students
also receivé access to the best evidence researched at each of the other three NFC summer camps. Ld
students will participate in a unique curriculum designed to maximize individual improvement through
philosophy lectures, technique practicums, and theory seminars. Last year's policy and LD debate staff,
most of whom are returning, and additions for this year include:

—

Matthew Fraser, Stanford Ryan Mills, Pinewood Robert Thomas, Emory

Abe Newman, Stanford Molly Stephens, Stanford Dan Muller, Emory Law
Jonas Marson, Harvard Jenna Jordan, UC Berkeley Chris Hersey, Head-Royce
Anjan Sahni, Emory Gerard Grigsby, Head-Royce =~ MaryBeth Maloney, Columbia
Naomi Murakawa, Columbia Shauna Olson, Claremont Jon Hersey, UCLA Law

Priya Aiyar, Harvard (LD) Nick Coburn-Palo, Weber (LD) Andrew Wilmar, Yale (LD)

PROSPECTUS and COSTS
A detailed program prospectus can be obtained by writing to the address NATIONAL
below, or calling and leaving a complete address on the program’s message service. C CONSORTy, )

Materials will be sent in late February.

Costs for the full resident program for both team debate and LD, including
tuition, housing, lunch and dinner on most days of the program, and most materials
is approximately $975. Commuters, for whom there are only a limited number of
spots in the program, pay approximately $475. One-week programs are also
available. There is an additional $75 non-refundable application fee. Students not
accepted will have their application fee returned.

CNFI, 1678 Shattuck Ave, Suite 305, Berkeley, CA 94709 or call: (510)548-4800

——— E—
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Stanford National Forensic Institute

CX Program: July 31 - August 17, 1995 LD /Events: August 5-17, 1995
SUPERIOR The Stanford National Forensics Institute offers a unique national caliber
PROGRAM: program which features policy debate, LD debate, and NFL events. The

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

SUPERIOR The faculty of the SNFI is among the finest ever assembled. The majority
FACULTY: of primary faculty will be current and former high school and collegiate
coaches of national repute. Last year's faculty, most of whom will be returning, included:

Judy Butler, Spelman Paul Skiermont, Kentucky Ryan Goodman, UT Austin
Robert Thomas, Emory Matthew Fraser, Stanford Anjan Sahni, Emory

Jon Hersey, UCLA Law Ryan Mills, Pinewood School Abe Newman, Stanford
Chris Decker, Harvard Kate Schuster, Emory Jenna Jordan, UC Berkeley
Li-Cheng Wang, Stanford Chris Hersey, Head-Royce = Mark Pedretti, Bellarmine
Dan Muller, Emory Law Bill McKinney, Vista MaryBeth Maloney, Columbia
Jonas Marson, Harvard Ann Marie Todd, Emory Naomi Murakawa, Columbia
Molly Stephens, Stanford Minh A. Luong, Purdue Andrew Wilmar, Yale

Eric Brown, U of Chicago Priya Aiyar, Harvard Michael Erikson, UT Austin
Nick Coburn-Palo, Weber Steve Clemmons, Weber Spencer Chandler, UCLA
SUPERIOR The SNFI is held on the Stanford University campus, located in Palo Alto,
SETTING: CA. Stanford is one of the best universities in the world, and has for several

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

REASONABLE Policy Debate LD and Events
COST: $1,295 resident plan $995 resident plan
$650 commuter plan $525 commuter plan

Given the nature and quality of the 1995 program the cost is quite low. This program, both
in faculty composition and in structure compares favorably with programs costing nearly
twice as much. The SNFI offers this program at such low cost by limiting unnecessary frills
such as glitzy advertising, and instead spends funds on obtaining superior facilities and
faculty. The resident plan includes housing for the duration of the program, 3 meals a day
on most days of the program, tuition and all required materials. The commuter plan
includes tuition and all required materials. An additional $75 application fee is required
upon application to the SNFI. Enrollment will be limited.

TO APPLY Stanford Debate - SNFI Scholarships in the
&/or INQUIRE: 1678 Shattuck Ave, Suite 305 form of need-based
OR CALL: (510) 548-4800 aid are available.
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STANFORD NATIONAL LINCOLN-DOUGLAS DEBATE
August 5- 17, 1995

* EXPERIENCED TEACHING PROFESSIONALS »
* INTENSIVE REPEATER CURRICULUM FOR RETURNING NFC STUDE|
e COMPETENT AND EXPERIENCED ADMINISTRATION «
* WORLD-RENOWN LIBRARY FACILITIES «
* SAFE AND SECURE CAMPUS SITE »
* ADULT DORM SUPERVISION e

When deciding which institute to attend, compare the experience and qualifications of our fa
againstthose of any other summer L-D camp. These primary faculty have been initially confirmed:

MINH A. LUONG, M.A. is currently a PhD candidate at Purdue University. He is also the former Chairperson of the' :
Department of Speech at the Pinewood College Preparatory School, and Director of Debate at San Francisco State |
University. He recently retired as the Director of Forensics at UC Berkeley after serving for five years. Mr. Luoh‘g i
the only person to have won the Collegiate Lincoln-Douglas National Debate Championship title both as 3 competitor
and coach. Mr. Luong has served as the Curriculum Co-Director at the Berkeley L-D Institute and Stanford L-D
Institute, and teaches exclusively at NFC summer debate camps. PR

NICHOLAS J. COBURN-PALO is currently a college debater at Weber State College in Utah, and was formerly e
Director of Debate at the Pinewood College Preparatory School, and Debate Coach at San Francisco State University,
Hehas also served as a full-time high school public speaking and argumentation teacher and serves on the National -
Tournament of Champions Advisory Committee. Mr. Coburn-Palo has twice finished fifth place or higher at the
Collegiate National Championships (CEDA). In addition, he has taught at the Berkeley L-D Institute and the Austin
National L-D Institute. One of the most versatile collegiate debaters ever, Mr. Coburn-Palo placed in the top ten
speakers in NDT debate at both the Harvard and Northwestern tournaments this past year. He teaches exclusively
at NFC summer debate camps, and is the Co-Director of Curriculum for the Stanford LD program. L

IN:

ERIC BROWN is renowned as one of the best instructors currently teaching L-D debate. A Ph.D. candidate at the
University of Chicago, Mr. Brown specializes in ethical and political philosophy. He will be teaching seminars on
advancedtheory and L-D technique. He is the curriculum director of the L-D program at Kentucky, and has also taught
previously at American and the Berkeley Debate Institute.

MATTHEW FRASER is the Director of Forensics of the Stanford Debate Society and at the Head-Royce School. Mr.
Fraser has coached high school L-D students to late elimination rounds at NFL Nationals, the National Tournament
of Champions, Emory, the Glenbrooks, Bronx, Stanford, Berkeley, as well as several L-D round-robin tournaments.
He is the executive director of the National Forensic Consortium.

PRIYA AIYAR attends Harvard University, and recently completed a successful L-D career at the College Preparatory
School. Her numerous successes included a 3rd place finish at NFL Nationals and 1st place at the GBS round robin.
She was a semi-finalist at the 1992 NFL National Tournament. She teaches exclusively at NFC debate camps.

These outstanding associate faculty serve a key role at the Institute. They serve as instructors
under the guidance of senior faculty. We invite you to compare the qualifications of our assistant
instructors with those of primary instructors at other institutes.

STEVEN C. CLEMMONS is a currently a BA candidate at Weber State College in Utah, where he is double-majoring
in Speech and Communication Studies and Philosophy. He was the 1990 Collegiate National Lincoln-Douglas Debate
Champion and placed fifth at the Collegiate National Championships (CEDA) in 1991. He has previously served as
the debate coach at the Sacred Heart School.

MICHAEL ERICKSON debated for four years at La Cueva High School in New Mexico. In addition to late elimination
round finishes at virtually every major tournament in the nation, Mr. Erickson placed 1st at the 1992 National TOC.
He is currently a student at UT Austin, where he is completing his BA.

ANDREW WILMAR currently debates at Yale University. In addition to clearing to late elimination rounds at many
of the nation's finest LD tournaments, Mr. Wilmar placed 1st at the Stanford Round-Robin. He has previously taught
at the Stanford Institute.

For additional information contact the NFC at:
1678 Shattuck Avenue, Suite 305, Berkeley, CA, 94709
or call: 510-548-4800




The National Forensic Consortium presents the

' Austin National Debate Institute

CX Main Session: July 6 - July 22 LD Main Session: July 9 - July 22

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

Fabulous Learning Environment

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

* Educational emphasis. The ANDI programs focus on the teaching of debate skills and techniques in combinati
with a proper emphasis on preparation and original research. The program is designed to accomodate students at 1
beginning and advanced levels, with separate labs and primary instructors for beginners. Several hundred pages of 1
central evidence file are included free of additional charge for team debaters, and all essential materials are includ
for Lincoln-Douglas students. Policy students will graduate prepared to tackle the 1995 policy topic, while L
students will be prepared to debate a myriad of possible and likely national topics.

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

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

NATIONAL
QORENSIL CONSORT]UM

Fees : $795 for CX,
$650 for LD,

plus $75 application fee.

For info contact: NFC

1678 Shattuck Ave, #305

Berkeley, CA 94709

or call: 510-548-4800




The National Forensic Consortium presents the

Austin National LD Institute

LD Main Session: July 9 - July 22
* Small student-faculty ratio that guarantees one-on-one instruction,
and a tremendous number of practice rounds. Participants at last
year's ANDI program received nearly 30 (that's right - THIRTY)
practice rounds, almost all of which were critiqued by their primary
instructor.

* Focus on solid argumentation that is as compelling and successful on
the local circuit asitis at national tournaments. The program directors
understand that students compete on local, regional, and national
levels, and that each level of competition needs a different type of
instruction.

» National caliber staff, including instructors who as competitors in
both high school and collegiate value debate placed among the top four
in the nation at NFL nationals, the National Tournament of Champi-
ons, and the collegiate LD nationals and CEDA nationals.

* Full preparation for the coming year. Students debate a variety of
resolutions, learning to analyze each of the various types of LD topics,
learning when and how to use macro-philosophic theory, and how to
adjust their arguments as positions evolve over the course of a topic.

e Balanced curriculum. The curriculum, developed and tested for
nearly a decade by our experienced instructors, features a variety of
educational approaches, including rebuttal re-works, philosphical
discourse sessions, cross-examination seminars, delivery skills classes,
and topic brainstorming and analyzation sessions.

* Program designed for all levels of experience and previous success.

‘Whether you are an absolute beginner, or plan to compete in final

rounds of national circuit tournaments, our program and staff will
accomodate you.

 Program was evaluated as a perfect 10 out of 10 overall by every one
of last year's participants.



Presenting the

NartionaL DeBate InstTitute, D.C.

at Catholic University in Washington, D.C.
CX:July5-22 LD: July 5-18

The National Debate Institute, D.C., at Catholic University offers an exciting
opportunity for students to attend a national caliber debate institute. Students at this
non-denominational program receive instruction from some of the nation's finest
debate teachers, including respected high school and college coaches, as well as
some of the nation's most successful current and former collegiate debaters.

* NarmionaLLy RENOWNED FAcuLTY. Outstanding coaches with proven track-
records of success at both the high school and collegiate level, as well as top-flight
current and former collegiate competitors.

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

e SUPERIOR FACILITIES, LOCATION AND RESOURCES. Students have accessto the vast
educational resources of the nation's capital, its abundance of libraries and think-
tanks, and getto experience the city's cultural and entertainment attractions while on
fully-supervised excursions. Program pricing includes lunch and dinner throughout
the program! Remember to compare complete costs when pricing other camps.

* TARGETED LEARNING for both national circuit debaters and regional competitors.
Classes utilize a variety of mutually reinforcing techniques, including fast-paced
lectures, affirmative and negative labs, theory and practicum seminars, and individu-
alized consultations. LD emphasizes philosophy, technique, and theory.

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

» EXPERIENCED PROGRAM DIRECTION. The co-directors are:
Jon Hersey of UCLA Law School and former coach at UC Berkeley and
Matthew Fraser, director of forensics at Stanford & the Head-Royce School.

Costs (which include lunch and dinner throughout the program): NATIONAL
( g prog ) ?ORENSlC CONSORT]UM

Three Week CX Program Two Week I.D Program
$995 (rm, board, tuition) $795 (rm, board, tuition)
An additional $75 fee is required upon application.

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




Reasons o CHoose AN NFC Summer Camp

o Tried and True Programs. Lastyear about 500 students chose NFC summer camps. Last
year’s students participated in elimination rounds of such tournaments as: ‘Wake Forest, Brony,
the Glenbrooks, Greenhill, St. Mark’s, Loyola, Redlands, Emory, Berkeley, Stanford, the
Tournament of Champions, and virtually every other major tournament.

o Staff/Student Ratio. Attend a program where you will get access to personalized debate
and events instruction. Last year's N'FC camps averaged staff to student ratios of 1:6. This is
based on primary instructors only, and does not even include access to supplemental staff.

. ngeriencezf, National Caliber Instructors. Our stdﬁ is composed of instructors who

have achieved the pinnacle of success in every important aspect of the forensic community,
including collegiate and high school coaches who have led their students to final rounds at most

major national tournaments and former competitors who have attained similar success, including

reaching the finals of N'FL and TOC.

* Unique Combination of Value & Quality. The N'FC understands that at the end of the
summer you would like to have enough money remaining to attend tournaments and use the sKills
you have developed. We also realize that you are not willing to sacrifice quality for low cost.
Attend a camp you are sure will provide you the intensive educational experience you need .

o Honest package pricing. ‘The resident price at each program includes meals. When a
program [ists their price but includes room and tuition only, this means that meals are not included
in the overall price. When you include all of the supplemental costs for a camp which does not
include basic costs in its package price, you will often find a dramatic difference between the
advertised cost and the real price you end up paying. Investigate and compare before you apply!

Consider these facts, for example, about our great new national caliber program in
Washington, D.C.! The National Debate Institute-D.C. offers these outstanding features:

v GREAT VALUE. For example, our new, national caliber three-week CX debate camp, and a two-
week LD camp, in WASHINGTON, D.C, for a fair price. $995 for CX, and $795 for LD, INCLUDING
THE MEAL PLAN! Compare the price with that of any other comparable quality camp to see that
there is no comparison.

v GREAT STAFF. Includes national caliber high school coaches, college coaches, and some of
the best high school and college debaters in recent history!

v GREAT PROGRAM. Visits to the best research facilities and recreational attractions of the
nation's capital. Chaperoned research expeditions are a regular feature of the program, NOT a
rarity!

v GREAT RATIO. The:standard 1 to 12 ratio of primary instructors to students is NOT enough.
To get better as quickly as possible you need the best of staff and a lot of personal attention. The
NDI-D.C. guarantees a 1:8 or better ratio, meaning that you'll get more attention in our three-week
program than you would get in some four-week programs.




The Newly Expanded 1995

[Florida Forensic Institute

for

Speech and Debate (Open to Students & Coaches)
With 3 Additional Days! July 28 through August 11

The FFI is now the nation's LARGEST COMPREHENSIVE INSTITUTE, and offers instruction in ALL EVENTS, including:
Team Debate & Lincoln-Douglas Debate--WITH SEPARATE NOVICE & VARSITY LABS!!
PLUS All Individual Events: OO, DI, HI, EX, OI, & DUQO

Core Staff

The Institute will be taught by coaches from across the nation. Committed to working at the 1995 Florida Forensic Institute:

Dale McCall--Wellington HS--Lincoln-Douglas Fr. John Sawicki--Holy Ghost Prep--Extemp & Oratory

Merle Ulery--N. Miami Beach HS--Extemp John Schultz--Florida State University--Voice & Movement
Tony Figliola--Holy Ghost Prep, Philadelphia--Interp Lisa Miller--South Plantation HS--Lincoln-Douglas

Peter Pober--University of Texas--Interp Carmen Adkins--Sandalwood HS--JV & Varsity Team Debate
Tucker Curtis--Albuquerque Academy--Lincoln-Douglas Fran Berger--Miami Palmetto HS--Novice Team Debate

Bob Marks--Albuquerque Academy--Oratory & Interp Brent Pesola--University School, Florida--Institute Director

LAB ASSISTANTS: The FFI Lab Assistants are college debaters and speakers who are experienced and devoted to a holistic teaching approach, not a “win at
all costs” philosophy. They come from notable college programs from across the U.S, and are former high school winners!

The Philosophy of the Florida Forensic Institute

The FFI not only offers a staff that rivals any institute, but also an alternative time: students return to school in the fall [resh from the institute and
ready to compete! There won't be that lull between the end of institute and the start of school. The 140+ students at last year's FFI found that this
increased their productivity and performance level. More importantly, the FFI focuses on instruction first, then competition. Ironically, students
have found that by taking a more "academic" approach during institute, they not only gain a more comprehensive understanding of the activity,

THEY DO IN FACT WIN! This is supported by the fact that last year's FFI alumni have advanced to the Final Rounds at literally every major
tournament in the country. Future ads will document their success.

Tuition & Room and Board
Tuition for the expanded FFI will be $425, which includes all materials. Day students may also purchase a lunch plan.

"Pay Dormitory Prices but live at a Country Club!”

That's right! Students will be housed in a secluded section of the Rolling Hills Resort, a full-service hotel that offers all the amenities imaginable--
including the Atlantic Ocean-just a short distance away. And there’s no need to bring towels and linens--students will receive daily maid service!
The Quad Rooms include a color TV, telephone, and private bathroom. Most importantly, our "dormitory” fees rival the on-campus institutes.
Resident students will be charged $475 (plus tuition), which includes 14 nights: Friday, July 28 through Thursday, August 10th. This fee includes
lunch and dinner eek ni recreation, transportation, beach outings, and full use of the resort—including a swimming pool and recreation
center. A detailed packet of housing information will be mailed upon receipt of resident students’ registration materials. Before applying for
housing, be aware that any violation of housing rules results in immediate dismissal from the FFL. Also, be guaranteed that the FFI has the most ideal

housing plan in the country.

LAW LIBRARY ON CAMPUS: LEXIS-NEXIS, cD ROM, Philosophy, & More!!!

Nova Southeastern University’s state-of-the-art Shepperd Law School has a full-service law library on campus. FFI students will have unlimited access to all
components, including those listed above. In addition, two other major libraries are available for use..

FFI ENROLLMENT HAS SKYROCKETED!

THE FFI IS THE FASTEST GROWING INSTITUTE IN THE NATION. WE ANTICIPATE REACHING CAPACITY THIS YEAR AND ENCOURAGE YOU TO
REGISTER EARLY. WE CAN ONLY GUARANTEE ACCEPTANCE IF YOUR REGISTRATION AND DEPOSIT ARE RECEIVED BEFORE JUNE 1.

LIMITED FINANCIAL AID AVAILABLE

The FFI is able to offer financial aid to deserving students. Apply by letter, indicating the reason(s) for your financial need.

TO ENROLL IN THE FFI(as a student, or in the teacher workshop):

Send a $50 application deposit (checks made out to "Nova Southeastern University -- FFI") to:

Florida Forensic Institute
3301 College Ave. -- Sonken Bldg.

Ft. Lauderdale, FL 33314
PH 800-458-8724 or 305-475-7660 FAX 305-452-5547

Nova Southeastern University is the home of The Miami Dolphins Training Center




OUT OF THE CAVE

by Dale McCall, Lisa Miller, and Tucker Curtis

Two major impediments to
sound Lincoln-Douglas debate
have emerged in the past few
years. The first impediment oc-
curs in the area of defining
terms, the second has to do with
the nature of logical argumen-
tation. These practices consti-
tute serious threats to the qual-
ity of values debate. In order to
deal with them effectively we
need to recognize them and un-
derstand why they are anti-
thetical to the principles of Lin-

“coln-Douglas debate.

One of the most important
tasks of a Lincoln-Douglas de-
bater is clarification of words or
phrasesin the resolution. Clari-
fication occurs through the use
of one or more of a number of
types of definitions. However,
one type of definition, "opera-
tionally defined" terms, is inap-
propriate and illogical in Lin-
coln-Douglas debate. "Opera-
tionally defined" terms are com-
monly used in Policy debate be-
cause the meaning of the terms
In question emerge as the plan
for change isdefined. Thus, "op-
erationally defined" comes to
mean that particular plan or
operation defines the terms.
Since values debate does not
permit plans, defining terms
operationally is impossible. Lin-
coln-Douglas debaters must
learn to rely on other types of
definitions to set the stage for
sound argumentation.

Correct logical argumenta-
tion lies at the very heart of Lin-
coln-Douglas debate. Unfortu-
nately, values debate too often
devolves in to a war of words
instead of a clash of logical ar-
guments. The confusion results
from an inability on the part of
many debaters to distinguish
between persuasive speaking,
on the one hand, and correct
logical argumentation on the
other. Only a logical argument
canproveor disprove a position.

Inorder to understand why
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only logical arguments can
prove ideas, we need to take a
closer look at the the nature of
logical argumentation. In his
book Logic, Robert Baum, pro-
fessor of Philosophy at the Uni-
versity of Florida, defines a logi-
cal argument as follows:
"an argument is defined
as a set of statements
which is such that one
of them (the conclu-
sion) is supported or
implied by the others
(the premises)."

So, in order for an argu-
ment to exist, there must be pre-
mises that are meant to support
a conclusion.

The following is an ex-
ample of an argument:

Example: Justice in-
volves giving each
person his or her due.

Each person is due the
most extensive range of
rights consistent with a
similar range of rights
for others.

So, justice involves

giving each person the

most extensive range of

rights consistent with a

similar range of rights

for others

Notice that the first two

sentences are offered as sup-
port for the third sentence.
Thus, we have premises which
are supposed to support (and in
this case do support) the conclu-
sion. This is a logical argument.

STEPS IN CONSTRUCTING A
LOGICAL ARGUMENT;

1) State the claim.

(Be sure it is grammati-
cally correct, clear, and
concise.)

2) Explain the claim.
(Amplify the meaning
through rhetoric which
clarifies.)

3) Support the Claim.

33

a. uselogical argumenta-
tion and philosophical
quotes

b. illustrate with ex-
amples and analogies

At this juncture, in order to
clarify the application of the
preceding to Lincoln-Douglas
debate, we must make an impor-
tant distinction. There is a
world of difference between an
"assertion” and a logical argu-
ment. An "assertion” is a state-
ment of belief, an unsubstanti-
ated opinion. It lacks support-
ing evidence which could be
used to prove the conclusion.
Since an assertion lacks pre-
mises, it isnot an argument and
can never prove anything.

The following are ex-
amples of assertions:

Examples: 1) Societies
are merely collections
of separate individuals.

_ 2)Progress is good.

Notice that we cannot
know whether or not the follow-
ing statements are true since
they lack support. The most we
can say about them is that they
represent an opinion.

One of the primary funec-
tions of Lincoln-Douglas debate
is to teach students to effec-
tively use logical argumentsand
to avoid unsubstantiated asser-
tions. The focus of any Lincoln-
Douglas debate is the construct-
ing of a case through logical ar-
gumentation that proves the
debaters position and the de-
fense of that case against at-
tacks from one's opponent. If
students learn to create well-
developed logical arguments,
then their cases will largely
stand. If, however, they come to
rely upon assertions, their cases
will fall. If we fail to teach stu-
dents to create well-constructed
arguments, then we fail as edu-
cators.

The temptation to rely
upon assertions rather than

‘McCall et al to page 40)

H



THE DEBATE INSTITUTE

NATIONAL HIGH SCHOOL INSTITUTE
NORTHWESTERN UNIVERSITY

July 16 - August 12, 1995

DEBATE INSTITUTE IS COMMITTED TO:
m A staff composed of debate teachers, an even balance of college debate
coaches, high school debate coaches, and nationally successful college
debaters. We hire staff based on their ability to teach students how to
research, construct arguments, and improve as speakers. All NHSI teaching
staff have previous experience at summer debate institutes.

® Teaching advanced debate skills that will be of future use to debaters. No
other workshop offers a combination of intensive training in analysis,
rebuttal, refutation, delivery, and cross-examination skills. We guarantee
students a minimum of 12 critiqued debates on the 1995-96 debate
resolution, as well as time to rework speeches from the practice debates.

® Appropriate supervision of students. At Northwestern the teaching staff
also serves as dormitory counselors, residing in the same dorm as the
students.

1995 DEBATE INSTITUTE STAFF:

Director:
Scott Deatherage, Director of Debate and Assistant Professor of
Communication, Northwestern University. Scott has coached three national
championship teams, including the defending champions, 1994 National
Debate Tournament winners Sean McCaffity and Jody Terry. Scott has
taught more than 25 groups at debate workshops around the country,
including those at American University, Baylor University, Georgetown
University, the Michigan National Debate Institute and the Michigan Classic.
This is Scott's fifth year to direct the Northwestern Debate Society and his
fourth year to direct the Debate Divisions of the National High School
Institute.




DEBATE INSTITUTE
NORTHWESTERN UNIVERSITY

James Paul Hunter, Director of Debate at Oak Park-River Forest High School
of Illinois. Jim joins the NHSI for his fifth summer as Associate Director of
the Debate Divisions. His teams at Oak Park have been most successful. In
1990 he coached the Tournament of Champions winners. In addition to the
NHSI, Jim has worked at debate workshops across the country, including the
Georgetown Debate Institute and the Wake Forest Debate Workshop. He has
coached numerous Illinois high school association debate state champions; he
is also a member of the Key Society at the Barkley Forum at Emory
University.

Faculty:

The following individuals have already joined the faculty for the 1995
Institute; other faculty members of similar national stature will be added to the
program during the year.
Byron Arthur, Director of Debate, Jesuit College Prep, New Orleans, Louisiana.
Bridget Brocken, American University, Washington, DC.
Chuck Ballingall, Director of Debate, Damien High School, Los Angeles, California.
Terry Johnson, Senior Debater, Northwestern University.
Becky Kidder, Yale Law School, Princeton, NJ.
Sean McCaffity, Senior Debater, Northwestern University.
Mark McPerson, Assistant Director of Debate, University of lowa.
Alex Pritchard, Director of Debate, The Greenhill School, Dallas, Texas.
Jody Terry, Senior Debater, Northwestern University.
Aaron Timmons, Associate Director of Debate, The Greenhill School, Dallas, Texas.
Dana Vavroch, Washington High School, Cedar Rapids, lowa.
Laura Veldkamp, Senior Debater, University of Iowa.

current freshmen, sophomores and

| juniors, and will accept 126 applicants.
The cost of the program is $2050. This
S I includes tuition, all lab fees, and room

and board.
FOR ADDITIONAL INFORMATION AND AN APPLICATION, WRITE OR CALL:
Lynn Goodnight, Administrative Director
National High School Institute, Northwestern University
2299 North Campus Drive, Evanston, IL 60208
(708) 491-3026 or (800) 662-NHSI
Financial Aid is Available
Application Deadline is April 28, 1995

This four-week program is open to




PLEASE! DON'T ASK ME TO THINK!

The tournament was just
huge--upwards of 100 LDers! 1
judged through six preliminary
rounds of flighted competition,
writing ballots in most of those
12 debates. We broke to double-
octas. T had been lucky enough
to have a couple of debaters
who did well in the competition,
sol had been actively coaching.
(Perhaps my efforts in this ca-
pacity were a waste of energy,
butatleastIthoughtI washelp-
ing.) In the semi-final round, I
was still in the back of the room
with a ballot in front of me, and
- I'was exhausted. At this point,
the last thing I wanted todo was
to think for the debaters who
were about to stand in front of
me. I wanted them to debate the
issues clearly and then tell me
why I should vote for them.
Nobody did that! I had to sort
out issues and weigh the argu-
ments myself. Neither debater
told me why I should vote for
him/her. Both of them allowed
a tired judge to "figure it out." 1
was in a position to vote on
whatever [ believed, to decide
an important round (but when
isa round notimportant) on the
issues] thought wereimportant.
Sound familiar? Probably every
coach has been in a similar situ-
ation. Those debaters were fool-
ish enough to ask me to think
instead of telling me why I
should vote. Given the persua-
sive elements inherent in Lin-
coln Douglas debate one of the
most important, yet most ne-
glected, of the burdens of the
debater comes in the final 30 -
45 seconds of the final speeches-
-weighing the round. It is smart
debate to vocally write the bal-
lot FOR the judge. :

Frequently, in the heat of
covering the flow, the debater
neglects the story that needs to
be told. With any topic that is
debatable, each side will win
some issues. It becomes critical

by Marilee Dukes

that the individual debater ex-
plain to the judge why the argu-
ments that he is winning are
more important than the argu-
ments being won by the other
debater. Simply covering the
flow leaves room for judge inter-
vention, for the judge to decide
which arguments are more be-
lievable and more important. If
the debater thinks heis winning
the round, he needs to tell the
judge why. Even if he does not
think he is winning, s/he needs
to search for that "true" argu-
ment that might be compelling
enough to leave a lasting im-
pression; certainly, thereis very
little chance of "pulling this one
out' by simply stating argument
and counter-argument. [ have
read an enormous number of
ballots from very fine adjudica-
I—

It is smart debate

to vocally write

the ballot for the

judge.

N

tors who said something
similar to this: "I kept waiting
for you to focus on a reason for
me to vote, butit never came”or
"It was good to see a debater pro-
vide focus for the me. Thismade
the round and the decision very
clear." Even more important, a
large number of Lincoln Dou-
glas judges can be termed "lay”
or are of the philosophy that
this type of debate is persuasion
oriented; thus, those last seconds
of presenting a compelling rea-
son for decision are frequently
critical.

Of course, the question at
this point is obvious: Just how
doIdo this?

To begin with, the end of
the debate should be anticipated
before the debater ever leaves
home. Itis critical thata believ-
able position be formulated.

‘Any high school student should
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understand the concept of hav
ing a thesis; no composition in ¢
sophomore English class wil
meet with approval if the stu
dent hasnot established a clea:
thesis. The debater needs to finc
a position, a thesis, that is the
center of the cases s/he write:
for the debate. As the debat«
progresses, every argument o1
both sides should, in some way
berelated to that position. Ther
when the time comes for weigh
ing the issues at the end of th
debate, the summary statemen
that becomes the RFD shoulc
relate to that original positior
Of course, it is extremely impor
tant that, when formulating th.
position, the debater find an ar
gument that is true and tha
most judges will want to believe
A "squirrelly” position may wii
some rounds, but many judge
will find it hard to buy in a clos:

+ round. Why take the chance? |

is also important that a portio:
of preparation time be left fo
formulating the closing state
ment. Obviously, this need b
only a few seconds. It seem
foolish, however, for a debate
to stand up for a final speecl]
without knowing what sh
wants the judge to think whe
the round is over.

It would seem obvious tha
when the time for the las
speech actually arrives, the de
bater would know to keep tha
final statement in mins
throughout the entire speecl]
and relate the refutation of spe
cificarguments to the positiona
statement. This way, the actua
weighing will be easier, shortel
clearer, more relevant to th
round, and more compelling
Some debaters seem to feel tha
the step that many of us cal
"erystallizing” is a substitute fo
weighing the round. Crystalliz
ing, which is very importan:
focuses on the few issues that
(Dukes to page 46)

The Rostrur
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WAKE FOREST

anrnounces

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

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

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

New this year, Noel Selegzi of The Collegiate School and Hunter College High School will direct a
three week workshop along with other prominent high school coaches and a select group of nationally
successful former Lincoln-Douglas debaters. An 8:1 student-teacher ratio will be maintained. Open to all
levels of students.

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

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

All Wake Forest Workshops feature. . .

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

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




TRUST DALE QUALITY

OUR REPUTATION AS THE OLDEST AND LARGEST COMPANY CONSISTENTLY SERVING HIGH SCHOO
DEBATERS IS IMPORTANT TO US. OUR COMMITMENT IS TO THE HIGHEST QUALITY IN ALL OUR PROL
UCTS. OVER 60 YEARS OF PROFESSIONAL POLICY RESEARCH BACK EVERY DALE PUBLICATION.

AFFIRMATIVE CASEBOOK

¢ 10 FULLY SCRIPTED AFFE. CASES

¢+ TOPICALITY BLOCKS

¢ EXTENSION EVIDENCE FOR ALL CASES

¢ ANSWERS TO GENERIC AND CASE-
SPECIFIC DISADS

¢ TEXTBOOK WITH EXAMPLES USING THE
CURRENT TOPIC

¢ ON-POINT COACHING ADVICE (A Dale Exclusive)

$22.50 Available June 15, 1995

| U S.-CHINa p
oLICY:
1995

AFFIRMAT,
CASEBoo//(VE

Dole Publishng o

FIRST NEGATIVE BRIEF BOOK

¢+ WELL DEVELOPED TOPICALITY ARG. WITI
U. S.-CHINA POLICY: EXPLANATIONS AND EXTENSIONS
1995 ¢ RELEVANT COUNTERPLANS
¢ GENERIC AND CASE SPECIFIC HARM AND
INHERENCY POSITIONS (IN BLOCK FORM)

N

+ EXTENSION EVIDENCE
FIR&I L_VEGA TIVE ¢ ON-POINT COACHING ADVICE
BRIEFS (A Dale Exclusive)

H Dife Publising Ce

SECOND NEGATIVE BRIEF BOOK

¢ GENERIC DISADS WITH SHELLS AND
EXTENSION BLOCKS

¢ CASE SPECIFIC LINK CARDS

¢ GENERIC SOLVENCY BLOCKS

¢ CASE SPECIFIC SOLVENCY AND DISADS

#2NC/2NR STRATEGY TIPS

¢ ON-POINT COACHING ADVICE ON THE
EFFECTIVE USE OF ARGUMENT IN
ACTUAL ROUNDS. (A Dale Exclusive)

$19.50 Available June 15, 1995 BEST BUY: DALE COMPLETE SERVIC!
’ ALL THREE BOOKS AT A

SPECIAL PRICE. ONLY $58.00

ORDER FROM

DALE PUBLISHING CO. INC.
P.0O.BOX 51
GREENWOOD, MO. 64034
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15TH ANNUAL

Midwest Debate Institute

July 16 - 28, 1995

Best People

+ Staff members are high school coaches with a recognized commitment to excellence
« Our philosphy is "High School students achieve most when taught by outstanding high
school coaches.”

Best Program

« Specializing in traditional paradigm instruction

« Emphasis on original research, analysis and case development

A student-faculty ratio of at least 8:1

- Midwest participants have consistently been successful in national competition

Best Place

+ Conveniently located in the "Heartland of America" - Kansas City, Missouri

« Rockhurst campus located just two blocks south of the historic Plaza Shopping District

+ Outstanding research opportunities with walking distance of three major university
libraries with regional government documents depository and the nationally recognized
Lynda Hall Library of Science and Technology

Best Price

+ Tuition for two weeks -- $345

« Dormitory/meal package -- $245

« 1/2 tutition scholarships available

« Dormitory housing based on double occupancy

+ Deposit of $100.00 required to guarantee enrollment

Lincoln - Douglas Camp
« July 24 -29, 1995
Outstanding Instruction
Tuition -- $195
Dormitory/meal package -- $195
Deposit of $75.00 required to guarantee enrollment

. * * L]

For Further Information

Contact:
Wayne E. Brown
P.O. Box 51
Greenwood, Mo. 64034
(816) 537-6702

_ - - U ——




(Bennett from page 14)

tion of all our desires, or it may be some-

thing else. But once we have accepted a.

highest value~whatever it may be--that

value rightfully becomes the focal point
relative to which all other values are
ranked."

14. Colbert, p. 6: "Winning the value
criterion should not be considered an in-
dependent voting issue in and of itself.”

15. Robert P. Newman & Dale R.
Newman, Evidence (Houghton Mifflin,
Boston) 1969, p.4 - 5: "A goalis a concrete
or specific objective of action..These spe-
cific goals are value-impregnated..We
support specific policy goals because we
believe them to be instrumentally re-
lated to higher values; we want to reach
a policy goal because it will help imple-
ment some deeply held value. Values, on
the other hand, are intrinsically desir-
able; they are not means to an end, they
are ends in themselves.”

16. Kenny, p. 258: "But on several
occasions in the Investigations
Wittgenstein considers the possibility
that there may be more than one crite-
rion for the same state of affairs.”

17. "Evidence in Value Debate",
Prima Facie: A Guide to Value Debate,
cited above, pp. 42 - 43. ‘ )

18. Morton Deutsch, "Field theory
in Social Psychology”, Handbook of Social
Psychology, cited above, p. 207: "Experi-
mental results have indicated that, other
things being equal: the decision time is
greater in choice between two negatives
as compared with two positive valences
(Barker, 1942), and that it increases the
more the opposingsituations are of equal
potency (Escalona, 1940), the more the
opposing forces are of equal strength
(Cartwright, 1941), the stronger the op-
posing forces (Barker, 1942), and as a
function of certain personality charac-
teristics.”

19. Douglas J. Den Uyl and Douglas
B. Rasmussen, "Life, Teleology, and
Eudaimonia in the Ethics of Ayn Rand",
The Philosophic Thought of Ayn Rand
(University of Illinois Press, Urbana)
1986, p. 69.

20. Ulrich, p. 37: "All philosophical
systems attempt to develop standards for
determining what is good and what is
not, and thus each system is a potential
paradigm for value debate. Debaters
should read Mill, Rawls, and Dworkin to
develop a framework for analyzing val-
ues, and they should realize the implica-
tions of these theorists in debate rounds.
For example, if a topic requires that the
arguers evaluate an ethical problem,
there are alarge number of perspectives
that could be used to support a conclu-
sion. If a debater operates under Utili-
tarian assumptions, then an action would
be justified based upon the ends of the
action; the ends would justify the means.
If the arguer were to operate under the
Judao-Christian ethical system, the prob-
lem would be resolved based upon the
interpretation of the Scriptures. If the

Jjudge were an egoist, the decision would
be determined by the self-interest of the

judge. Depending upon the Wording of
the topic, the theories of Mill, Hume;:

Locke, Spinoza, or Rawls might be used
to create an ethical system that is then
applied to the dispute in question.”

21. William H. Bennett, Lincoln
Douglas Debate: The Text (CDE, Taos,
N Mﬁ 1989. pp. 12 - 16 are useful.

22. Ulrich, noted above.

23. See, for examples, John K. Roth
and Frederick Sontag, The Questions of
Philosophy (Wadsworth Publishing,
Belmont, Calif.) 1988, p. 263 which looks
at St. Augustine and his hierarchy. And
examine Alasdair 1C. Heron, A Century
of Protestant Theology (The
Westminister Press, Philadalphia) 1980,
p.- 35 for their views on Ritschl.
Schleiermacher, and Kant vis-a-vis "judg-
ments of value”.

24. Two good examples are Den
Uyl, cited above, pp. 198 - 99, and Adolf A.
Berle, Power, (Harcourt, Brace & World,
New York) 1969, p. 262+.

26. MacIntyre, p. 514: "To be a Chris-
tian is not to have reached a conclusion
but to make a choice. But since all reli-
gions and moral belief equally lack ulti-
mate rational justification.."

26. Man and His Values, 1967, p. 93.
He continues “Thus, if the world is to
maintain itself completely on its own,
then each of its parts must remain iden-
tical with itself ?Value of preservation),
the various parts must remain identical
with itself gzra,lue of preservation), the
various parts must coexist harmoniously
(value of harmony), and there must be
activity to preserve and develop what is
(value of action). These three values,
moreover, must be so interrelated that
each is realized in and through the oth-
ers; none can be realized by itself alone.”

27. John Davidson, Philosophers
Men Live By, 1961, p. 286: "Dewey begins
by asserting bluntly and unequivocally
that there is no single, fixed, and final
moral good. What we find when we look
to experience, he insists, is a large num-
ber if changing, individual goods and
ends in moral life. For some men in some
situations health is the most important
thing in life; for others honesty or tem-
perance is essential in meeting success-
fully the temptations of modern life. For
the university student the development
of his mental capacities may well be the
primary concern.”

See also Bennett, Lincoin Dougias
Debate: The Text, p.12.

28. For more along these lines see
Bennett, pp.12 - 13.

29. Roger Solt goes into these op-
tions more deeply in Debating Values
(Griffin Research, San Francisco) 1987,
pp.5-6. These pages are well worth read-
ing.

(McCall et al from page 33)
full-blown logical arguments g
especially great during repyt.
tals where time constraints pe.-
come a factor. In the rush tg
cover as much of the flow a5
possible, and to give several re-
sponses to each argument, many
students will resort to the use of
assertions as counters. But, this
is a strategy that is doomed to
failure because, as was men-
tioned earlier, arguments can
neither prove nor disprove a
position. Thus, while the use of
assertions does allow debaters
to cover the flow, and to give
multiple responses to each argu-
ment, it does so at the cost of
leaving the opponent's case es-
sentially intact.

One of the necessary conse-
quences of the commitment to

well-constructed logical argu- -

mentation is that a Lincoln-Dou-
glas debate necessarily consists
of a limited number of logical
arguments. In a typical debate,
the Affirmative and Negative
together should not offer more
than fivearguments. Usually an
Affirmative case should offer
definitions, a value premise, ob-
servations (when necessary),
criteria, and their arguments.
The Negative should offer
counter-definitions (when ap-
propriate), a value remise, cri-
teria, observations (when neces-
sary) and two arguments. Only
when such a structure is fol-
lowed will debaters have time to
develop and clash logically cor-
rect arguments.

Some may object that Lin-
coln-Douglas debate is meant to
teach effective speaking. We
agree wholeheartedly. But, that
effective speaking must occur
in the context of correct logical
argumentation and not as a sub-
stitute. There is a difference
between reasons that sound
good and good sound reasons.
(Dale McCall coaches at
Wellington (FL) HS, Lisa
Miller at South Plantation (FL)
HS and Tucker Curtis at Albu-
querque (NM) Academy. All
are on the staff of the Florida

Forensics Institute.)
The Rostrum
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A COMMITMENTY },. PRACTICE ROUNDS - Because the SDI pools the
evidence of all labs, ‘?V an afford to begin practice rounds almost instantly, with some
students debating as earlyjas?
with over a dozen jud

twenty rounds. Both ,
structured, opportunity-fof.si
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THE COON-HARDY DEBATE PROGRAM FOR
SENIORS

THE NATIONAL HIGH SCHOOL INSTITUTE
NORTHWESTERN UNIVERSITY

July 16 - August 12, 1995

The Coon-Hardy Debate Program for Seniors, a four-week institute, will accept 64
students and will offer an instructor to student ratio of 1 to 8. The program will
emphasize a special individualized curriculum that matches instructor expertise
with student needs. Students will be afforded substantial interaction with all
members of the teaching staff. Special emphasis will be placed on advanced
research techniques, argument and strategy development, extension, rebuttal and
refutation skills, and presentation and persuasion strategies. Students will have
access to Northwestern's modern library collection, one of the largest libraries in
the nation, as well as a special collection of materials from hard to ﬁnd sources
compiled especially for the Institute.

1995 COON-HARDY STAFF:
Director: Scott Deatherage, Director
of Debate and Assistant Professor of
Communication, Northwestern
University. Scott has coached three
national championship teams,
including the defending champions,
1994 National Debate Tournament
winners Sean McCaffity and Jody
Terry. Scott has taught more than 25
groups at debate workshops around the
country, including those at American
University, Baylor University,
Georgetown University, the Michigan
National Debate Institute and the
Michigan Classic. This is Scott's fifth
year to direct the Northwestern Debate
Society and his fourth year to direct the
Debate Divisions of the National High
School Institute.
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COON-HARDY DEBATE PROGRAM
NORTHWESTERN UNIVERSITY

Faculty:
The following individuals have joined the faculty for the 1995 Coon-Hardy Debate
Program for Seniors:
Greg Blankenship, Associate Director of Debate, University of North
Carolina.
Paul Derby, Associate Director of Debate, University of Redlands.
Erik Doxtader, Lecturer in Rhetoric at the University of California,
Berkeley; former Associate Director of Debate, Northwestern University.
Tiffany Earl, Senior Debater, University of lowa.
Brian McBride, Associate Instructor of Debating, University of Texas.
Gordon Mitchell, Associate Director of Debate, Northwestern University.
Cate Palczewski, Director of Debate, University of Northern Iowa.
Nate Smith, Associate Director of Debate, Northwesterri University.

COST:
The cost of the program is $2150. This includes tuition, all lab fees, and room and
board.

FOR A PROSPECTUS AND AN APPLICATION, WRITE OR CALL:
Lynn Goodnight, Administrative Director
National High School Institute, Northwestern University
2299 North Campus Drive, Evanston, IL 60208
(708) 491-3026 or (800) 662-NHSI

Financial Aid is Available
Application Deadline is April 28, 1995




The University of Kansas

Debate
Institute

TWO TWO-WEEK SESSIONS:
June 18-July 1, 1995
July 2-July 15, 1995

INTENSIVE THREE WEEK POLICY SESSION
June 25-July 15, 1995

Outstanding faculty composed of the KU debate coaches and selected senior debaters,
headed by Professor Scott Harris, KU’s Director of Forensics.

Research facilities of the two million volume Watson Library, KU Law Library, Government
Documents Depository, and specialized branch libraries.

Classes include:
Instruction in beginning, intermediate or advanced policy debate
(first and second session)

Lincoln-Douglas division (second session only)

Three week Jayhawk Intensive Preparation Session
(limited enroliment — by application only)

Special guest lecturers on the national topic and debate theory.

Low cost — $675.00 for a two week session and $900.00 for the special three week session.
This fee includes all tuition, room, and board.

For more information contact: Rod Phares
‘3090 Wescoe Hall
The University of Kansas
Lawrence, Kansas 66045
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DIOGENES VISITS THE
COACHES' LOUNGE

--Hey Jimbo, how did your
kid do in that final round down
at Ralfville South?

--Ahh,wedropped it. Didn't
have a chance with that panel--
two Buddhists, a Southern Bap-
tist,and an existentialist.

-FOUR judges?

--There was a fifth guy, but
hebought our 'suicideis an option’
position and hung hisself with a
flowsheet.

-That'snuthin, Lissen to-

—-Hey, Winnie. Somebody out
here askin' for somebody.

-So?

--Guy with alamp. Sayshe's
lookin' for an honest man.

-Well, show himin. How you
doin’' old feller? Wanna judge a
round?

-Well,I'm a Lincoln and Dou-
glasdebate coach.

--Oh, wrong room. Never
mind. Do youmind if I eat some
of thisfood on this table?

-~-Why not? Ain't ours any-
way. Just stay out of that bean
dip. It's Ralph'sand he gets awful
crossif- ‘

-Wait a minute, old timer.
Prince Di o- somethun. What's
wrong with being a Lincoln and
Douglasdebate coach?

--There's nothing wrong. It
Jjustoftenisn'tethical

~-What?

March 1995

--What's ethanol got to do
with Lincoln and Douglasdebate,
Biojeans?

--Ethical. You wanta dictio-
nary definition?

--A dictionary? I dunno.
Whatare your standards for-

--Here it is. Ethical. "In ac-
cordance with the accepted prin-
ciples of right and wrong that
govern the conduct of a profes-
sion." Is L/D debate coaching a
profession?

--Not if you're supposed to
makealivin'atit! Yuk, yuk.

--Right. Avoid the bean dip,I
getit, these Oreosaren't too stale-

-No,old man. Weain'tlettin'
youoff soeasy. Just whatare you
sayin'?

-Hmm. Lincoln-Douglas de-
bate,right?

--Um,yeah.

--Based on values, right?
Heirarchies? Make hard choices
ata single bound?

--That's the theory.

—-0.K.Say youaredebatinga
tight round. The other debater
makes an excellent point about
the nature of humanity asbestial.
Don't smirk, it's notdirty. Tellme,
is it ethical for you to write a
quote on the spot from a famous
philosopher to negate the point?

—-'Course not. It'sagainst the
rules.

--Really? Show me the rule
in the manual that says youcan't
make up a quote whole cloth.
Poof! Instant quote!

—-Well, evenif thereisn'tone,
we all know youshouldn't do it.

--'Shouldn't’ A very good
word. Now, your debater goes
intoaround where she personally
knows one of the judges. Should
she protest him?

-Pends whether he likesher
or not.

--Right. Ididn't have any of
the bean dip. MayI take a mint?

--There's no rule against
havin'someone you know judge
you!

~Justso. Youcan't makesuch
arule. The rule would be unde-
finable, besides being unenforce-
able. But thereisan ethical stan-

45

dard againstit. Your debater has
an edge in the round, which is
from no fault of her opponent,
and should decline the edge.

--Over my dead body she
does. All thatispartof the game.

-Then there should be a rule
to cover it to stop this abuse. But
thereisn't. Sowhatdo youdo?

-Youdo whatyouneed todo
towin the round.

--Oh? Right. Well, been nice
seeing you. Could I take a hand-
ful of Doritos?

-No! Imean,I could careless
about the chips, butIdoresemble
theremarkabout bein' unethical.
What do you suggest? What is
ethical?

-It'sa very simple principle,
really. No competitor should
everreduce the autonomy of ei-
ther the opponent or thejudge.

--Auto--what?

—-Ithink that'sillegalin Kan-
sas.

--Oh, sure, it is a vague con-
cept. But the ethical approach
demands that you broaden the
definition as far as possible. Au-
tonomy means the power of a
person to control his or her own
destiny. Itis within my autonomy
tomake statements about the de-
bate, or to judge it in any way I
deem fair. Itisnot ethical for me
to take away any other person's
ability to do the same. It is not
ethical to deceiveajudgeinany
way. Itisnotethical torefusethat
evidence be examined by either
the judge or the opponent, if
thereisnoruleagainstit. Itisnot
ethical to force an opponent to
use her cross ex time to deter-
mine what the qualificationsare
of a quoted source. Itisnot ethi-
cal to drop an opponent's argu-
ment in the final rebuttal with-
outatleastsaying why it is unim-
portant.

" --Hold it! This time you've
gone too far! Why is that?

--Because you have stopped
being a debater and have become
solely an advocate for a cause.
You have taken advantage of
your power as the final speaker.
But instead of reducing the au-




tonomy of your opponent,in this
case you are reducing the au-
tonomy of the judge. Notlonger
does thejudge have the freedom
to compare arguments without
treading on one debater's au-
tonomy or the other's.

-Istilldon't getit.

--Allright. (Could you open
that bag of Potato Skins?) My
negative opponent has presented
an argument of considerable
weight. In my last rebuttal I ig-
nore hisargument and continue
to profess my own. This tactic
forces the judge to weigh my
opponent'sargument against my
own withoutmy input. Thatisthe
same as lying to a person about
the defects of a used car. Do we
agree that would be unethical?

--Well actually,I havea fine
little beauty thatI would like you
to look at. Only 1000 miles and
driven only by a Latin teacher on
Idesof March.

--Shut up, Winnie. Face it,
Doggy Knees. You want to place
an impossible burden on L/D de-
baters.

--Impossible,did you say? Im-
possible to conceive that someone
would refuse to take advantage
of a helpless victim? Refuse to
sacrifice values on the altar of
value debate? Ah well, perhapsl
am being naive. Itis particularly
poignant, however, that the ac-
tivity you created to help restore
confidence in competitive speech
iswidely recognized as being the
second worst example of dog eat
dog. I wonder what Mr. Lincoln
and Mr. Douglas would say if they
could see their names bandied
about thus. Good day,gentlemen,
using the term generically, of
course.

--Man, am I glad he's not
judgin' my kids! Next thing ya
know, he'll start claimin’ that
eventshave some sort of ethics!

--Yeah. I wonder what the
worst example is? Oh, hi, Ralph.

--Whatcha know, boys? Hey,
who took all my bean dip?

(Bill Davis coaches atBlue Valley,
(KS)and writes thisregular Ros-
trum column.)

(Baldwin from page 22)

ticle.) If you conclude that social
contract theory provides a clear,
persuasive argumenton a topic,
use it with care. Be sure to ex-
plainin detail what you mean by
'social contract’ and why it pro-
vides a useful framework for de-
cision making.

When you do use social con-
tract theory, practice explaining
your arguments in non-
contractarian language which fo-
cuses on thereciprocal nature of
governmentand individual obli-
gations. Avoid theimage of a spe-
cific historical agreement. Don't
speak of joining, forming, or en-
tering society;none of us stepped
into society from outside of soci-
ety. Try tomake your argument
without mentioning the social
contract, the state of nature, the
veil of ignorance, or natural
rights. The point is to try tomake
your social contract argumentin
a way that a non-debate person
could easily understand. If you
can't explain your argument
clearly and persuasively without
lapsing intosocial contractjargon,
it's probably a sign that you have
aweakargumentor noargument
at all. Explaining the social con-
tract without using typical con-
tract terminology indicates that
you understand the key ideas be-
hind social contract theory and
are not simply reifying the lan-
guage.

As things now stand, Social
Contract debate would more ac-
curately characterize theactivity
we call Lincoln Douglas debate.
Hopefully, some debaters will
have the courage to expand the
intellectual bounds of the activ-
ity toinclude the broader variety
of values conflicts implicit in
mostresolutions.

(Jason Baldwin is a student at
Wheaton (IL) College and is a
member of the NFL L/D Topic
Wording Committee. He won the
TOCL/D Tournament in1992.)
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(Dukes from page 36)
are critical to the round; weigh-
ingrelates thoseissues to the com-
pelling position upon which the
debater has based the analysis of
his side of the resolution. Even
for the negative,it should be clear
what the opposition is winning;
certainly, the affirmative should
be able to assess what the nega-
tive is winning. During the final
moments that the debater hasthe
attention of his adjudicators,s/he
must explain why theissuess/he
iswinning have greaterimpactor
value than the ones hisopponent
iswinning. These issues should be
isolated and explained during
crystallization, when weighed in
the final 30 - 45 seconds. The
weighing would relate these is-
suesand the position they support
to the value premise (or core
value). This,afterall,is supposed
to be the basis for decision-mak-
ing. The debater needs to explain
why, as compared to the opposi-
tion, the issuess/heis winningare
morejust, create greater security,
better protectrights, etc. than the
issues thatareleaning toward the
other side. The key phrase in the
preceding sentence is "as com-
pared to the opposition." The de-
bater cannot ignore the other
side; s/he must give greater im-
pact or importance (grelative to
the value premise) to his/her
own position.

The short version of thisar-
ticle is "write the ballot." Think
about what you would like to
have the ballot say in the space
designated toreason for decision.
Then say it. If you do not, youre-
ally have no reason to complain
about the way I see the round.
Please! Don't ask me to think! Do
that for me. Tell me what to
think, what to write on that bal-
lot. Ijust may doit.

(Marilee Dukes coaches at
Vestavia Hills, (AL) She coached
the National Champion in Lincoln
Douglas Debate in 1994.)

The Rostrum




1994 CEDA National Champions
The 1995 UMKC Summer

Debate Institute

UMKC Knows Debate

July 10-23, 1995

What does it take to be a national champion? Learn some of the se-
crets from the coaches of the team that won the 1994 CEDA National
Tournament and were declared 1994 CEDA National Champions. This
year UMKC continues its fine tradition — the debate team is currently
at the top of the CEDA National Sweepstakes ranking.

Affordable Tuition

Tuition for the two week course is $590 and
includes dormitory housing (double occu-
pancy), a flexible meal plan, instruction and a
complete set of camp-produced evidence. A
$50 deposit is required. A non-residential
option allows Kansas City residents to forgo
paying dormitory and/or meal costs.

Special Third Week Option

Exceptional students are invited to apply for
an additional week of study to be held July 24-
30. The student-faculty ration will be 2-1.
Special emphasis will be given to refining
speaking skills and planning multiple competi-
tive strategies. A round-robin tournament will
conclude the session. Phase 2 is limited to 16
students.

College Credit
One to two college credits may be earned at an

additional cost of $30 per hour.

If you're looking for a way to improve your
debating skills, go with the program that
produces results. Write Linda Collier, director
of debate, at the address below. The UMKC
Debate Institute enroliment is limited to 80
positions.

W

1995 Summer Debate Institute

University of Missouri-Kansas City
5100 Rockhill Road

Kansas City, MO 64110-2499
Fax (816) 235-1717




A Tradition in Excellence
The 26th Annual Loyola Marymount University

National Forensic Institutes in Team Debate,
Lincoln Douglas Debate and Individual Events

e WHY HAVE OVER 4800 STUDENTS CHOSEN TO PARTICIPATE IN L.M.U.
INSTITUTES?

Professional The Institute is administered by veteran forensics educators who each
Administration:  possess over 25 years of college and high school teaching and
administrative experience.

Convenient Parents visiting students can stay at the Airport Sheraton or Ritz

Location: Carlton Marina Del Rey, both only 5 minutes from campus. Other
excellent accommodations including world class restaurants and
entertainment are convenient.

Teaching Students will be taught by coaches who have produced national
Staff: champions at the college and high school level.
Recreation: Chaperoned tours to Hollywood, Beverly Hills, Venice Beach, Los

Angeles museums, Disneyland, Downtown Los Angeles, and
Dodger games. With parental permission, students may walk or bus
to nearby beachers.

Evidence: Students will have access to the best evidence and briefs produced by
earlier institutes and all the labs at the institutes. More than 6000
pages of material were made available in 1994 to policy debaters.
Several hundred pages of generic value briefs were updated and
available to L.D. debaters. Students will receive instruction on and
have access to personal computers and research data bases.

Value: The LMU Institute will enjoy three meals a day provided by Marriott.
Faculty and staff live in and chaperone the residence halls.




Team Debate, Individual Events, Lincoln-Douglas Debate

July 25 - August 5 $ 695 Tuition/Room/Board*
August 5 - August 12 $ 495 Tuition/Room/Board*
July 25 - August 12 $1195 Tuition/Room/Board*

Demonstration:

Practice:

*College Credit*

Scholarship:

Research:

Interpretation:

| INFORMATION
| AND

| BROCHURES
. CONTACT:

*Approximate Cost

Members of the 1991, 1990, 1989, 1988 college team policy national
debate tournament winners have demonstrated in practice rounds the
skills required to succeed. Lincoln Douglas champions have competed
against each other. National champions in extemp and interp also
provided demonstrations.

All participants from novice through varsity level will have a guaranteed
minimum of ten practice rounds.

Students at each session will have the opportunity to secure three units
of advanced placement college credit at NO ADDITIONAL CHARGE.

Full and partial tuition scholarships are available to qualified students.

Students will have access to Loyola’s Library and the 14 research
libraries of U.C.L.A. whose holdings of over 6 million volumes have
been ranked 2nd only to Harvard’s by the A.R.L.

Interp students have had access to working professionals from the
community for the purposes of demonstration and critique. Students
have also secured selections and cuttings through commercial outlets
located in Hollywood.

Prof. Jay B. Busse, Campus Box 256
Loyola Marymount University
Westchester, Calif. 90045

Phone 1-800-638-7426 or (310) 338-7427




National Champions Coach at
[]fj Bradley University!

July 16-29, 1995

Be a Part of the Winning Team at Bradley's
Two Week Summer Forensics Institute

* Prepare a polished event of your choice adapted to your state rules.

Events:

% Dramatic Interp » Humorous Interp

% Prose Interp % Poetry/Verse Interp

% Extemporaneous Speaking % Oratory

% Original Comedy % Special Occasion Speaking

* Gain practical insights into the basic principles of forensics competition!
* Receive customized coaching by winning high school and college coaches and
members of the National Championship Bradley University Speech Team!

For Brochures and More Information
Contact the Division of Continuing

Education and Professional Development
(309) 677-2377 or (800) 552-1697

Fees:
Summer Forensics Institute
Tuition and Meals: $525
Tuition, Room & Board: $695
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How mMany of these

| topics will your class or
| team argue this year?

' .

These are just a few of the topics covered ~ ® Get your students started right with The CQ
in The C@ Researcher this year! Researcher, the source that offers background,

T R —— ®  outlook, pros and cons, a chronology and two
, 3 Political Scandals, May 1994 e bibliographies on a different current topic
: @3 Public Opinion and Foreign Policy, July 1994 ever}_’ week! .
(3 Religion and Politics, October 1994 ® Single copies of The CQ Researcher are
O Talk Show Democracy, April 1994 available for just $7.00 each — order now!
(3 Testing Term Limits, November 1994 LA

Business and Economics:
3 Economic Sanctions, October, 1994

O Mutual Funds, May 1994 o
3 Soccer in America, April 1994
3 Underground Economy, March 1994 i
, O Education Standards, March 1994 e Toorder: Please return this entire page or a photocopy to
O Education and Gender, June 1994 Congressional Quarterly Inc. Attn: Kim Goldberg, Depart-
. (3 Home Schooling, September 1994 o ment RT, 1414 22nd Street NW, Washington, D.C. 20037
O3 Religion in Schools, February 1994 )
, 3 Racial Tensions in Schools, January 1994 ﬁ::e
Health and Wellness: Schoo:
PY Phone: ( )
O Blood Supply Safety, November 1994 Address:
| 3 Birth Control Choices, July 1994 ° City:
‘ O Prozac Controversy, August 1994 State: ZIP:
O Regulating Tobacco, September 1994
. . R ® Total 7.00 =
O Reproductive Ethics, April 1994 P(I)uz 577%33(0.0 only) i
Science and the Environment: o HTOtal - X 3
O Bi P.O. T
3 Genetically Engineered Foods, August 1994 ° Autliorrizzd Signgtl::l:er
O Historic Preservation, October 1994 A Check enclosed. Pl K bl onal W
3 Public Land Policy, June 1994 o eck enclosed. eas'e rr'1a ti,paya e‘to Congressional Quarterly Inc.
(73 Regulating Pesticides, January 1994 O3 Please send me SUl?SC?‘lptl'OH mforr.natlon. .
(0 Water Quality, February 1994 ° O Please send subscription information to my library:
. . e et pm- ibrarian:
Sacial, Ethnic and Civil Rights Issues: R glhrjgian
3 Crime Victims’ Rights, July 1994 Phone: ( )
O Courts and the Media, September 1994 ° Address:
3 Gun Control, June 1994 City:
O Juvenile Justice, February 1994 ° State: ZIP;
O Welfare Experiments, September 1994 C For more information or bulk order discounts, call
Py Q CQ customer service at (202) 887-8621 or
[800] 432-2250 ext. 621. ALRTBS




Advancing in Debate:
Skills & Concepts

George Ziegelmueller,
Scott L. Harris and Dan Bloomingdale

A complete textbook for advanced debaters
from three highly respected college debate
coaches. Recent debate theories and their
practical applications for high school debate are
covered.
Features
Critique strategy and arguments for and
against its use.
Storytelling and its use in focusing critical
arguments for the judge.
Judging paradigms and their implications.
Permutations, agent counterplans,
international fiat, and theoretical issues
related to counterplans.

r ORDER FORM — Prices good through December 31, 1995 _}

: ( TITLE QTY _LIST NET AMOUNT) }

I P.O. Box 19240 Advancing in Debate (HB) $28.00 $21.00 |
Topeka, KS 66619-0240 Advancing in Debate (SB) $20.00 $15.00

| Publishing  PhoneFax: 913-862.0218 Teacher's Manual $800 § 600 |

| Since 1948 In the U.S. 1-800-845-1916 Mastering Competitive Debate (HB) ___ $30.00 $22.50 |

l Mastering Competitive Debate (SB) $20.00 $15.00 I
Teacher's Manual $ 8.00 $ 6.00

| [ PLEASE PRINT OR TYPE J Lincoln-Douglas Debate $24.67 $18.50 [

l Teacher's Manual $ 6.67 $ 5.00 |
Basic Drama Projects $22.00 $16.50

| Name Creative Communication $1933  $14.50 |

| School 38 Basic Speech Experiences $2133  $16.00 |

' More Than Talking $15.33 $11.50 I

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

i tate__Zip_____ )
| Cv S P v PLEASE NOTE 20.01.( T(;lT}AIL - |
| Telephone _— hipping andling* .......... l
+ To receive the school net price, SUBTOTAL ..covvveversoreecarnesene
| order must be accompanied by | KS Sales Tax (5.15%)** ..., |
check or school purchase order.

| J VISA [0 MASTERCARD + Use list price for credit card TOTAL AMOUNT |

l Card # orders. * 8% of Book Total on orders of 6 or more books (15% I

l . * A manual and one free book are for Canadian orders). On orders of 5 books or fewer, I

| Expiration Date included with each order of 25 add $3 for the first book and $1 for each additional l

Signature books. book ordered ($3 and §2 for Canadian orders).
I L ) ** Applies to individuals in Kansas only. l
e -




1995
WISCONSIN INSTITUTE

for Debate and Forensics

Sponsored by the Wisconsin Forensic Coaches Association and the Wisconsin Debate
Coaches Association, three fourths of our staff will be active high school coaches who
represent many of the best programs in the Midwest. The remaining staff will be top
college competitors from across the nation.

This will be the most comprehensive summer institute in the nation! With over 250

years of coaching experience in 20 categories of competition at both the middle and
senior high level.

POLICY DEBATE INDIVIDUAL EVENTS

ONE WEEK' INSTITUTES ONE WEEK MIDDLE LEVEL INSTITUTE

July 30-August 6 or August 613 July 30— August 5 |
TWO WEEK INSTITUTE ONE WEEK SENIOR HIGH INSTITUTE
July 30~ August 13 August 6-13

LINCOLN-DOUGLAS DEBATE
ONE WEEK INSTITUTE
July 30-August b
TWO WEEK INSTITUTE
July 30-August 13

The institute will be held at Lawrence University in Appleton, Wisconsin.
For more information write to :

Debate: Clif Morton Individual Events: Lynda Luce
8768 Culoff Road N2209 Birchwood Dr.
New London, WI 54961 Waupaca, WI 45981
Phone: (414) 841-5740 (voice mail) Phone: (715) 258-4131 Ex 205

(414) 989-6908 home (715) 2587882 home




Rank Change

1 -

2 +3

3. -1

4. +2

5. -2

6. 10

7. +4

8. - -4

9. -2
10. 2
1L +4
12 3
13. -3
14. 2
15. +17
16. +6
17. 4
18. -4
19. -
20. -2
21 -
22, -5
23. +1
24. +5
25, -
26. +40
27. -7
28. -
29. -6
30. +3
31. +6
32 -2
33. +5
34. -3
35. +7
36. -10
37. -1
38. +10
39. -5
40. +1
41. -14
42, -7
43. -3
44, -5
45, -1
46. +12
47. -4
48. +1
49. -5
50. +2
51. -4
52. +2
53. +2
54, -4
55. +2
56. -10
57. +2
58. -7
59. +16
60. -4
61, +3
62. -9
63. +23
64. +15
64. +9
66. +1
67. +7
68. -5
69. -4
70. -9
71. +9
72 +5
73. -1
74. -6
75. -13
76. -6
7. -9
78. -18
78. -2
80. +8
81. -
82 +3
83. -12
84. -2
85, -2
86. -8
87. -3
88. -1
89. +2
90. +7
01. -1
92 -3
93. -
4. -2
95. -1
96. -1
97, -1
98. -
99. -

; ‘

District

Northern South Dakota
Heart of America
Kansas Flint-Hills
Rushmore

Show me

Northern Ohio
Hoosier South

West Kansas

East Kansas

South Kansas
Eastern Ohio

Sierra

Central Minnesota
San Fran Bay

Great Salt Lake
New York City
Southern Minnesota
Nebraska

Mlini
Carver-Truman
Hoosier Central
Rocky Mountain-South
Eastern Missouri
Florida Manatee
Northern Illinois
Montana

Ozark

North East Indiana
Calif. Coast

West Iowa
Northern Wisconsin
East Iowa

Western Washington
South Oregon
Northwest Indiana
South Florida
Sundance

Colorado

Big Valley
Nebraska South
South Texas
Northern Lights
East Texas

Hole in the Wall
New York State
Idaho

Nevada

Southern Calif.
East Los Angeles
Deep South

East Oklahoma
Eastern Washington
Rocky Mountain-North
Louisiana

New Mexico
Pennsylvania
Pittsburgh

South Carolina
North Coast (Ohio)
Tall Cotton

Valley Forge
Utah-Wasatch
Southern Wisconsin
Georgia Northern Mountain
Western Ohio

Lone Star

Georgia Southern Peach
Central Texas

West Oklahoma
West Virginia

Wind River

Tarheel East

North Dakota Roughrider
West Los Angeles
New England
Tennessee
Mississippi

Florida Sunshine
Gulf Coast

Carolina West
Iroquois

Capitol Valley (California)
North Oregon
Greater Illinois
North Texas Longhorns
Arizona

Southern Colorado
West Texas

Maine

Big Orange
Kentucky
Mid-Atlantic

New Jersey
Michigan

Alaska

Patrick Henry
Puget Sound

Hawaii

Guam

DISTRICT STANDINGS
(February 1, 1995)

Ave. No. Degrees
139.77
122.00
12158
119.20
111.40
107.44
107.00
10613
105.00

98.52
96.42
94.00
93.60
87.09
83.84
83.60
83.50
82.92
82.82
81.05
76.94
76.26
75.05
74.85
74.84
74.47
7272
7221
71.46
70.89
70.66
7025
69.06
67.69
67.00
66.85
65.66
65.55
65.45
65.28
64.33
64.15
64.06
64.05
61.69
60.77
60.28
59.85
59.53
5752
55.40
55.23
54.94
54.08
53.94
53.42
53.30
5316
52.71
5156
51.31
50.29
49.11
48.87
48.87
48.80
4815
48.13
48.07
47.71
47.38
47.00
46.05
45.92
45.55
44.68
4441
4352
4352
43.05
4281
42.00
4154
4142
4125
40.53
38.74
36.33
34.92
34.07
33.76
3240
31.69
28.46
27.50
25.73
22,61
16.58

9.00

Second Largest Chapter
Watertown
Independece-Truman
Washburn Rural
Sioux Falls-Lincoln
Lee's Summit
Austintown-Fitch
Evansville-Reitz
Hutchinson

Shawnee Mission Northwest
Field Kindley
Carroliton
Bakersfield

Apple Valley

James Logan

Kearns

Bronx HS of Science
Eagan

Millard-North
Downers Grove-South
Neosho

Brebeuf Prep

Golden

Pattonville

Martin County

New Trier

Bozeman
Springfield-Glendale
Chesterton

Lynbrook

West Des Moines-Valley
Appleton-East
Muscatine

Auburn

Ashland

Plymouth
Miami-Palmetto
Bingham

Cherry Creek
Modesto-Beyer
Hastings
Houston-Bellaire
Grand Rapids

Spring

Sheridan

Newburgh Free Academy
Boise

Douglas
Redlands

Damien

Vestavia Hills

Broken Arrow

Mead

Standley Lake

Caddo Magnet
Albuquerque Academy
Belle Vernon Area
Cathedral Prep

T.L. Hanna

Gilmour Academy
Amarillo

Holy Ghost Prep
Ogden

West Bend East
Westminster
Centerville

Plano

Carroliton

San Antonio-Churchill
Alva

Wheeling Park
Casper-Natrona County
Chapel Hill

Magic City Campus
Arroyo Grande
Lexington, MA
Montgomery Bell Academy
Hattiesburg

Academy of the Hold Names
Gregory-Portland
Providence

Bishop Kearney
Sacramento-Kennedy
Clackamas ~
Belleville-West
Newman Smith
Dobson

Air Academy
Montwood

Cape Elizabeth
Huntington Beach
Boone County

Edison, VA
Bergenfield
Portage-Northern
Robert Service
Kempsville

Oak Harbor

Punahou

St. John's

Degrees
413

301
369
257
287
165
412
222,
410
204
223
336
316
2177
239
366
221
264
422
200
183
227
180

106

189

104
155
153
169
93
120
129
123
29
80
97
100
35
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Announcing the

1995 Bates Summer Debate Institutes

National Policy Institute: June 25 - July 15
Lincoln-Douglas Workshop: June 25 - July 8

Student-faculty ratio carefully limited to 6:1

All lab groups led by senior staff, and each student works with each
faculty member

Alumni of the Bates Institute include members of the 1987 and 1988 NFL
and the 1992 NCLF championship debate teams

Daily supervised library research
Numerous critiqued practice rounds

Bates ensures that all instructional groups are led by professional debate
coaches with years of teaching experience. Each group is assisted by an
outstanding college debater. The 1995 faculty will include many of these
past faculty members:

Paula Nettles, Director: Director of Forensics, Woodward Academy, Atlanta, GA; NFL
Diamond Key Coach; Barkley Forum Key Coach; high school debate coach for nineteen
years

Mark Kelsey: Debate Coach, Lexington High School, Lexington, MA

Gregory Myberg: Debate Coach, The Westminster Schools, Atlanta, GA; Coach of the
1991 and 1988 NFL Cross-x Debate Champs

Chris Wheatley: Debate Coach, Pace Academy, Atlanta, GA
Ed Williams: Debate Coach, Charlotte Latin School, Charlotte, NC

Students live in single and double rooms in one of the college's modern
dormitories, supervised by adult members of the teaching faculty. The
pastoral 109-acre campus located in Lewiston, Maine, is about 140 miles
northeast of Boston and within half an hour's drive to the coast. All
meals, including a lobster feast on the Fourth of July, are included in the
comprehensive fee.

Comprehensive institute fees include tuition, handbook, copies of the
institute briefs, room and board. Policy Debate Institute $960; Lincoln-
Douglas Debate Workshop, $610. Need-based financial aid and payment
plans are available to qualified applicants.

For further information:
Bates Debate Institutes, Office of Summer Programs
Bates College, Lewiston, ME 04240
(207) 786-6077, email: ewhitake @bates.edu




CROSS EXAMINATION LINCOLN/DOUGLAS INDIVIDUAL EVENTS
June 27-July 15 June 28-July 14 June 28-July 14

* FACULTY: Our staff is noted for its teaching experience, creativity, and innovation in theory. We urge you to compare
our faculty with those of higher priced institutes. We offer quality instruction at an affordable price.

o SHERRY HALL, HARVARD UNIVERSITY e JONATHAN BrRODY, UNIVERSITY OF TEXAS o Kevin Kuswa, UNIVERSITY OF TEXAS

e BriAN McCBRIDE, UNIVERSITY OF TEXAS e AARON TmMMONS, THE GREENHILL SCHOOL o ANN Davis, Epison HS, VIRGINIA

e Jay Unick, CoLLEGE PREP, CALIFORNIA e KEN OcGDEN, McCuLLouGH HS, HousToN e ANTHONY FicLIOLA, HOLY GHOST PREP
¢ DEBBIE SIMON, MILTON ACADEMY e BILL SHANAHAN, WEBER STATE e KaTE SHUSTER, EMORY UNIVERSITY

¢ Ranpy Cox, MILTON ACADEMY o MATTHEW WHITLEY, UNIVERSITY OF TEXAS

PLUS MEMBERS OF THE 1992-1993 & 1993-1994 AMERICAN FORENSIC ASSOCIATION NATIONAL DEBATE TOURNAMENT--
NATIONAL |E TOURNAMENT OVERALL CHAMPIONS AND
MEMBERS oF THE UNIVERSITY OF TEXAS" 1994 AFA-NATIONAL INDIVIDUAL EVENTS TOURNAMENT NATIONAL CHAMPIONSHIP TEAM!

. RESEARCH FACILITIES: Institute participants will enjoy authorized access to the University of Texas library,
one of the nation's largest. While attending the institute, students will have free access to HARVEX, Harvard's electronic
evidence exchange, and the literary library of the UT Individual Events team.

. CURRICULUM: Instruction will be tailored to the student's specific needs. Individual Events students can receive tutorials
in two distinct events from national champions and national finalists in all UIL, NFL, CFL and TFA events. )
The debate workshops will include a unique discussion of debate's 'philosophic turn'. After all University of
Texas debaters gave the Kritik its birth in mterco]leglate debate. Our staff includes many of the Kririk’s major theoretical
proponents and detractors! We offer an honest, wcll-bﬂanccd discussion of dcbate theory, not simply a onc-sided perspective.
Students® skills are developed through practice rounds and individual research with low student-faculty ratios (6:1).

¢  ACCOMMODATIONS: THE CASTILIAN.

« Rated one of the TOP TEN private dorms in the country. o In room telephone connections

» Suites are air-conditioned and furnished with refrigerators. * Weight room/Game rooms

¢ Meals: 3 on weekdays, 2 on weekends (cost included in fee) e Indoor/outdoor swimming

¢ 24 Hour professional security » Computer work stations.
INSTITUTE DIRECTORS:

+JoEL RoLLINS (Director of Debate at UT); During Mr. Rollins' six years as director of The UT debate program, UT teams have
reached the finals at the Dartmouth, Emory, Harvard, Wake Forest, University of Southern California, Redlands, Baylor, and
National Novice tournaments. In 1993, UT cleared the maximum of three teams at the National Debate Tournament. Currently,
the University of Texas has the longest running streak of two first-rounds to the NDT.

+PETER POBER (Director of Individual Events at UT); Mr. Pober is the recipient of the 1991 Texas Forensics Educator of the
year award and his teams have produced nine National Champions and thirty-one finalists at the AFA National Tournament.
Last year the UT Team won The AFA Individual Events National Championship!

v LoTs oF FREE Copies vV INDIVIDUALIZED TUTORIALS V' 24 HOUR PRIVATE SECURITY v ELECTRONIC DATA BASES
v FINANCIAL AID & COMMUTER RATES AVAILABLE

THE UNIVERSITY OF TEXAS NATIONAL INSTITUTE IN FORENSICS IS THE ONLY AUSTIN INSTITUTE THAT ; (1) 1S SANCTIONED BY TIIE
UNIVERSITY OF TEXAS; (2) PROVIDES AUTHORIZED ACCESS TO THE UNIVERSITY OF TEXAS LIBRARIES; (3) IS NOT FOR
PROFIT; (4) AND IS SPONSORED BY THE 1992-1993 & 1993-1994 AFA NDT-NIET OVERALL NATIONAL CHHAMPIONS.

WE PLEDGE TO KEEP OUR COST LOW. ANTICIPATED TUITION, ROOM & BOARD TO BE LESS THAN $975 FOR ALL SESSIONS

For further information, including a brochure (when available), contact:
Peter Pober, Dept. of Speech Communication, UT at Austin, Austin, TX. 78712
Telephone: 512-471-1957 FAX: 5]2-471-3504




ONLY FROM NTC...WINNING DEBATE RESOURCES FOR 1995-96!
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Changing the Policy
of the United States
Government Toward
the People’s
Republic of China

“What should be the policy of the
United States government toward 4
People’s Republic of China?”

Lynn Goodnight
James Hunter
Eric Truett

é’é Contemperary lssues Series

Modifying Our
Policy Toward
the People’s
Republic of
China

\\K
NIe Contemporary Issues Series

United States
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Changing the Policy of the
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The Complete Resource Handbook

Analyzes the problems, outlines the issues, and
offers supporting evidence for this year’s topic.
Also provides names and addresses of organiza-
tions publishing relevant material.
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United States Policy Toward
the People’s Republic of China
An Overview of the Issues Affecting the
Policy of the United States Toward the
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Everything debaters need to grasp this year's
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issues, ramifications, alternate solutions, more:
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Modifying Our Policy Toward
the People’s Republic of China
A Critical Analysis of the United States
Government’s Policy Toward the People’s
Republic of China

Many of the essays and articles have appeared
in specialized journals and other scholatly pub-
lications generally not available in libraries used
by high school debaters.
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SAVE on convenient topic sets!
Save $26.60 on Team Special

Set of 9 books (3 of each title)
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Save $8.90 on Topic Special
Set of 3 books (1 of each title)
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