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Gay Brasher

NFL Coach of the Year, 2000




*

*
%
*

VISA'
[ v

CDE Debate and Extemp Camps

This year YOU are invited to join us.
Team Debate Camp: Lincoln Douglas, Extemp Camp and Student Congress: June 30 - July 15, 2001.
$1125, Alumni $985, Commuters $540, Teachers and Coaches $440
(Held at Northern Arizona University in Flagstaff).
Costs include tuition, room, meals, free tourist day, 1,500 debate blocks or 400 articles,
15-24 critiqued practice rounds. Acceptance guaranteed or money refunded.

of......

The Best in the Nation

More rounds, More classes, More success, Guaranteed.

In 1990 became the first U.S. debaters to win the World College Debate Championship.
In 1991 CDE graduates won two events at Nationals plus second and fourth place trophies.
In 1993 CDE graduates won three events at Nationals plus two second places and two third place trophies.

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

In 1995 CDE graduates won three National Championships.

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

In 1997 CDE alumni won two National Championships.

In 1999 CDE alumni won the National Debate Championship and another National
Extemp Championship.

In 2000 won our 12th National Extemp Championship

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

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

Each camp is limited to the first 60 appli-
cants. An $85 application fee must accom-
pany entry. Check or credit card accepted.

_,..____...-_..____._______._____..__.._________..._________ ____________

Mail to: CDE, P. 0. Box Z, Taos, N. M. 87571
Senilou Boagress Phone: (505) 751-0514  Fax: (505) 751-9788
Visit the CDE Web Site - www.cdedebate.com
Team Tiebgte Email - bennett@]laplaza.org
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I have enclosed my $85 application check (or CCi# and expiration). Send me my full packet today.




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
TRUTHFULLY make the claim. The thing youneed
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 staft. No other insti-
tute offers you Catherine Bennett (coach of three na-
tional extemp champions and the ONLY coach whose
students "closed out" final round at Nationals in Lin-
coln Douglas), and a staff of 27 more who between
them have produced top debate speaker, two national
championship debate teams, three firsts in L.D. at Na-
tionals, and seven National champions in extemp.

Other teachers include Geof Brodak (1999 Na-
tional Debate Champion, 2™ at L.D. Nationals in
1996), Bob and Anne Jones of Oregon (coach of 37
National qualifiers, and National trophyists in both
extemp and Lincoln Douglas debate), Josh Levine
(Univ. of Colorado and a recent National Champion),
Frank Inizarry (former Director of Forensics at Pace
University and author of THE REALLY BIG COM-
PUTER RESEARCH book), Bill Bennett (author and
or editor of over one hundred books, past national
policy debate champion, coach of National Champi-
ons in team debate, extemp, and Lincoln Douglas
debate). \

Second is the work commitment 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. ftis
in your best interest to compare what percentage of
CDE graduates qualify for Nationals compared 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 critiqued practice
rounds you receive. WE don't just give you a "tour-
nament” at the end. At CDE you get critiqued
nondecision rounds through the whole camp. [f you
are in policy debate that means 16 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. Itis
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 er-
ratic vagueries of an individual coach or two. AtCDE
you follow a class, practice, and research format per-
fected since 1969. Hour-by-hour you move through
a learning plan that exposes you to different teachers
who excel at the subject they are helping you with.
And this happens to you 6 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 prod-
ded and even eat some of your meals with staff mem-
bers 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 fig-
ure 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 1s 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 Na-
tional Champions than any other camp. I hope you'll
join us this upcoming summer.,




CONTEST » CONTEST « CONTEST » CONTEST

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

Chances are, you know the three Rs - “readin, ritin and
rithmetic.” But have you heard about the fourth one,
"retirement planning?”

The Lincoin Financial Group®
Scholarship Video Speech Contest is the
first of its kind in the nation. This contest
gives you an opportunity to fearn about the
advantages of retirement planning and
compete for a scholarship for your future
education at the same time.

How does the contest work?

W You must prepare an original expository speech no more
than five minutes in length.

B The speech must be videotaped -
production quality wifl not be part of
the judging. Lincoln will retape the
winning speeches, if necessary, for the
excerpts to be shown on LFG.com and
at the 2001 NFL Nationals.

B  Only one videotaped speech per school
may be submitted. If several students in
your school wish to participate, a local
school elimination should be held.

What’s the deadline?

All entries are due to Lincoln Financial
Group on or before May 1, 2001.

What are the prizes?

B The grand-prize winner will receive a
$2,000 scholarship.

W The second-place winner will receive a
$1,000 scholarship.

B Both winners will qualify for expository
speaking at the 2001 Lincoln Financial

Group National Finals in Oklahoma City. Entries should be mailed to:

Lincoln Financial Group, NFL Video Speech
Contest - 2H-09, 1300 5. Clinton, Fort Wayne. IN 46802. Include
with the videotape a typed sheet of paper containing the
school name, ¢oach name, address and phone number, the
student name, address and home phone number.

B Excerpts from the speeches will be pub-
lished in several Lincoln publications reaching
an audience of more than 700,000.

B Video excerpts from the winning speeches will be shown
online at LFG.com and at the 2001 NFL Nationals in
Cklahoma City.

Who’s judging?

A panel of judges from Lincoln Financial Group senior manage-

ment will select one grand-prize winner and one second-place

B Coaches of each winner will be awarded a
$500 honorarium.

What’s the topic?
The Fourth R: Retirement Planning - it's never too early
to start. :

Where do 1 find information?

You can find more information about retirement planning at
your school or public library or on the Internet. Search topics
could include: “Retirement Planning,” "Annuities,”
“Financiat Planning,” "Investing.”

Who’s eligibie to enter?

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

1 Lincoln

Financial Groupe

winner. Judges’ decisions are final. Winners will be contacted
by May 16, 2001. Winners will be congratulated at the 2001
NFL Nationals and announced in the September issue of
Rostrusm. No entries can be returned. By entering, participants
agree to these rules and to the use of their speech, name,
photo or likeness without compensation. NFL expository
speaking rules (NFL National Manual pages 9-10) will apply.

Who is Lincoln Financial Group?

Lincoln Financial Group is a diverse group of financial services
companies, all dedicated to helping make the financial world
clear and understandable so you can make informed decisions
t0 help meet your financial objectives. As the NFL's overall
corporate sponsor, Lincoln Financial Group funds the national
tournament, provides coach training, student prizes and
$74,000 in student scholarships. Watch for more information
in the April issue of Rostrum.




Tep W. BELCH, ¥ITE PAEHIENT
Grenereox NorTH Hiss Scraol
2300 SeErMER RD
MNortaEROOK, [L 60062
Prone: B47-509-2648
thelech@glenbrook.kl2.ik.us

Wi Liam Woops Tate, Ik, PRESIDENT
MoxTeomMeRy BELL Acapmay

4001 HarpING

MasrvieLE, TN 37205

ProNE: 615-269-3959
TATEB@MONTGOMERYBELL.COM

FRANX SFERRA

Murien Hios Sehioon

3501 S, LowsLy Bivp
Deaver, CO 80236

Prone: 303-761-1764
Sferra@mullen.pvi.k12.co.us

Dorus D. RopERTS
WarerTown Hich Scroar.

200 - S Smrest NLE.
WartertowN, SD 57201
PHows: 605-882-6324
ddrabchooks@hotmail.com

Bro. Rene Symener FSC

La Sacte Couiese Hren ScrooL
8605 CHELTENHAM AVE
Wynpmoor, PA 19038
Prong: 215-233-2911

Fax: 215-233-1418

HaroLo KeLtgr
DaveneorT-Wist Hieh Scroon
3505 W, Locusy St
DavesrorT, 1A 52804
PHONE: 316-386-5500
HCKeller@aol.com

San Antonio-Crurcaiy HS
12049 Branco Rp
Sar Antonio, TX 78216
Prong: 210-442-0800, Ext 352
kking003@neisd.net
Don CraBrREE
Parx Hi1 Hicu Scraol
7701 N. W. Baray Rp
Kansas Ciry, MO 64153
Prong: §16-741-407C
crabtreed@ParkHill.k12.mo.ns

Grpa Feratson

Herirace Hall Hiox Sonwcon.
1800 N. W. 122nD

Orranoma Crry, 0K 73120
PHoxE: 405-749-3033
glerguson@heritagehall com

MICHAEL BURTON, ALTERNATE
12604 L32%p Ave, Cr. B,
Puyariur, WA 98374-4866
Puowe: 253-845-1982
xxcoach@sprintmail.com

NFL Website: debate.uvm.edu/nfl.html
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THE ROSTRUM

Official Publication of the National Foreugj, Lesgue
(USPS 471-180) (ISSN 1073-5526)
James M. Copeland
Editor and Publisher
Sandy Krueger
Editorial Assistant
P.O. Box 38
Ripon, Wisconsin 54971-0038
(920) 748-6206
The Rostrum (471-180) iy published monthly, except July and August eaeh sthool year
by the National Forensic League, 125 Watson St., Ripon, Wisconsin 54971, Periodieal
postage paid at Ripon, Wisconsin 54971. POSTMASTER: send address changes to THE
Rostrum, P.O, Box 38, Ripon, Wisconsin 54971.
SUBSCRIPTION PRICES
Individuals: $10 one year; $15 two years. Member Schools $5.00 eaeh additional sub.
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ON THE COVER: Coach of the Year Gay Brasher
Leland HS, California
MARCH: Focus on lndividual Speech Events.

NFL Topic Page: sites.netseape.net/topicpagenfi/homepage

NFL COACH OF THE YEAR, 2000

(' { ay Brasher, NFL Chapter Sponsor at NFL's
U]argest chapter, Leland High School in San Jose, Cali-
fornia, is NFL's Coach of the Year 2000! Gay is:

Dedicated: The leland Chapter was the largest in the Na-
tion in 2000 with 578 members and degrees and second to Houston-
Bellaire in the addition of new degrees with 226,

Successful: Gay has coached 33 students to 11 national
tournaments including a second place in Drama and three semifinal-
ists. She also coached Californta State Champions in six different
events: Thematic Interp, Oratory, Expository, Impromptu, L/D De-
bate and Advocacy.

Competent: She has served as President of the Louisiana
Speech Association and President of the California Coast League,
four terms. Annually she hosts an ESL tournament and a Junior

High tournament.

Enthusiastic: Gay loves her work and her students. Her
bubbling personality and hard work have built one of NFL's great-
est chapters!

Honored: Ms. Brasher was Louisiana Speech Teacher of
the Year, San Jose Unifted School District Teacher of the Year and is
amember of the CHSSA Hall of Fame. Her program won the WSCA
K-12 Model Program Award. Gay has eamed three NFL diamonds.

Gay Brasher, NFL Coach of the Year, 2000.
Congratulations!

! ! New Schelarship Contest ! !
Lincoin Financial Group Scholarship Video Speech Contest

Record a 5-minute Expository Speech and Win
Details on Page 2

I Prize $2,000
2% Prize §1,000

|

Executive Council Minutes on page 56
Technology Survey Results on pages 78, 80, 83 & 84

STORYTELLING TOPIC AREA AT OKLAHOMA NATIONALS: TALL TALES

MARCH - APRIL LINCOLN FINANCIAL GROUP L/D DEBATE TOPIC
R: The public's right to know cught to be valued above the right to privacy of candidates for public office.

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

The National Forensic League does not recormmend or endorse




Introducing:

The Championship

The Policy Program
June 17 through July 6, 2000

Presently Committed Full-Time Instructional Staff:

Alex Pritchard, Chair, Championship Debate Group
Director of Debate, Greenhill School
TOC Championship: 2000 NFL Championships: 1998, 1996

Scott Deatherage, Associate Director, Championship Debate Group
Director of Debate, Northwestern University
National Debate Tournament Championships: 1999, 1998, 1995, 1994

Kenda Cunningham, University of North Texas
Dan Lingel, Director of Debate, Jesuit College Prep, Texas
Tim Mahoney, St. Mark’s School of Texas
Cody Morrow, University of North Texas
Ryan Sparacino, Dartmouth College

Additional Staff to be Added

Complete Brochure Mailed in January

The Championship Group
540 North Lake Shore Drive, Suite 316
Chicago, IL 60611

www.thechampionshipgroup.com

On the Campus of
The University of North Texas, Denton, Texas




Debate Group

The Lincoln-Douglas Program
June 24 through July 6, 2000

Presently Committed Full-Time Instructional Staff:

Michael Bietz, Director of Lincoln-Douglas Debate
Edina High School, Minnesota
Coach of Elimination Round Qualifiers at NFL (Finals), TOC,
St. Mark’s, the Glenbrooks, Harvard, and Mid-America Cup

Dave Huston, Director of Debate
Highland Park High School, Texas
Coach of the 1999 NFL Champion

Mazin Sbaiti, Director of Debate
R.L. Turner High School, Texas
Coach of 5§ NFL Elimination Round Qualifiers and 3 TOC Elimination
Round Qualifers in the Last 4 Seasons

Additional Staff to be Added — Full Brochure Available in January

The Championship Philosophy:

e [Interactive Curriculum o Championship Caliber Instruction
o [Individual Attention o Effective Strategy Design
e Practice, Practice, Practice!l!! e C(Clash, Clash, Clash!!!
o Fundamental Skills that Work from Topic to Topic And Audience to
Audience

o Fun and Friendship in a College Living and Learning Environment

On The Campus Of
The University of North Texas, Denton, Texas



THE CAPITOL CLASSIC
DEBATE INSTITUTE

Was hington D.C.
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A Prominent Location In Washington, D.C.

Easy access to:

The Library of Congress
m Private Think Tanks

m Governmentat Agencies
m Congressional Offices

An Expert Siati*

Ronald Bratt, Coach of First-Ranked Team in NDT
Gordon Stables, Coach of 1997 NDT Finalists
Stephen Heidt. Coach of 2000 NDT Champicn

Jon Paul Lupo, 2000 NOT Champion

Kate Charles, Quarters at 2000 CEDA Nationals
Larry Heftman, Top Seed/Seventh Speaker, 2000 NDT
Michael Lee, Quarters at 2000 CEDA Nationals
Alison Chase, Nationally-Ranked Debater
Michael Pomorski, Winner, 1998 GDS Tournament
* 2000 staff listed, most are expected to return in 2001.

A Quality Education
® Hands-en Instruction

B Low Student-to-Faculty Ratio
® Small Seminar Classes

» Numerous Practice Debates
m Fuli Tournament with Awards

Appiy How!

To receive an application, contact Summer Sessions at
{202} 319-5257 or cua-summers@cua.edu.

For more information about the Capitol Classic Debate
Institute, contact Ronald Bratt, director, at
(202) 319-5447 or bratt@cua.edu.

Visit Qur Web Site: http://debate.cua.edu for information
and to view photos of last year’s institute.

, 2001

THE CATHOLIC UNIVERSITY OF AMERICA




OKLAHOMA IS PROUD TO HOST

NATIONALS 2001
"WHERE THE BEST MEET THE WEST"

Oklahoma is proud to host
Nationals 2001, “Where the Best Meet the
West,” June 10--15.

Oklahoma City is a surprise to many
visitors & newcomers, with all the friendli-
ness of a small town & the amenities of a
large city. Our state name, Oklahoma, means
“Land of the Red People” in the Choctaw
language. The city itself was borm in a single
day-April 22, 1889, when the areaknown as
the Unassigned Lands in Oklahoma Terri-
tory was opened for settlement. When the
cannon fired at noon that day, thousands
of men & women raced into two million acres
of land, made their claims &, ovemight, Okla-
homa City grew out of the plains! In just
over 100 years, this collection of tents grew
to a metropolitan city of nearly one million
inhabitants, Oklahoma City is the third larg-
estU. S, city in land area (608 sq. miles), just
behind Jacksonville, FL (758.7 sq. milesy and
way behind Anchorage, AK (1697.6 sq.
miles)!

The University of Oklahoma in
Norman, OK will serve as the Official Tour-
nament Site. Indeed, all preliminary compe-
tition will be on the campus. The north end
of campus will host all Lincoln-Douglas
Debate in various classroom building. All
other competition is scheduled for the south
end of campus. General registration will be
conducted Sunday from 9:00 A.M. to 3:00
P.M. at the Oklahoma Memorial Union (lo-
cated at 900 Asp Avenue) in the Ballroom
on the third floor; late registration from 3:00
to 9:00 P.M. will be located on second floor
landing of the Union. The Food Court there
offers Sbarro, Taco Mayo, Wendy’s, Wong
Key, Yo-Yo's Yogurt & Chick-fil-A. Akey
feature of the Union’s first floor is The Cross-
roads, a twenty-four hour snack bar!

Froatier City Theme Park, which is
patt of the Six Flags chain, will host our
Opening Assembly Sunday evening in the
Opera House, The park is Iocated just off I-
35 North at the 122" St. Exit. At Frontier
City one may stroll through an authentic
1880’s western town & enjoy over 75 rides,
shows, games & attractions. Experience the

JUNE 10-15

famous Gunfight at the OK Corral, four thrill-
ing coasters, the Renegade Rapids river raft
ride, the perilous Tomahawk & MindBender,
the Mystery River Log Flume & the new
Hangman, a breath-taking free fall! The usual
admission fee is $23, tournament partici-
pants will have the opportunity to purchase
their tickets IN ADVANCE for the special
price of $10 per person! $15 at registration.
(All attendees will be responsible for pur-
chasing their own food.) Ticket orders, with
checks for full payment, should be sent to
Glenda Ferguson, 8324 NW 114% St., Okla-
homa City, OK 73162.

The Myriad Convention Center in
downtown Oklahoma City will be the venue
for Finals on Friday. A $55 million expan-
sion & renovation project has transformed
this facility into a state-of-the-art meeting
location. (Parking is $3 per day, but get there
early!} From the Myriad it is only a short
walk to Bricktown, OKC’s renovated ware-
house & entertainment district that has be-
come the hot spot for fine restaurants, clubs,
galleries & shops. Horse-drawn carriage
rides are available or catch an old-fashioned
“Oklahoma Spirit Trolley” to travel to &
from OK.C atiractions. A fleet of water taxis
takes visitors over the mile-long Bricktown
Canal & our Bricktown Ballpark is home of
the Oklahoma RedHawks baseball team.

Lodging is an important part of the
tournament expetience. Oklahoma 2001 has
assembled a selection of hotels & motels
which ranges from econornical to luxurious.
(A detailed list of specific lodging locations,
rates & amenities may be found elsewhere
nu this article.)

Schools, which desire both convenience &
economy, will want to consider staying on
the OU campus. The Couch Residence Cen-
ter offers twin-bedded suites equipped as
study bedrooms. Each suite has two twin
beds (linens furnished) and shares bath-
roomt facilities with the adjoining suite. Daily
rate is $29 per person & includes $15 inmeals
at several campus locations! The Sooner
Hotel features a choice of king, queen or
twin-bedded rooms with mini-refnigerators,

microwaves, TV/VCR (cable/HBO), tele-
phones, computer modem hook ups & digi-
tal alarm/CD player. Daily rate is $39 for a
twin-bedded room. Both facilities are in the
heart of the competition venue, especially
for Student Congress, drama, speech & team
debate! Popular eating establishments at the
Campus Corner area include La Baguette,
Café Plaid, Victoria’s Pasta, The Wayward
Lentil, The Greek House, New York Pizza,
Manhattan Bagel, Joe's Taverna, Toto’s,
Othello’s and Pepe Delgado’s.

Norman itself offers several areas in
which to stay. One cluster of properties is
found at the 1-35 South & Main Street Exit.
It includes the Fairfield lnn, Guest lmn,
Hampton Inn Norman, La Quinta Inn &
Suites, Montford Inn (B&B) & Super 8
Motel of Norman. They are between 2.5 and
3 miles to the OU campus. Food choices
along Main Street itself might be Arby’s,
The Diner, Bison Witches, Boomerang,
Jimmy’s Egg, Border Crossing, Furr’s Caf-
eteria, Prairie Kitchen, City Bites, Coach’s,
Denny’s, Golden Corral, Grandy’s, Hunan,
Sooner Dairy Lunch, Wendy’s, Long John
Silver’s, Carl’s Jr, Subway, La Baguette & m
Sooner Mall, El Chico, Sbarro’s, Chick-fil-
A. Many dining options exist around the I-
35 South & Main intersection, also known
as “The Strip™: Santa Fe Steak House, Black-
Eyed Pea, Outback Steak House, Cracker
Barrel, Red Lobster, Taste of China, Pearl’s
Oyster Bar, Misal of India Bistro, Souper
Salads, Chili’s, Marie Callender’s, On the
Border, Don Pablo’s, International House
of Pancakes, Olive Garden, McDonald’s,
Charleston’s & Applebee’s.

Another group of Norman properties
is located around 1-35 South & Lindsay
Street. They include the Ramada Inn
Norman, Residence [nn by Marriott Norman
& Travelodge-Norman and they are approxi-
mately 1.3 miles to OU. Meals may be taken
along Lindsay Street at Arby’s,
McDonald’s, KFC, Taco Bell, Taco Bueno,
Atomic Burrito, Bob’s Barbeque (inside
Ramada Inn), Brooklyn Pizza, Legend’s Fine
Dining, Mama Lou’s, Del Rancho, Goldie’s,
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Sonic Drive-In, Classic 50°s Drive-In, Sub-
way, Fazoli’s, Dunkin Donuts & Panda Gar-
dens. Of course, Pizza Hut, PizzaInn, etc. &
afl manner of chain pizza establishrments are
everywhere one looks in Norman—a typi-
cal college town!

Moore, OK, which is approximately
10 miles north of Nonman on 1-3 5, offers four
options: Comfort Inn, Days Inn, Microtel
Inn & Super § Motel of Moore. They have
a full complement of fast food places and
are close to the Indian Hills Steak House &
Barry’s Chicken Ranch which are atI-35 &
Indian Hills Road.

“Meridian Corridor” at1-40 & Me-
ridian Exit is the locale for many of OKC’s
lodging establishments. These properties
are 5 to 7 minutes from the airport, approxi-
mately 25 minutes from OU & are 1eadily
accessible to Frontier City Theme Park for
the Opening Assembly & to the Myriad
Convention Center for Finals. They include
Best Western Saddleback Inn, Biltmore
Hotel Oklahoma, Courtyard by Marriott Air-
port, Embassy Suites Hotel, Hampton Inn
Airport, Hilton Garden Inn, Heoliday Inn Air-
port, Howard Johnson-West, La Quinta Inn,
Lexington Suites Hotel, Ramada Limited
Airport, & Sheraton Four Points Hotel. The
area is restaurant row! Just north of 1-40

may be found Boomerang Grille, Outback

Steakhouse, McDonald’s, Shorty Small’s,
Taste of China Buffet, Pappa John’s Pizza,
Denney’s, Texanna Red’s, On the Border,
Cimarron Steak House, Trapper’s, City Bites,
Iimmy’s Egg, Damon’s & Earl’s Ribs. Lo-
cated south of I-40 are International House
of Pancakes, Burger King, The Kettle,
Wendy’s, Santa Fe Cattle Co., Western
Sizzlin’, Waffle House, Rib Crib, Taco
Bueno, Carl’s Ir, Bennigan's & Cracker Bar-
rel. At the intersection of Meridian & SW
15* Sireet one will find Golden Palace Chi-
nese Buffet, Chili’s, Varsity Sports Grill,
Tony Roma’s, Sonic Drive-In, Kona Ranch
Steak House, Subway Deli & Grill,
Charleston’s & Tncohoots. Positively no
one can possibly go hungry along Merid-
ian!

Downtown OKC, which is 10 miles (17
minutes) frorn the airport & 21 miles (30 min-
utes) from OU, offers two locations, The
Westin & The Renaissance. Both are next
to the site of Finals & are a short walk to the
newest & prime entertainment locale,
Bricktown. In Bricktown eating places &
shops ate everywhere! Visit Abuelo’s Mexi-
can Embassy, Birdie’s Soul Food Restau-
rant, Bricktown Antiques, Bricktown Brew-
ery, Bricktown Burgers, Gary Dale’s BBQ,

Jokers Comedy Club, Great Plains Gallery,
Pearl’s Crabtown, Rocky’s Music Hall, Spa-
ghetti Warehouse Italian Grill, Uncommon
Grounds, Varsity Sports Grill, Windy City
Pizza & Pasta Kitchen, Monkey Moose Grill
& Coach’s Grill at the Ballpark.

Northwest OKC has two excellent fa-
cilities, Courtyard by Marniott-NW OKC &
The Waterford which also is a Marriott prop-
erty. They are approximately 45 minutes from
OU & 20 minutes from either the Opening
Assembly or Finals.

Metropelitan Oklahoma City offers
a diverse array of additional attractions &
activities for visitors: the National Cowhoy
and Western Heritage Museum, Remington
Park Race Track, Ommniplex Kirkpatrick Sci-
ence & Air Space Museum, Oklahoma City
Zoo, White Water Bay Water Park, the Red
Earth Festival & the Oklahoma City National
Memerial and Memorial Center.

The National Cowboy and Western
Heritage Museum, located at 1700 NE 3¢
Streetin OKC, 405/478-2250, (just off I-35
North) gives visitors a chance to “Discover
the West.” Located high atop Persimmon
Hill in the rolling hills of northeast OKC, the
museum & beautiful gardens provide an op-
portunity to step into the past & learn about
the history & culture of the American West,
Visit “Prosperity Junction™— a life size old
west town just before 1900 with livery stable,
bank, mercantile store, saddleshop, print
shop, land & cattle office, train depot,
church, schoolhouse, hotel, Marshall’s of-
fice, saloon, Doctor’s home & office & a
photographer’s studio. In the American
Cowboy Gallery will be found a cowboy
bunkhouse with songs, poetry & stories;
cowboy gear from lariats to spurs to hats &
boots; & the largest display of barbed wire
in the West. The American Rodeo Gallery
features a replica of a 1950°s rodeo arena,
complete with a bucking bronc & a brahma
bull. The Museum of the Frontier West of-
fers glimpses of the military in the West,
hunting on the frontier, mountain men &
Native Americans. The Native American
Gallery reveals how Native Amencans ex-
pressed their world view through design el-
ements on clothing, tools & utensils, NFL
visitors will have a chance to view the an-
nual Prix de West Invitational Exhibit, fea-
turing the best in contemporary western art,
which will be installed the first week of June.
Regular admission for the entire complex is
$8.50, but information on special NFL rates
will be available at Tournament Registration.

Remington Park, which is Iocated in
northeast OKC at the intersection of I-35 N

&1-44, 1s Oklahoma’s premier horse racing
facility. Itis near the Softball Hall of Fame
& Stadium at 2801 NE 50%, 405/424-5266, and
the Firefighters Museum at 2716 NE 50",
405/424.3440. This museumn features ex-
traordinary early 20™ century fire engines
that once were used in Oklahoma communi-
ties.

Omniplex at 2100 NE 52™ 405/602-
OMNI, is an amusement park for the mind
where science electrifies, aerospace takes
flight, technology surrounds, imagination
blooms & wonders never cease! It is huge
complex with four museums under one roof:
Kirkpatrick Science & Air Space Museums,
the International Photography Hall of Fame
& the Red Earth Indian Center. The hands-
on science section features over 300 inter-
active and educational exhibits. The Red
Earth Indian Center also offers things one
can touch & manipulate. Save time to soar
into unique experiences at the sensational
IWERK 70 mm OmniDome Theater,
Oklahoma’s only large format theater. Stand-
ing nearly seven stories tall, it provides
immersive movie-going experiences. The
70 foot diameter, dome-shaped screen vir-
tually surrounds the audience. Breathtak-
ing films can take viewers from the depths
of the ocean to the top of Mt. Everest!

Omniplex

(Oklahoma Host to page 10)



The Stanford Debate Society presents the Summer 2001

Stanford National Forensic Institute

CX Program: July 28 - August 17 LD/ Events: July 28 - August 10
Extended-week CX: August 17 - 24 Extended week LD: August 10-17

SUPERIOR The Stanford National Forensic Institute offers a unique national caliber
PROGRAM: program which features policy debate, LD debate, and NFL events. The
policy program is 3 weeks, the IE and LD programs are 2 weeks. The SNFI is conducted by the
Stanford Debate Society of Stanford University, a registered student organization of the Associ-
ated Students of Stanford University. Anexcellent faculty teaches students both fundamentals and
advanced techniques in a rigorous, carefully structured environment that caters to the needs of
forensics students at all levels. Policy debate students who have attended an institute of sufficient
rigor earlier in the summer may apply for acceptance into the “policy debate swing lab,” designed
for students desiring the most comprehensive instruction possible.

SUPERIOR The majority of SNFI faculty will be current or former high school and collegiate

FACULTY: coaches of national repute. Last year's faculty included (most returning):
Hajir Ardebili, UC Berkeley Law Robert Thomas, Emory Dave Arnett, UC Berkeley
Russ Falconer, Baylor Anne-Marie Todd, USC (CA) Randy Lusky, UC Berkeley
Jon Miller, U of Redlands Alex Burger, Dartmouth Abe Newman, UC Berkeley
Dan Fitzmier, Northwestern Sarah Holbrook, West Georgia Judy Butler, formerly Emory
Jon Dunn, Stanford Debater Jon Sharp, USC (CA) Takis Makridis, Arizona State
Michael Major, formerly CPS Jessica Dean, Boston U Noah Grabowitz, Stanford
Byron Arthur, Stuart Hall Hetal Doshi, Emory Nick Coburn-Palo, College Prep
Jonathan Alston, Newark Leah Halvorson, Reed Coliege Michael Edwards, Princeton
Josette Surrat, New Orleans Aaron Timmons, Greenhiill Matthew Fraser, SNFI| Director

*listed affiliations are for identification purposes only. The institutions noted are where the relevant
SNFI staff member works, debates or debated, and/or studies during the academic year. More
detailed staff qualifications are enumerated in the program brochure, available in February.

SUPERIOR The SNFI is held on the Stanford University campus, located in Palo Alto,
SETTING: CA. There is no better location anywhere to study forensics. Stanford

provides a beautiful setting for the students to study, practice and learn.
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: $1,845 resident plan $1,450 resident plan
$975 commuter plan $850 commuter plan

$895 Aug 17 - 24 CX extended week  $895 Aug 10 - 17 LD extended week

Given the nature and quality of the 2001 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 resident
plan includes housing for the duration of the program, 3 meals a day on most days of the program, tuition
and all required materials. The commuter plan includes tuition and some materials. An additional $75
application fee is required upon application to the SNFI.

TO APPLY Stanford Debate Society - SNFi Scholarships in the
&/or INQUIRE: 555 Bryant St., #599 form of need-based
(650) 723-9086 Palo Alto, CA 94301 aid are available.

e-mail: snfi@mail.com
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{Oklahoma Host from page 8)

The Oklakoma City Zooat2101 NE
50%, 405/424-3344, is one of the ten best zoos
in the United States & is the oldest zoo in
the southwest. The collection offers almost
2.000 exotic animals on 110 landscaped
acres. Favorites include Aquaticus with its
aquariums, sea lion show & marine mam-
mals; the Cat Forest/Lion Overlook, a natu-
ralistic exhibit of lions, tigers, jaguars, &
leopards; and the Great EscApe, which
showcases gorillas, orangutans & chimpan-
zees in another naturalistic setting. The Zoo
offers picnic grounds, rides, concessions
& tours, '

White Water Bay at 3908 W. Reno,
405/943-9687, (near I-40 & Meridian) has
over 30 water rides, slides, pools & activi-
ties. Try Cannonball Falls, the Wave Pool,
the Bermmuda Triangle, a Big Kahuna raft

ride, the lazy Castaway Creek or the freefall
Acapulco Cliff Dive! There is something
for everyone at White Water.

The Red Earth Festival 403/427-5228,
is scheduled for June 8, 9 & 10, It is the
largest Native American cultural & arts ex-
position in the world! Oklahoma’s capital
city will be ablaze with fiery colors as more
than 2,000 of the finest Native American
artists, dancers & singers from over 100
tribes across North America will gather at
the Myriad Convention Center & fill the
downtown streets for America’s most

-unique parade, Friday, June 8 at 10:30 A M.

The competition for $35,000 in awards draws
world-class dancers; finals will occur Sun-
day afternoon, June 10.

Plan on arriving in Oklahonia in time
to experience the Red Earth Festival!

The Oklahoma City National Memo-
rial to the victims of the 1995 bombing of
the Alfred P. Murrah Federal Building is lo-
cated in the heart of downtown. The memo-
rial stands on a three acre-site that includes
remnants of the original building destroyed
in the largest act of terrorism ever commit-
ted on U.S. soil. Its east gate is inscribed
with the mission of the Memorial: “We come
here to remember those who were killed,
those who survived and those changed for-
ever. May all who leave here know the im-
pact of violence. May this memorial offer
comfort, strength, peace, hope and seren-
ity.” A nearby Memorial Museum provides
visitors with an experience beyond what
they see at the Monument. It is an awe-
some and compelling site.

Myriad Convention Center

_)Uofe/ ﬂn/ormafion on

[Plges 63, 64, 67, 68 amd 70




The Stanford Debate Society presenis the

Stanford National Forensic Institute

Lincoin-Douglas Prograrn: July 28 - August 10, 2001
Outstanding features of the 2001 Lincoln-Douglas portion of the SNFI:

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

2) Incomparable staff: This year's staff includes:
Program Director: Dr. Michael Major, formerly of College Prep School
I.ab Insiructors:
Jonathan Alston, Newark-*-'St:'fﬁ*%m};
Michael Arton, New ereafis Js*mu‘ - ~Ra y“Baffﬁ ‘Leland High School
Nick Coburn-Pafo ’Cr;ffegt* Prep M:r‘ﬁeﬁe @096{}’ St. James
Jessica Dea&, Basmﬂ E:?mvermj.i Eie.tal DJS}‘M, Emrry University
Jon Geggenkelmerf Wmd yOn Sté:éé}f Noah Gmb&wﬂz, $ranf0rd debater
! Mlchuel ‘Saﬁfﬁ.@, Smnford Debater

: Bym?f Arthur, Stuart Hall School

3) Extended Week "
critiqued practice rounds.: 5

Resident ngrm $1,450 Commuter program: $850

LD Third week 'Opﬁﬁﬁg Anguost 10-17
Thml Week R&Bfﬂeﬂt ,g-ram Cost: $895




EMORY

Barkiey Forum - Emory National Debate Institute
June 17 - June 30, 2001 - Emory University, Atlanta, Georgia
Under the Direction of Melissa Maxcy Wade

The Emory National Debate Institute has been contributing to the education of high school debaters for twenty-six years. The curriculum is

steeped in the most fundamental aspects of debate: presentation, research, and critical thinking. An excellent combination of traditional argu-
ment and debate theory and an emphasis on current debate practice makes the Emory National Debate Institute one of the most successful year
after year. Novice, mid-level, and varsity competitors have found the Institute a worthwhile learning experience because the staft has the expertise
to teach all jevels of students and the experience to adjust to a variety of student needs.

Features of the Policy Division
Under the Direction of Bill Newnam

Experienced staff: Our senior level staff has worked at this Institute
and many others, including: American Unifersity, Bates College, Baylor
University, Berkeley, Dartmouth College, Georgetown University, Uni-
versity of Iowa, University of Kentucky, Northwestern University, Uni-
versity of Michigan, Wake Forest University, Samford University, and
Stanford University.

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

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

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

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

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

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

food, lab photocopying fees, entertainment, a t-shirt, and a handbook—
the works.

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

Experienced staff: The Director of the Lincoln-Douglas division
has been in the activity for over twenty years, and has served in his
current position for eight years. Other staff members include an array
of the finest college coaches, as well as some of the top college debat-
ers in the nation.

Excellent staff student ratio: The Institute offers debaters the
opportunity to work with one senior level instructor accompanied by
at least one active college debater in small lab groups of 10 to 14 stu-
dents.

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

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

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

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

For an application, write or call:

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

Phone: (404) 727-6189 - email: lobrien@emory.edu - FAX: (404) 727-5367




EMORY

The Scholars Program at the

Emory National Debate Institute
June 17 - June 30, 2001 - Emory University, Atlanta, Georgia

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

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

Special Features of the Schelars Program

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

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

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

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

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

Select faculty: The Program will be directed by Steven Stein and Jon Paul Lupo. Mr. Stein, a former BFHS winner from
Glennbrook North High School, holds a graduate degree in Education from Harvard and previously served as a high school coach
in Chicago. He returned to Atlanta a number of years ago as a head coach for Chattahoochee High School, where he has built a
team that numbers over 100 debaters. Mr. Lupo, formerly a nationally successful debater at Stuyvesant High School, ended his
college career at Emory by winning the National Debate Tournament in 2000. He is an experienced veteran of the ENDI and has
coached at Chamblee High School in Adanta. Jon Paul is currently headed into his second year as a coach at the Barkley Forum.
The rest of the Scholars faculty has been selected from among the ENDTI’s staff of accomplished college debaters and coaches.

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

You must apply for the Scholars Program at the ENDI, Those seeking admission should call or write:
Melissa Maxcy Wade

P.0. Drawer U, Emory University - Atlanta, GA 30322
Phone: (404) 727-6189 -+ emall: lobrien@emory.edu - FAX: (404) 727-5367
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Do you remember playing hide and
seck as a child? Oh, what fun it could be. I
say could because there were times when1
played hide and seek that it was not fun; it
was unfair; it was discouraging. (especially
when my brother got everyone to go home
instead of hiding) It was with eagerness
and anticipation, as 1 stood there counting
behind a tree with my eyes closed.
"OK..Ready ornot here I come..." The hunt,
the search...I knew I could find them.

I have often revisited this feeling
when I am searching for a great Humor,
Drama or Duo Interpretation that I've heard
at a recent tournament or at the National
Tournament. It is with such eagerness and
anticipation that I begin that search...and
so discouraging and unfair when 1 find noth-
ng.

I remember a conversation I had with
the Late Mr. James Hawker, former NFL
President and Interp Maven, on a flight back
from the Fort Lauderdale Nationals. Mr.
Hawker told me that several coaches/stu-
dents had purposely changed the iitle of
their selections to something different. In-
credulously, I asked why. His answer was
simple and poigant..."So no one else can
find it." How unfair! How discouraging! I
had a very talented student who won the
Nationals in 1996. He was first given his
selection at a summer camp. The selection
was called: 3 Men: HUD. After he retumed
home from camp, I searched for such a se-
lection. Finally 1 found that the correct title
was: 4 Horseman Pass By.

Today, the problcm seems to have
become even greater. With the advent of
the Intemnet, Desktop Publishing, and the
use of scanners, one can virtually create a
"published" looking document. Heck, they
may even written it. Or, why not have your
neighbor xerox it and say it is published?
The illegal methods are legion. My point is
that the N¥FL has spccific rules regarding
literature being printed and published. What
Tadvocate is that it be required to be printed,
published and accessible to the public.

“HIDE AND SEEK” @

by
Don Crabtree

At the Northwest Nationals, I asked
District Chairs to comment on whether stu-
dents should be allowed to utilize material
from the internet. While their responses have
notbeen overwhelming, all have agreed that
we need to adopt a "Wait and See” ap-
proach. Most Chairs have agreed that while
intcrnet materials are increasingly being
considered there still must be a printed text
of the materials used in competition. A very
big concern about internet materials for In-
terpretation is the probability that someone
will start writing pieces and using them. (I
think it's already been done). Another con-
cem with internet usage is about the verifi-
cation of sources. Even the MLA has prob-
lems with intemet sources because there is
little ability to verify or hold accountable.
For instance, the person who puts the ma-
terial on the internet can change it at will.
How does anyone check it when needed?
‘What if it is put on once and then removed?
We have to remember that anyone can get
on the net; however, the net can serve as a
valuable tool to reach the legal materials.

So where does this Ieave us? The
same place we started unless we require
printed, published and publicly accessible
interpretation scripts. Obviously, that
means no more publishing in school papers

(unless the paper/journal is available to all).
No more selections from the internet. No more
having your neighbor publish it for you.

At the very least, we should be re-
quired to list the actual name of the selec-
tion; the ISNB (International Standard Book
Number); the publisher; and the publisher's
address.

1 think it would be fantastic and very
educational, if the National Office would
mazke available the scripts, author, publisher,
address, etc. uscd each year at the National
Tournament. To be honest, I have not ex-
plored the logistics of this. There would
have to be a cost involved because of print-
ing, mailing and staff utilization. I person-
ally think i1t would be money well-spent.

[ have included a list of websites that
have been very helpful in finding actual
printed, published and publicly available
selections. I hope you find them useful.

4mazon.com
boakshop.co.uk
sarnuelfrench.com
bakersplays.com
broadwayplaypubl.com
quitespecificmedia.com
actlbooks.com
stageandscrecn.com
bb.com (bibliobyes)
findbooks.com
webhome.idirect.conv~taggartS/scripthouse/ie4.htm
(On line script showcasc)
screenwriter.com/seriptworld.html (Seript World)
scripteity.net
hollywoodscripts.net {undcr construction)
tcg.org
bookalley.com
barnesandnoble.com
dramaticpublishing.com
dramabookshop.com

‘What do we do in the meantime? Keep
playing "Hide and Seek" and hope the
friends you're playing with have a sense of
integrity and play fairly.

(Don Crabtree coaches at Park Hill High
School, Kansas City, MO and is also an
NFL Executive Council member.)
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The Stanford Debate Sociely presents the

Stanford National Forensic Institute

Individual Events Program: July 28 - August 10, 2001

terpretation
‘Oratory...Extemporansous;, Impromptu.. Expository
Thematic Interpretation...Prose...Poetry...Duo Interpretation

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

Outstanding staff includes:

Josette Surratt is in her 30th year of teaching, and is currently at Teurlings Catholic High School. She
has qualified 90 students to the NCFL and 20 students to the NFL nationals in her last six years of coaching.
She has coached state champions in every event.

Morris Block is a champion events coach from Riverdale High School in Louisiana. He has coached
champions in most events, and students to late elimination rounds of most of the nation's major events
tournaments, including NFL nationals.

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

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

“To say that the SNFI improved my competitive skills is an understatement. With the powerful combination of
an experienced staff and limitless opportunity for research and study, this program offer the very best chance
for success in forensics.”
- Andrew Swan, previous SNFI Individual Events camp participant

Resident cost: $1,450 / Commuter cost $850

An additional application fee of $75 is required

YTor additional information: call (650) 723-9086
SNFE1,. 555 Bryant St., #399, Palo Alto, CA 94301




BEYOND AN EXPANSION OF PRIVILEGE:
NEW URBAN VOICES AND COMMUNITY ADVOCACY

True diversity cannot be achieved
without discomfort. And so it is that the
high school policy debate establishment
anxiously observes the emergence of thou-
sands of new young urban voices queuing
up for their turns behind the podium. Muted
conversations from both sides of the class
divide detail the challenges before us.
Coaches of established programs from privi-
leged communities often view the new
styles and different accents of the new ur-
ban debaters as intellectual dilution. New
coaches at emerging Urban Debate League
schools observe a bewildering array of tra-
ditional tournament procedures and com-
petitive mores and see racial and class hos-
tility toward urban kids already weighed
down with societal disapprobation. What-
ever shall we do?

Not to worry! As Little League base-
ball programs all over America have amply
demonstrated, even well-meaning adults
have an annoying tendency to really get in
the way of a kid having fun, And frankly,
the reason most kids work so hard at mas-
tering policy debate is because the aetivity
is fun for them.

As facilitators of forensic competi-
tion, we adults need simply to promote the
competition, explain the rules and get out
of the way. The kids will do the rest. We
need no special guidelines or allowances.
A level playing field would be nice, but itis
not mandatory. The genius of youth is that
they are able to devise creative and innova-
tive ways of making competition both fun
and equitable if they can escape the heavy
handed imposition of adult authority.

Diversity in high school pelicy de-
bate is rapidly becoming a fact of life.
Spuired on by actions such as those of the
Open Society Institute, students and teach-
ers from traditionally underserved schools
have gotten a foot in the policy debate door
and that door will not be allowed to close
again. This genie is truly out of the bottle.
And as Brent Farrand recently noted, policy
debate will be truly enriched by the contri-
butions of new generations of urban debat-
ers.

But allow me a cautionary note dur-

by
Larry E. Moss

ing our celebratory euphoria.

AsThave argued elsewhere, the real-
ity of George Washington is not the reality
of George Washington’s slaves. One’s point
of perspective is everything. And nowhere
is this observation more important than in
the effort to anticipate (and to some extent
guide) outcomes occasioned by the inclu-
sion of thousands of young students from
depressed areas of this country among the
ranks of high school policy debaters.

Dr. Larry E. Moss

The ovemiding questions are these.
Toward what end do we labor to facilitate
the entry of new urban debaters into the
policy debate arena? And how shall we
measure the success of our efforts to in-
sure that the benefits of policy debate are
extended to new urban debaters?

This brings us back to the matter of
perspective. Many have argued that the test
of our efforts should be whether participa-
tion in policy debate results in improve-
ments in the grades and/or cognitive abili-
ties of individual students. Others would
point to the number of urban debate stu-
dents using the activity as a ticket to eol-
lege and consequently to a better chance at
the good life. For some ofus, however, both
of these outcomes, while landable, are nec-
essary but not sufficient conditions upon
which to base claims of achievement.

One of the rnost salient aspects of the
social reality of many of our new urban de-
baters is that they are residents of toxic
comunities. These communities are not
toxic in an ecological or chemical sense.
Rather they are toxic in a social and envi-
ronmenial sense. These communities are
by-products of the logic of economic de-
velopment which seeks to configure urban
space in a manner best suited to tap the
profit potential of existing global economic
forces regardless of the impact of such a
configuration on community residents.

More than most communities, the
toxic community 1s an artful teacher. It
teaches subliminally but profoundly. The
toxic community provides context for one’s
strivings. 1t defines the pararmeters of col-
lective expectation. The toxic community is
a place where basic social institutions such
as the family, schools, churches, and gov-
ernment are not expected to work. {t trans-
mits a culture within which behavior deemed
aberrant by middle class American stan-
dards is nothing less than the logical re-
sponse to one’s desperate conditions. The
toxic community inflicts emotional damage
and leaves intemal scars even upon those
residents who maintain an outward appear-
ance of normalcy.

The initial response of those residing
in America’s toxic commuunities is to seek to
escape. Indeed, urban demographers point
out that in recent years, minorities are leav-
ing inner city communities and taking up
residence in the suburbs more rapidly than
are whites.” But the toxic community re-
mains. And for every toxic community resi-
dent who finds a “way out”, that escaping
resident is replaced by newer immigrants
and a rapidly expanding impoverished
youth population whose residential choices
are limited to such toxic communities.

For many new urban debaters, the
opportunities created by their mastery of
pelicy debate represent a ticket out of the
toxic community. Already, we have wit-
nessed communities of privilege expanding
to allow room for the rapidly ascending stars
of urban debate and we are justly proud of
this accomplishment.




But lest we delude ourselves, we need
to be clear that this expansion of privilege
{(in American society as well as at all levels
of policy debate) comes not because of the
enlightened altruism of the traditional
gatekeepers. Rather, this expansion occurs
because the demographics of this country’s
growth dictate that it be so. Recent Census
projections reveal that the minority cormmu-
nity will account for nearly 90 percent of
the total growth in the U. S. population be-
tween 1995 and 2050. During this saine time
period, the minority youth population will
more than double while the white youth
population will decline. In fact, by the year
2025, itis projected that the minority popu-
lations will outnumber the non-minority
poputations { white folk) in Califomia, Texas,
Hawai, New Mexico and the District of Co-
lumbia. And in thirteen of the other most
populous states, the minority population in
2025 will constitute more than a third of the
total state population.™

Much of the dramatic minority popu-
lation growth cited above will occur within
America’s toxic communities. In recognition
of this fact, 40 million privileged Americans
have already moved into walled enclaves
that sub- division developers call “gated
communities.”™ For those of us fortunate
enough to reside where true diversity lives,
i.e, outside of the walls, we must shift our
focus from the effort to facilitate the entry
of selected minority individuals into the ster-
ile sanctity found within the walls of privi-
lege. We must rather struggle to transform
the social realities that define the toxic en-
vironment outside of those walls.

We cannot abandon our toxic com-
munities because those left behind, the ones
who cannot get out, are people for whom
we care deeply. They are our parents, our
grandparents, our aunts, uncles and cous-
ms, our friends and our neighbors. We must
stay connected to these communities in or-
der to deconstruct the social mythologies
which masqueraded in our communities as
articles of faith. We need to expose the
myriad ways in which communities of privi-
lege profit from the toxicity of our commu-
nities. In short, we need persons from toxic
cornmunities to stand and be advocates for
perscns unable to flee that toxic commu-
nity.

Fortunately, from the perspective of
George Washington’s slaves, policy debate
competition provides an excellent tool with
which to prepare our students to become
advocates for those who reside in our toxic
communities. Policy debate teaches stu-

dents to move past prima f{acte explanations
and to search for explanations that more
accurately reflect their social realities. Mas-
tering the disadvantage argument structure
requires students to become conscious of
unintended and unarticulated conse-
quences of social policy. Policy debate
teaches students how to research policy
issues and how to evaluate the strength and
veracity of evidence.

And just as important, policy debate
competition teaches self-confidence. Stu-
dents learn that work leads to success and
that collaborative work leads to consistent
success. Finally, policy debate competition
teaches students that the rules of the game
are often not neutral and, for that reason,
the promulgated rules must always be ex-
amined and often challenged.

All of these attributes that policy de-
bate can engender in its adherents are es-
sential to the success of any who would
advocate on behalf of the residents of our
toxic communities. In order to take furll ad-
vantage of the potential offered by policy
debate, however, we need to reassess our
thinking about what constitutes a success-
ful policy debate program. We must seek
broader participation among students in the
activity. We must go beyond that strata of
students who are likely to be consistent tro-
phy winners and encourage those students
to participate who might never win a trophy
but who might have the courage to defend
an embattled community. Policy debate com-
petition has proven to a powerful tool for
students seeking to use higher education
as an escape from our toxic communities.
We must now make it work for students who
will not go to college and for the communi-
ties in which they are destined to reside.

We must encourage students who
have attained the aforementioned attributes
from policy debate competition to utilize
those skills on behalf of their communities.
Our students should be sponsoring public
debates in their communities on issues im-
portant to those communities. And where
the dominant language in a community is
not English, those public debates should
be held in the dominant language of the
cormmunity. Students should publish com-
munity newsletters and journals to promote
community-wide conversations. We must
take advantage of public access television
and community forums to generate critical
dialogue about the factors contributing to
the toxicity of our communities. Our stu-
dents should appear at public hearings to
debate the merits of proposed legislation or
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of public ordinances that impact on our
community. They should form research col-
lectives to examine the factual underpinning
of proposed or existing public policies.

Our students should be encouraged
to seek out and exploit every opportunity
to take a stand in defense of the residents
of their communities. If we cannot all move
out of America’s toxic communities, then
we must make every effort to neutralize that
toxicity.

! Brent Farrand "Urban Debate Leagues and the
Role of Classroom Teachers in Guiding High School
Debating”, The Rostrum, Volume 75, Number 4, Decemn-
ber 2000

I Nicholas Lemann, "The Myth of Community
Development." The New York Times Mugazine, January
9, 1994

4" Minority Business Development Apency, "Mi-
narity Population Growth: 1995 - 2050" U, 8. Depart-
ment of Commerce, September, 1999

¥ Everett McKenzie. Privatopia: Homeowner
Associations and the Rise of Residential private Govern-
meni. (New Haven: Yale University Press) 1994

(Larry E. Moss is a member of the Georgia
Forensic Coaches Hall of Fame, Co-
Founder of the Atlanta Urban Debate
League and Technical Advisor to Urban
Debate League Programs. In addition, Mr.
Moss, former coach of the Therrell High
School Debate Team, is an NFL diamond
key coach, first recipient of the Paul
Slappey Diversity Award and currently a
visiting Associate Professor of Political
Science at Spelman College.}

NFL thanks Hall of Fame member
David Dansky for his contribution to
the Penny Johnston Scholarship Fund.

Donations can be forwarded to:

Penny Johnston Scholarshp Fund
Mead High School
W302 Hastings Rd
Spokane WA 99206
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Dates ices:
LD Dabate & Indiv. Events
Individual EventsI June 23—July 8
Naegelin Tutorial July 8&——July 12
Lincoln-DouglasI  june 23—July 8
Lincoln-Douglas I  July 14—TJuly 29
L-D SuperSession  June 23--July 29

Coaches Focus July 6—July 13
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Staff: Team Debate
Ed Williars, Woodward Academy
Jairus Orove, U. Chicageo
Kevin Kuswa, UT
Stephen Stetaon, UT
Steve Clemmonas, Macalaster
Derek Gaiffrey, Wayne State Law
Jonny Radden, Independent Scholar
Cindy Kim, UT
Brian McBride, Northwestern
Eric Jenkins, U. Missouri, Kansas City
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Joel Page, University of Texas Law
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The Brar Brothers, UT
Jonathon McCartney, UT
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Plan 1 June 23-July 10  $1,009
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Brandon Cosby, Evansville Reitz H.8., Indiana
Deb Simon, Milton Academy, Massachusetts
Robert Shepard, Plano 8r. H.5., Texas
Heather Wellinghurst, The Kinkaid School, Texas
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Neancy Riffe, UT
Cagey Garcia, UT
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Jason Warren, Northwestern University, llinois
Kdam Johnson, Vanderbilt Univeraity, Tennassee
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Anthony Figliola, Holy Ghost Prep, Pannsylvania
Kristyn Meyer, UT
Mark Banks, UT
Bonny McDonald, UT
KEris Barnett, UT
Frank Rivera, UT
Randy Cox, Star Charter School, Texas
Chris Cardenas, Carnegie-Mellon, Penn.

For information, contact Peter Pober at ppober@mail utexas.
edu or Revin Ruswa at k kuswa@mail.utexas.edu

David Wilson-Brown, UT
Mana Hamid, UT

Jayme Meyer, UT Peter Pober, UT
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LD Debate & Indiv, Events
Individual EventsI June 23—July 8
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Lincoln-Douglas I  July 14—July 29
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Coaches Focus July 6—~——July 13
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Ed Williams, Woodward Academy
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Kevin Kuswa, UT
Stephen Stetson, UT
Steve Clemumons, Macalaster
Dearek Gaffrey, Wayne State Law
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Cindy Kim, UT
Brian McBride, Northwestern
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Brandon Cosby, Evansville Reitz H.S., Indiana
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Robert Shepard, Fiano Sr. H.S,, Texas
Heather Wellinghurst, The Kinkaid School, Texas
David Grindstaff, Ceorgia State Univernity
Naney Riffe, UT
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* Space permitting, students will stay in the
Castilian, a private dorm with 24 hour pro-
fessional secunty, microwaves, air-

* gonditioning, internet access, a weight
room, swimming pool, and many other

The University of Texas
National Institute in
Forensics

AR AR A A A AR S A A A A A A A S
Expertise in Individual Events;

Food, Lodging, and Loads of
Copies Included in Tuition

' amenities Each studenticoach enrolled in the
+ Individual Events workshop will be

Fulllise of UE.LibraEy Systemm %gi\fen individual attention by highly
Coaches Focus Workshop! $ acclaimed coaches from across the

Coaches attending the Coaches Focus
will have a uniquely tailored curricu-
lum designed to best address their
pedagogical needs.

2 country, as welt ag UIL, TFA, NFL,

< NFA and AFA champions and finalists
& in each of the competitive speech ar-
:: eas. Lastyear, UTNIF students were

Former UTNIF Students Have
Been in the Finals of EVERY
Major Tourmament!!

4 represenled in natienal elimination

2 rounds of every NCFL and NFL event
2 offered at the IE workshop.

S

2 Dr. Pober will teach an advanced in-
< terp theory lab for those students en-
% tering at least their third year of per-

formance work,

Lincoln Douglas Debate Expertise
Intensive Philosophy Seminars, Daily Theory

Lectures, Multiple Case Formats, Programs for
Advanced &Novice LDers, Access to All Staff.

4 The Naegelin Tutorial session will pro-

www.utexas.edulcoc/speechl vide focused, one-to-one attention for

A AR AR A AN A AR A AR AR A A A A AA A AANA ARG A

debate/utnif. htm! ¢ those students seeking the ultimate in
’ & preparedness for the upsoming foren-
(Check out our Novice 3 sics season,
Programs) 3
mUTNIF gﬁﬂ@gr;e E.Tio 72 %MN&NJ‘NN«*«‘#fN\ff&

These students will enjoy Plan 1, the Intersession,
and Plan f, A popufar option for debaters who want to be fully prepared for
sticcess at the beginning-of the season. Qur sessions feature electives,
negative research groups, practice rounds, and a low staff-to-student ratio.

* More volumes than any
other institute fibrary.

Our staff is the most motivated and qualified in the country, and we pride ourselves in bringing top-notch ,
instruction to students for reasonable rates. In Plan Il, students will have the freedom to choose the instructors | " Commitments from many
they work with and the arguments they research. Plan !l allows maximum creativity and expression in an intense | 0P debaters fo lead the
and inspirational environment. Our unsurpassed staff pulls out all the stops; experimenting with cutting edge de- | 1P ;‘abt.‘;;“””% Fgf'” 4
bate theory, extracting concepts from authors like Foucault and Spivak to apply to the debate process, and hon- ’(,?p ofs stilt availabis)

. R . : C " . uswa, Breshears, and a
ing speeches on issues like counterplan net benefits, narratives, topicality, and kritiks. Students stay in comfort- | 34 /netrictor will direct this
able private dorms and tuition includes a full meal plan in one of the nation’s best cafeterias lab.

Applications Available

The sooner the better. We are

expanding all of our sessions, but Contact Information & Scholarship Questions

space is limited. Apply early. Peter Pober ppober@mail utexas.edu
Kevin Kuswa k kuswa(@mail utexas.edn
www.utexas edu/coc/speech/ Joel Rollins jd.rollins@mail utexas.edu

debate/utnif itm|

‘David Breshears  d breshears@mail utexes.edu




Bates | College Maine

2001 Forensics Institutes

National Policy Institute: June 24 thru July 13

Lincoln Douglas Debate Workshop: June 24 thru July 7
Individual Speech Events Workshop: June 24 thru June 30

Excellence in debate has been a tradition at
Bates since 1896, when the college christened
its program by besting Boston University in the
finals of the first New England Debating
League Championship. Competitive excellence
remains the hallmark of the Bates debate
program. In addition to its active participation
in debate tournaments throughout the U.S. and
Canada, Bates conducts an annual debating
exchange with Japanese untversities and makes
frequent international tours.

The Bates Policy Debate Institure was founded
in 1974 by the late Professor Robert Branham.
The Lincoln Douglas workshop was added in
the 1980s, and 1997 marked the addition of a

one-week program in individual speech events.

The student-faculty ratio is carefully limited to
6:1. The program features daily supervised
library and internet research, numerous
critiqued practice rounds, and a full program
of recreational and social activities.

Bates ensures that alt instructional groups are
led by professional forensic coaches with years
of teaching and coaching experience, assisted
by outstanding college debaters. All lab groups
are led by senior staff, and each student works
with each faculty member. The 2001 teaching
faculty includes: John Blanchette, R. Eric
Barnes (author of Philosopby In Practice:

For further Information:

Bates Forensics Institutes, Office of Summer Programs

Bates College, Lewiston, ME 04240

Understanding Value Debate), Lynne Coyne,
Bob Hoy, Sheryl Kaczmarek, Mike Keliey,
Joan Macri, Mike Matos, Dick Merz, Mindy
Newman, Les Phillips, Jon Sharp, and Chris
Wheatley.

Students live in double rooms in one of the
college’s modern dormitories, supervised by
Richard Bracknell, parent, grandparent,
teacher and forensics coach at Carrollton (GA)
HS, and full-time director of residence life for
the Bates Institute since 1993. 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.

Comprehensive fees include tuition, handbook
& copies of the institute briefs (policy
debaters), videotaped critiques (speech
participants), room and board. All meals,
including a lobster bake, are included in the
comprehensive fee. LDers receive copies of the
Bates LD Reader and Eric Barnes’ book,
Philosophy in Practice: Understanding Value
Debate. No hidden costs. Policy Debate
Institute $1,325; Lincoln Douglas Debate
Workshop, $900; Speech $550. Need-based
financial aid and payment plans avatlable to
qualified applicants. This year, applications
will be processed on a first-come, first-served
basis — apply early for best chance of
admission.

E-mail: summer@bates.edu, telephone; (207) 786-6077

http://www.bates.edu/summet

Come to Maine! Study with the best at Bates!
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MOVE IT, OR
LOSE IT!

by
Bill Gibron

Tl'le Dehofe Ovep Movemenf in Iniepp

Let's face it; there are very few issues
in forensics which cause as much criticism
and complaining as the amount of move-
ment that coaches and judges see/think they
need to use i interpretation. When I began
my career as a coach (and [ was an interp
coach, mind you) I remember being
schooled in the theory that "the difference
between interpretation and acting is visual;
if you can CLOSE YOUR EYES and envi-
sion the piece, then it is mterpretation. If
youneed to SEE WHAT IS HAPPENING,
then it is acting." And for years, T have
coached and judged in this fashion.

But this year, something strange
seems to be happening. At every tourna-
ment I have been to and in every tab room
that T have served in, [ have had to address
the issue of movement in interpretation. My
pat response is to say something like "well,
if you are bringing this issue to me, it is
obvious that the amount or type of moving
bothered you, so it should be a voting is-
sue for you." And in retrospect, that seems
like an acceptable answer. Still, there must
be a reason why the coaches choose to in-
corporate that much or kind of movement in
the piece. And maybe it is not fair to make
such a blanket statement when, perhaps, I
am simply acting out of a pre-conceived
bias or out of date ideals.

So I have decided to address the is-
sue in the form of a modified debate. I will
use the L/ format (kind of) and voice both
sides of the argument. And then [ will Ieave
it up to you. After all, this is an issue that

we all have to deal with. How many of us
have had students fail to qualify/place be-
cause of a hyperactive ham with a bad case
of St. Vitus dance? How many of us have
resorted to over-the-top performances and
coaching to compete against the other
schools in our District? How many of us
have watched the Final Round tapes in dis-
belief, saying over and over to ourselves
“this is interp?” Are there valid reasons for
restraint? How about for the physicality of
interpretation? It is up to you to decide as [
offer the following resolution:

RESOLVED: The use of exces-

sive movement in Interpreta-

tion is justified.

Affirmative
"Acting is not just from the mind; it is
from the soul, and the body. It is in the
stance, mannerism and physicality of a char-

. acter”, and it is because I agree with two (2)

time Academy Award winner Kevin Spacey
that [ must stand affirmatively resolved that
the use of excessive movement in interpre-
tatton is justified. Without movement, any
and all movement, interpretation would be
limited to the words on the page alone. And
while the negative may think this is the true
meaning of interpretation, [ will show that it
is exactly the opposite.

My highest value in today's round
will be that of FREEDOM ., Without freedom,
the liberty to be as physical or non-physi-
cal as an interpretation requires, "one cuts
the performer off at the knees, literally"”, ac-

cording to actor/performer John Leguizamo.
Certainly, actors need the freedom to inhabit
and live arole, dealing with the physical as
well as mental issues. But limiting an interper
to the mental only creates a dynamic, which
inhibits, not enhances freedom,

Since we are dealing with students
competing interpretation at the high school
level, criteria to further define FREEDOM
would need to be based in personal as well
as the forensic. Therefore, looking at per-
sonal expression, as well as the reality of
forensics provides a valid foundation for
upholding the value. After all, one cannot
truly be free to do what is necessary to ad-
equately and fully interpret a piece if one's
expression, or the society in which they
must function, are over structured.

CONTENTION 1 - Freedom is
maximized by the use of move-
ment in Interpretation.

Sub-point 4: Expression has
more than one component,

Not to cite legal precedent, but the
Supreme Court of the United States has
held, consistently, that expression is not
only verbal, but also physical. Speakers,
from orators to debaters, would never cot-
ton to a rule that disallowed movement or
gestures. Now, the negative will argue that
the use of movement in interpretation is ex-
cessive. While this may be true, one cannot
argue that it not exist. How one uses their
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body, and how they interpret a scene or dia-
logue physically, are all part of the interpre-
tation process.

The question seems to be the amount,
not the ability to use. Still, it seems that both
of these issues are tied together. One can-
not have aecess to something, yet not feel
free to use it to their maximum benefit. It
would be like telling a debater that they
could only use certain sources, or that only
a specific set of philosophcts are valid. If it
is a necessary part of the event, then stu-
dents should be allowed to use it, in any-
way they need.

Sub-point B - Without free per-
sonal expression, there is no
freedom.

So, the argument becomes how much
freedom is too much. Just how much move-
ment in an event is tantamount to exces-
sive? Well, in debate we practice word
economy and directness, so why should it
not be the same with interpretation. A good
maxim may be to limit the amount of move-
ment as the piece limits it. Only focusing on
outside demands, on the limitations that one
wishes to place on it for some questionably
noble ideal like integrity or fairness under-
mines two sets of expression; one claimed
by the author and the other claimed by the
performer.

Certainly, an argument can be made
that there is too much movement. And this
is true if it is movement for movement's sake,
But if the piece demands it, if the interpreta-
tion requires it, why not allow it? Why
should this area of expression be limited,
when we would not do it to others? Rea-
sonable testraints can and should be ap-
plied, but only as long as they compliment,
not hinder, free expression, because if an
interper feels hindered, then they are not
free to interpret, but only follow set guide-
lines. And who are to set these guidelines?
What organization or group can create a
universally accepted standard? It seems
impossible, just as it would be if one were
to attempt to police the content of interpre-
tation. One man's pornography is another's
literary treasure. The same can be said for
the use of movement.

CONTENTION 2 - THE ABIL-
ITY TOFREELY INTERPRET
APIECEISNECESSARY TO
COMPETE.

Sub-point A - Movement is the
notm, not the exception, in com-
petition.

Attend Final Round at NFL. Nation-
als and ask yourself this question: Who is
getting the most applause? The biggest re-
action? s the most recalled and imitated later
on in the new season? I can guarantee you
it is not the controlled performanee that fol-
lows a strict set of proscribed parameters.
No, it is the competitor who is freewheeling
and breaking the rules, taking risks and
chances in the pursuit of entertainment, free
expression and an award.

Again, this does not mean that the
rulebook should be thrown out and that
every event should be allowed to modify
and create new standards on the spot. What
it means is that, in the current climate of
incredible talent and overwhelming compe-
tition, a group of students should not be
handicapped by, frankly, outdated notions
of what an event is. 1t used to be that foren-
sics felt females could not compete on the
same level as males, and created separate
categories for their participation. Should we
do the same, simply because some coaches
feel that walking across the front of aroom
during an interp is not "traditional"? Should
we create an entire subcategory of compe-
tition for those students who merely want
to 'pivot on one foot'? An event needs to
grow and modify itself as the times dictate.
It should not cement itself in the past for
the sake of antiquated ideals.

Sub-point B - Forensics will
police itself.

One of the best arguments for the use
of any and all movement in interpretation is
that, unlike other events where the validity
or veracity of a strategy may never come
into question, interpretation has judges,
schooled in various forms of forensics, who
will make quantitative decisions. If a stu-
dent competitor uses what is universally
viewed as excessive movement, then his or
her ballots will reflect such a determination.
If there is a gray area, however, the ballot
will reflect that as well, making clear who
thought the performance went over the top
and who felt it was perfectly acceptable.
There is no denying that the students who
win tournaments with excessive movement
are talented. There has to have been some-
thing there other than the movement for the
judges to vote for.

But the issue boils down to a matter

of fairness for some coaches, Watching a
student use wild gestures is perceived as
illegal: as cheating or underhanded. Now, it
is truly against the rules to falsify evidence
in team debate or extemporaneous, just as it
is to claim the speech of another is yours in
original oratory. But when rules are as vague
as "excessive movement is discouraged in
interpretation”, there is no true way for a
student or coach to gauge what is accept-
able and what is not. You could use the
minimal amount of movement, and still find
judges who would rank your students low
because they thought even that was too
much. Unless there is an absolute ban on
movement, there will never be an adequate
set of guidelines to make every coach/com-
petitor/League/tournament happy. Self-po-
licing, while rewarding some and rejecting
others seems the only reasonable way to
proceed.

And this will do more to maintain the
integrity of an event and promote freedom
than a thousand rulebooks. If the purpose
is PURELY to win events, then excessive
movement may seem an inevitable. But win-
ning is not everything, and since only 1 out
of a 1000 can ever be the winner, it is not
necessary to focus on what is best or worst
about that one person alone. Trying to curb
the few exceptions with rules that affect
everyone is narrow-minded. When you un-
dermine freedom, either of expression or
competition, you affect everyone, not only
the violators, but also those looking to im-
prove and experiment. How can a student
know their limits without having a chance
to freely challenge them?

Interpretation is the recreating of the
author's intent. If the author intended for
the piece to be purely vocal, then strict
movement requirements are fine. But the
vast majority of pieces are not stiff mono-
logues delivered with no motion. Interpre-
tation means freedom, freedom to move and
freedom NOT to move. Anything less un-
dermines the very nature of the event. And
when we undermine the nature of the event,
we do more damage than any kneeling, jurap-
ing or waving of arms could ever do. I see
no other position than Affirmative,

Negative

"Acting is about control. It's know-
mg what to do and what not to do, It's about
making the most of the moment, and mini-
mizing the obvious, It is not about excess",
and it is because 1 agree with Michael Caine,
two (2) time Academy Award winner, that I
must stand negatively resolved that the use




of excessive movement in interpretation is
justified. Let me moderate the negative po-
sition in this matter. 1 am not arguing that
interpers should NEVER be allowed to
move. After all, they are nol playing stat-
ues.

No, it is the position of the negative
in today's debate that the excessive amount
of movement that is currently the practice
in interpretation is detrimental to, and is
destroying the ntegrity of the event. There-
fore, the highest value in today's round
should be INTEGRITY. Just because some-
one can use something, does not make it
beneficial or vital to the progress of an event.
And it is important to view this from the
progress of the event and its student par-
ticipants as well as of speech and debate in
general. Therefore, the criteria that 1 will use
to further define my position are the event
welfare, ag well as the overall forensical
welfare of the excessive use of movement.

CONTENTION 1 - Excessive
movement in Interpretation de-
stroys internal integrity.

Sub-point 4 - There is a differ-
ence between acting and inter-
pretation.

1 think one of the strongest arguments
that one can make against the excessive use
of movement in interpretation is the con-
cept that, by its very definition, interpreta-
tion asks for something other than acting.
In the definition of , the rationale for, and
the performance of, this is in the formal
makeup of the event. We do not allow
props. We do not allow costumes. If this
were indeed an acting cvent, it would be so
called. Aud there are other organizations,
such as the Young Theater Group and Thes-
pians, which hold toumament like competi-
tions in acting.

Interpretation is defined as "a cor-
cept of a work of art as expressed by its
representation or performance” (The
American Heritage Dictionary, Office Edi-
tion). Acting is defined as "to take on the
characteristics of another, to pretend or put
on a false show." (Same source) Interesting
how different these definitions are. Inter-
pretation lias a very clear bright kine, Act-
ing is more ephemeral. And that is the main
difference between the two. By allowing too
much movement, we blur the line so much
as to destroy the purpose of interpretation,
Saying it is interpretation, but really allow-
ing 1t to be more and more like acting de-

feats the purpose of having a so named
event. And this destroys internal integrity.
Sub-point B - Too much move-
ment destroys the work of art
expressed.

Another reason too much movement
is detrimental to the internal honor of inter-
pretation can be also found in the defini-
tion above. Look at what is being said. A
work of art, in this case a play or piece of
fiction, is supposed to be defined by the
expression or performance. When someone
interprets a play, it is to reflect the actual
work, not some off the wall notion of the
work. That means that someone interpret-
ing a drama as a comedy, and vise versa, is
violating the mandates of interpretation. 1t
is supposed to represent the material.

And wild, uncontrolled gesturing
does not do this. Excessive movement, un-
less SPECIFICALLY delineated in a piece,
undermines the artistic integrity of a piece.
Take a comic monologue, for example. iF
the author asked for the performer to roll
around on the ground to prove a point, or
flail their arms wildly to make a statement,
then they would be totally appropriate in
an interpretation. BUT, when a student or
coach adds this type of grandstanding,
these grandiose gestures that function is
nothing more than the attention grabbers
they are designed to be, then they are not
following the author's desire. They are self-
ishly using histrionics to gain akind of 'out-
rageousness’, a 'look and remember me' ad-
vantage over the rest of the field.

And, once again, unless the author
mandated it, this is not what interpretation
is supposed to be. If we allow massive, over-
the-top gesturing, then we should allow
other assaults on the author's intent. We
should allow for males to be females and
the old plays as young. We should not balk
at rewriting for content or the times. Exces-
sive movement undermines the internal in-
tegrity of interpretation because it under-
mines the author's intent. And when we
undermine the internal integrity of some-
thing, it has very little base integrity left.
Therefore, excessive movement in interpre-
tation is not justified.

CONTENTION 2 - Excessive
movement in Interpretation un-
dermines speech and debate in
general

Sub-point A - Without clear lim-
its, there is no faimess.
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One way to measure the external in-
tegrity of an item 15 to determine the equity
or fairness that can be found. And in this
instance, where we are looking at movement
in interpretation, equity truly does not ex-
ist. There ate many causes of this: differing
leagues and league rules, the duplicity and
contradiction of rules and standards, and
the age-old notions of competition and
strategy. Sometimes, it is merely a matter of
degrees. In other instances, the differences
can be as clear as day or night.

Some leagues have decided to attempt
parity by developing harsh rules and con-
sequences for this violation. Still others
have seen fit to let the event kind of "regu-
late itself”, figuring that it will eventually
right its own wrongs. But there is a danger
in following either one of these courses of
action, Strict rules lead to rebellion, with
coaches and students purposefully misus-
ing them to fulfill a greater or more personal
agenda. Self-regulation means that abuses
will occur, and when they do, they end up
becomning the status quo for long periods
of time. And in most cases, the regulation
part never happens, All that does occur is
what 1s happening now, that is, the exces-
sive amount of movement in interpretation.

And this creates a basic inequity in
the event. Those who wish to play by the
rules find themselves at the short end of
the posting as the violators move on to set
the agenda and pick up the trophies. Effec-
tive or not, if everyone cannot or does not
play by clear rules, then there is no equity
in an event. And where there is no equity,
there is no external integrity. There is not a
need for an outright ban of movement. Just
a basic understanding of the definition of
interpretation would be enough, and what
it is not, can restore integrity to the event,

Sub-point B - Standard can be
created.

Affirmative may argue that there can
never be a clear set of standards, because
no one group of coaches, judges, forensics
executives and/or students could ever agree
on what those doctrines would be. Is walk-
ing two paces too much? Too little? Should
we be able to kneel? And if we can kneel,
why not lay down? For every positive, there
will be a negative, for every proposal an
exception. It would seem an impossibility
(like finding an understandable team de-
bater or a lucid forensics coach) to create
the rules.
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But that is not true. And the answer
is right under our reading glasses. IF the
piece demands movement, then movement
can and should be used. It should be con-
sistent with two (2) things: (1) the author's
intent and (2) the physical reality of the
event. 1f a writer images a character climb-
ing a ladder, orriding a horse, then the per-
former can incorporate those actions into
his work. Butif there were an all out brawl,
or a chase scene that is meant to cover many
portions of the stage, to attempt to mimic
this would be excessive. Why? Because of
the physical limits involved. There is no
other actor to fight with, no stage left or
right to deal with. To try and pretend you
are taking on an army of villains when all
vou have is a ill fitting suit and a blood-
stream full of caffeine seems a little outside
the boundaries.

And this includes instances where the
author mandates NO action. Just because
you think the crucial ending dialogue be-
tween dying father and son needs some
jumping jacks to "liven' itup does not mean
itis acceptable. A comic monologue about
horrible tasting food does not require you
to incorporate Ricky Martin style dance
moves. The piece, not the desire to win,
should dictate the amount and type of mo-

tion. And judges who wish to question this
should be able to view the cniginal cutting
to see if the movement is inherent. Either
way, they can discover the truth and make
their decision.

Under this system, we solve many
problems. We keep out of control perform-
ers in check by making them stay honest to
the work. We provide a standard for judges
to go by when confused, or angered by what
they see. We do not modify or restrict the
student’s abilities by making them stiff and
rigid, delivering lines like an audio
animatronics President at Disney World (or
on C-Span). There 1s a umversal applicabil-
ity. This is the only way to maintain integ-
rity, both within the event itself and in fo-
rensics in general. We should strive for in-
clusiveness and this can only be achieve if
everyone, violator and conformer alike,
knows the score. In light of the analysis
presented, I see no other vote than nega-
tive,

So, what do you think? Affirmative
or Negative? Swayed by the idea of com-
plete freedom, or liking the idea of follow-
ing the original intent of a piece. Maybe
you like alittle from column A and a smat-
tering from column B. Whateverit is, [ would
like to hear it. I think that, in some cases,

this is the biggest problem in forensics to-
day. Students feel they cannot compete
against others who "play fast and loose"
with the rules and seem to always end up
standing on stage at the final award cer-
emony. It is not right that somc members of
our community think that others "cheat” in
order to gain their trophied reward, looking
with a jaundiced eye at otherwise talented
students.

Just as we would not tolerate the "per-
ception or inference of impropriety” in the
tabulation of a tournament, or in the prof-
fering of evidence in L/D, TD and Extem-
pore, we should not allow interp to con-
tinue on this path of "anything goes". While
itmay make the event more fun, or gratify-
ing, hardware wise, it will eventually harm
the event, just like speed in team or spread-
ing in /D, and create questions in the minds
of coaches as to whether or not they can
compete in the current climate of competi-
tion. Good riddance, some of you may say.
If you can't stand the heat, get out of the
break posting. Is this really what we are all
about in forensics? If it's just the trophies,
then maybe there is something wrong, in
general. Whatever it is, write about it. [ would
like to hear about it.

(Bill Gibron coaches at Academy of the
Holy Names (FL).
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Announcing the 27" Samford

Summer Forensics Institute

15-28 July 2001
Birmingham, AL

Policy Debate Division: The SSFI Policy debate program is designed entering novice and varsity students.
Experienced coaches stress the fundamentals of debate. At the end of the institute, each student will have
participated in writing an affirmnative case, writing a disadvantage and a kritik, and taken part in at least eight
practice debaltes. First year students learn how to flow and cover the fundamentals of debate. As of 1 January,
policy debate labs will be directed by Michael Janas, Ph.D. (Samford University), Ben Coulter, MA (Samford
University), Ben Osborme, MA (MTSU), Thom O’Rourke, MA (University School, TN) and Heidi Hamilton,
Ph.D. (Augustana College, 1L).

Lincoln-Douglas Debate Division: Samford hosted the first Lincoln-Douglas workshop in the nation and has
continued to lead the way in L-D innovation. In addition to providing a primer on the basics of moral and
political philosophy, the L-D institute also seeks to develop fundamental skills such as flowing, briefing and
casing. The Lincoln-Douglas workshop is directed by Pat Bailey (Homewood H.S., AL).

Teacher’s Institute: Designed for new teachers or those that find themselves in charge of a program for the first
time, successful long-time coach Skip Coulter (Mountain Brook Jr. H.S. and Samford University) will conduct
a workshop on the fundamentals of debate coaching. While we cannot promise to make you a champion coach
in your first year, we can help orient you to the bewildering world of high school forensics and make you feel
confident as you enter the forensics classroom for the first time.

Cost: $975.00. Includes all room, board, tuition and group copying fees. Housing is in air conditioned, double-
occupancy Samford dormitories. Classes are held on the Samford campus and dining is in the Samford
cafeteria. There are no additional lab fees. Dormitories are directed by William Tate (Montgomery Bell
Academy, TN). Financial aid s available for students with demonstrated need.

For more information:
Michael Janas, Ph.D.
Samford University
Birmingham, AL 35229
(205) 726-2509
myjjanas @samford.edu




The 70th

NATIONAL

SUMMER

. INSTITUTE
POLICY DEBATE IN FORENSICS

June 25 - July 14, 2001 |

LINCOLN-DOUGLAS DEBATE
June 25 - July §, 2001

LD SENIOR PHILOSOPHERS
PROGRAM

June 25 - July 8, 2001

TEACHERS’ INSTITUTE
June 25 - July 8, 2001

THE UNIVERSITY OF IOWA

Towa City, Iowa

Paul Bellus, Director

A. Craig Baird Debate Forum
B12 International Center

The University of lowa

Iowa City, Jowa 52242-1802

319-335-0621 (voice) or 319-335-2111 (fax)
paul-bellus @uiowa.edu

lowa begins accepting applications March 1, 2001
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TEACHERS’ INSTITUTE

SPECIAL LECTURER
' ! DR. DAVID ZAREFSKY

_ Professor of Communications
= s i The School of Speech
v : Northwestern University

a | B.S.,M.A., Ph.D., Northwestern University; Professor of Communications, The School of
Speech, Northwestern University, Evanston, Iilinois. More than 30 years involvement in debate
and forensics: national high school champion, nationally acclaimed coach, veteran director of the

L National High School lnstitute in Speech (the model for all other “good” forensics institutes),
' }I'jl lecturer, consultant, author; past president of SCA.
I
] Dr. Zarefsky gave major attention to the importance of competitive debate in his keynote address

to the International Communication Association in Amsterdam. Dr. Zarefsky’s “Paradigms”
lectures and “L.ogic” seminars have been enjoyed by Iowa participants for more than a decade. Professor Zarefsky may well
have given more lectures to high school students on debate than any person living. None would disagree that any lecture by Dr.
Zarefsky is expertly delivered. Students particularly enjoy the opportunity to ask questions after the lectures and sessions. Dr.
Zarefsky is available to speak personally with teachers and students at Slater Hall on the last night of his visit. It is a singular
honor to have him returning in 2001.

Faculty

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

RICHARD EDWARDS, Professor, Baylor University,
Waca, TX; B.A, M.A,, Ph.D.,, The University of Iowa;
designed and perfected the Tab Room on the Mac ;
program that has revolutionized tournament e

management; long time member of the wording Thomas Sullivan Richard Edwards

committee for the national high school topic; editor

and author of dozens of articles and publications for JUNE 25 - JULY 8, 2001

high school teachers and students on debate.

B12 International Center
The University of lowa
Towa City, Iowa 52242-1802

319-335-0621 (Voice) 319-335-2111 (Fax)

TEACHING EXCELLENCE AT IOWA!




POLICY DEBATE

June 25 - July 14, 2001

In debate circles, Coach Ballingall is highly respected . .

CHUCK BALLINGALL, Division coordinator, Director of Debate, Damien High School; B.A.,
University of Redlands; veteran lab leader at Iowa. Currently, Mr. Bailingall is the Vice
President for the National Debate Coaches Association. Mr. Ballingall is regarded as one of the
most outstanding debate lab leaders and coaches in the nation. Mr. Ballingall is the youngest
coach to receive two NFL Digmonds. His devotion and dedication have earned him the
admiration and respect of students and coaches frott across the country. He has taught and
lectured to thousands of students at dozens of summer programs over the last 10 years. His
teams frequent the late elimination rounds of every major tournament and have attended every
national round robin. It is a unigue honor to have Mr. Ballingall lead the lowa Policy Division
into the 21st Century.

Chuck Ballingall, Division Coordinator

JANE BOYD, Director of Forensics, Grapevine High School; B A,
University of Arkansas, Fayetteville; Double Diamond coach;
Coach TOC Top Speaker; Coach of Five State Charnpions;
Coach of NFL National Semi-Finalist; teams at Greenhill

Glenbrooks Round Robin, Harvard Round Robin and Stanford
Round Robin,

ADRIENNE BROVERQ, Debate coach and Fh.D.
candidate, Northwestern University; B.A. and M.A.,
Wakeforest University; former Wakeforest debater;
Winner NDT Copeland Award; Twoapearances NDT
semifinals; coached two NDT champions and two
NDT Top Speakers; 9 year veteran lab leader.

TREVOR FOSTER, Graduate, University of lowa;
former debater at Millard North High School, Millard,
NE; late elimination rounds of every major college
tournament; former state champion.

FATHER RAYMOND HAHN, Headmaster and Director
of Forensics, Cathedral Prep; B.A., St. Mary’s Seminary College;
M.Div., School of Theology, St. Mary's University; NFL Double
Diamond; Key Coach of the Barkley Forum; as a veteran coach
of Policy Debate, Fr. Hahn's teams have been in the late
elimination rounds of every major tournament.

HEIDI HAMILTON, Assistant Professor and Director of
Forensics, Augustana College, Rock Island, IL; B.A., Augustana
College, Sioux Yalls, SD; M.A., UNC Chapel Hill; Ph. D.,
University of lowa; former debate coach at the University of
lowa; former debater for Augustana College where she
reached the [ate elimination rounds of every major tournarment;
as a coach at lowa and Augustana her teamns frequently reach

Round Robin, Bronx Science Round Robin, MBA Round Robin,

Father Hahn

the late elimination debates and have qualified for the National
Debate Tournament.

DAVID HINGSTMAN, Assistant Professor and Director of
Debate, University of Jowa; Phi Beta Kappa; A.B., Princeton;
[ D., Harvard; Ph.D., Northwestern; coached three NDT Top
Speakers, two NDT finalists including champions, and has had
two or more teams qualify for the National Debate
Tournament over the past fourteen years; voted one
of the nation’s most outstanding debate critics.

MIKE JENSEN, Ph.D. fellowship at The Center for
Democtacy, University of California; B.A,
University of lowa; former coach University of
lowa; coached 2000 NDT Copeland award winners;
teams in the late elimination rounds at every major
college tournament; former debater University of
Towa.

KRISTIN LANGWELL, Graduate, University of
Iowa; 4th Speaker Harvard Invitational; NDT
District [V Champion; Finalist at UNI and Wake Forest;
Winner of Kentucky, Pepperdine and [linois State NDT
tournaments; winner of NDT 2000 Copeland award; former
debater at Niles West High School; former NFL champion;
former Novice Nationals champion; forruer assistant debate
coach, Elk Grove High School; former debater, Wake Forest
University.

ANDY PETERSON, B.A., University of lowa; A. Craig Baird
Debate Forum member; Phi Beta Kappa; Four time NDT first
round bid qualifier; Late elimination rounds of every major
college debate tournament; numerous speaking awards;
veteran member of lowa staff.
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ANDY RYAN, Senior, University of lowa; Baird TARA VOSE, junior, Unuversity of lowa; A. Craig Baird
Debate Forum member; 4th speaker at Kentucky; - Debate Forum member; numercus debate and

Top Speaker at Novice Nationals; finalist at UNI speaker awards, former debater, Ottumwa High

and Wake Forest; Winner of Kentucky and School; second year as an Jowa staff memler.
Pepperdine; late elimination rounds of every
major college tournament; winner of NDT 2000
Copeland award; former champion of Barkley
Forum, Glenbrooks, Pace Round Robin and the
Tournament of Champions; former debater,
Caddo Magnet High School.

DANIELLE WIESE, Debate coach and Ph.D. candidate,
Unijversity of Jowa; member A. Craig Baird Debate
Forum; former director of debate, [llinois State
University; coached NDT qualifiers and teams to late
elimination rounds; former debater, Wayne State
University and Michigan University; two NDT

INATE SMITH, Debate Coach, Northwestern appearances and numerous debate and speaker

University; B.A., Northwestern University; David Hingstman awards; former high school debate coach, Henry

coached three NDT National Champicnship Ford, Il High School; coached state champions.

teamns; coached two NDT Top Speakers; coached . .

two NDT Copeland Award Winners; considered

by the college community as one of the top debate

critics in the naton; former debater, Northwestern

University.

TYSON 5MITH, Directer of Debate, Valley High
School; B.A., University of Iowa; Mr. Smith hosts
the Mid West region’s largest debate tcurnament;
his teams have participated in the late elimination
rounds of every major national tlournament; as a
first year coach, Mr. Smith sent team members to
the NFL National Tournament; member of the
National Debate Coaches Association; former
debater.

Nate Smith

[AARON TIMMONS, Co-Director of Debate, The
Greenhill School; B.S., Lamar University, NFL
national champion, policy debate, coached many
NFEL champions; key coach Barkley Forum for
high schools, Blue and Green Society Glenbrooks,
Coach of two national sweepstakes awards, :
charter member of the NDCA. Aaron Timmons

MATTHEW WHIPPLE, Director of Forensics,

Glenbrock South High School; B.A., Northwestern,

M.A., Roosevelt University; Co-Director of the nation’s largest
high school invitational; coached1998 winner of the TOC;
teamns in the late elimination rounds of every major ——
tournament; more than a dozen NFL and CFL elimination \
participants; veteran member of the lowa staff. -

Danielle Wiese

For an enrollment packet or additional information, contact:
Paul Bellus, Director

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

paul-bellus @uiowa.edu

National Summer Institute in Forensics

B12 International Center
The University of Iowa
Towa City, Towa 52242-1802
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LINCOLN-DOUGLAS DEBATE

June 25 - July 8, 2001

DUKES & BAILEY: LD PIONEERS ‘

Marilee Dukes & Patricia Bailey

JESSICA BAILEY, Junior, University of Minnesota; finalist
NFL Naticnal Tournament; quarterfinalist TOC; 2nd place at
Glenbrook Round Robin; 1st place at MBA Round Robin;
assistant coach, Apple Valley High School.

PATRICIA BAILEY, special consultant for LD Debate,
Homewood High School; former Head Debate Coach,
Homewood High School; B.A., Huntington College; M.A.,
Montevallo (AL); NFL Diamond Coach, Key Coach of the
Barkley Forum; coached NFL LD champion, numerous NFL
nationa) qualifiers, LD state champion for seven years
running; Alabama Speech Teacher of the Year Award;
National Topic Selection Committee for LI debate; Samford
and Iowa Lincoln-Douglas debate institutes; NFL Hall of
Fame; NFISDA OCutstanding Speech, Drama, Debate
Educator Award; co-founder of lowa’s Lincoln-Douglas
Summer Debate Institute.

CLAIRE CARMAN-REDDIG, Debate Coach, Episcopal High
School; B.A., Rice University; First place, Bronx Round
Robin, St. Mark's of Texas; National Forensic League
National Champion; former Director of Samford University
Lincoln-Douglas Summer Debate Institute.

MICHELLE COQODY, Director of Forensics, St. James School;
B.5., Spring Hill; M.A., Auburn University; NFL Diamond
coach; TOC advisory board; coached numerous national
qualifiers; Key Coach of the Barkley Forum.

Ms. Bailey and Ms. Dukes are recognized for excellence in
and out of the classroom. At Iowa, they have built what many
regard as the “only summer program” for Lincoln-Douglas
debaters. Their standards, expectations and performance are
nothing short of remarkable, and they demand and get the
best from their very able staff. Their curriculum is organized,
W4 thorough and challenging 1o the very best students. They

' have found the right mix of theory and practice, and year
J after year, students come back for more.

BEN DAVIDSON, Junior, Duke University; 1st place Wake
Forest; 3rd place at Montgomery Academy Round Robin;
2nd place at Greenhill Round Robin.

HETAL DOSHI, Graduate, Emory University; former debater
and graduate of Vestavia Hills High School; Glenbrook _
Champion; MBA Champion; Semifinalist Bronx High School
of Science, NFL Nationals; Top Speaker, TOC; three time
TOC qualifier; TOC Champion; Wake Forest Champion.

MARILEE DUKES, Director of Forensics, Vestavia Hills High
School; B.S., University of Southern Mississippi; M.5., North
Texas State University (Debate Fellow); former high school
and college debater; 20-year teaching and coaching veteran;
numerous state and national qualifiers; ccached NFL and
TOC champions; NFL Double-Diamond; Key Coach of the
Barkley Forum; cofounder of Iowa’s Lincoln-Douglas
Summer Debate Institute; Blue and Gold Society.

MAC HAWKINS, Graduate, Loyola University, New Orleans;
NCFL National Champion; TOC qualifier; participant in late
elimination rounds of every national tournament; assistant
coach, Isidore Newman School; coached studernts to late
elimination rounds of every major tournament and state
champions.

NADIR JOSHUA, Junior, Rutgers University; 2nd Stanford
Round Robin, participant in late elimination rounds of every
national tournament; three time NFL National qualifier.

IOWA HAS A TEACHER WHO IS RIGHT FOR YOU!
For enroliment information call 319-335-0621 (voice) or fax 319-335-2111




HOW TO CUT PREP TIME USE
by David M. Cheshier

The amount of preparation time given to debaters varies con-~
siderably from region to region. In some areas teams receive as
much as ten minutes for preparation, to be used as they wish; in
others students are expected to speak without any prep time at all.
At some college tournaments prep time is being merged with cross-
examination periods, and teams are provided with so-called “alter-
native use time” which they can use for prep or questioning.

This essay is intended to advise debaters who receive some
amount of time to be used at their discretion as the debate contin-
ues — is there ever enough? — and to provide some tips for using
prep time more effectively.

The basic rules of prep time management are well known, and
obvious to anyone who thinks about the topic for even a few min-
utes. Save prep time for the last speeches, to the extent possible.
Devise a system to collaborate efficiently with your partner. Do as
much preparing before the round as possible. Work to stay orga-
nized during the debate, both with respect to your flowsheet and
your evidence. But the obvious advice can be hard to implement —
sometimes one partner steals the lion’s share of prep time on ac-
count of inexperience, and teams simply settle into a routine where
they always lack time late in the debate for strategic planning. And
1t can be difficult to solve these problems — so often I see partners
in a perpetual state of war with colleagues who eat up more prep
time than their “share.”

The dynamics of prep time use vary as the year continues.
Every one experiences prep time allocation issues early in the sea-
(Cheshier continued to page 37)
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The National High
Northwestern

The Coon-Hardy Program
July 15 through

The Unique Coon-Hardy Curriculum

» Teamwork, Teamwork, Teamwork!!!
« Interactive Learning Environment
» Integrated Curriculum Design
Small Group Topic Analysis and Design
» Matching Faculty Expertise to the Needs of Individual Students
« College Caliber Strategy and Research Skills

For Further Information Contact:

The National High School Institute
617 Noyes Street
Evanston, IL 60208
(800)-662-NHSI
http://www.nwu.edu/nhsi
E-Mail: nhsi@nwu.edu

"Come, Be a Part of One of America'’s Most Successful College
Debate Programs"

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

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




SummerDebate.com

America’s Online Debate Institute

SummerDebate.com, the next evolution of debate education, fulfilis a variely of needs:
» Covers fundamental debate theory and practice
> Explains and examines higher theory and new argument types
» Could serve as a traditional institute primer or comprehensive summer
curriculum
» Offers a forum for coach education

You get America’s best faculiy
for enly $250!

SummerDebate.com is an online debate mnstitute with a comprehensive curriculum
covering debate theory and topic specific material. Participants may engage in the institute
material whenever they want from June 1 - August 30, 2001. Material will be updated
throughout the surnmer. Each interactive, written lecture will be supplemented with an
exercise and short assessment. Each participant will be assigned a lab leader, available
every day through e-mail. SummerDebate.com utilizes distance education technology
being used by colleges and universities across the country. Choose from either the Policy
or Lincoln-Douglas program. Get more informaton or check out a demonstration of the

institute site. V1sit us at www.summerdebate.com!

Currently our faculty mncludes...

Policy Program

Chuck Ballingall, Damien Academy, CA Paul Bellus, University of lowa

Alan Coverstone, Montgomery Bell Academy, TN Marie Dzuris, Centerville HS, CH

Raja Gaddipati, Morthwestern University, iL David Glass, Edgemont, NY

David Heidt, Westminster, GA Jason Hemandez, University of Michigan

Shenyt Kaczmarek, Newburg Free, NY Dan Lingel, Dallas Jesuit, TX

Steve Mancuso, University of Michigan Shrikanth Reddy, Northwestern University, IL

Frank Seaver, Woodward Academy, GA Tyson Smith, West Des Moines Valley, A

Warren Sprouse, Cedar Rapids Washington, (A Wayne Tang, Maine East HS, 1L

Aaron Timmeons, The Greenhill School, TX Dana Vavroch, Bettendotf HS, 1A B

Leslie Wade, Emory University Alison Werner-Smith, West Des Moines Valley, |A
Chris Wheatley, Pace Academy, GA

Lincoln-Douglas Program

Mike Bietz, Edina, MN Dave Huston, Hightand Park, TX Michelin Massey, Christopher Columbus HS, FL
Jane Boyd, Grapevine HS, TX Kandi King, San Antonio Churchill, TX Fred Robertson, Fremont HS, NE

John Gibson, Millard West HS, NE  Cherian Koshy, Apple Valley HS, MN Eric Sack, Lingoln Southeast HS, NE
Alex Gomez, University of Michigan Shelley Livaudais, Westwood H.S., TX
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son, if only because of the near-universal

state of under-preparation and disorgani-
zation characteristic of the early tourna-
ments. And 1 think it also easy to say that
prep time problems typically tend to sub-
side as the year goes on, as students gain
greater familiarity with their major positions,
and the possibility for genuine tactical or
argumentative surprise s lessened through
experience.

What can be domne to fix chronic prep
time issues? In what follows 1 offer twenty
tips for improving your use of preparation
time. Think about using a handful — no
one I know effectively does all these
things— and you will cut down your own
drain on time, much to your competitive
benefit.

1. If your own time isn’t enough, use
theirs. Often I sce debaters sitting quietly
as their opponents prepare, or I’ll see be-
haviors that clearly show a lack of concen-
trated attention to prep. The reluctance to
do serious preparation work as your oppo-
nents work is, I suppose, understandable
— “I’'mnotamindreader, so how can [ prep
against a speech I haven’t even heard yet?”
But consider the possibilities for 2NR prep
work while the 1 AR readies her or his speech.
In fact a lot of work can be done well in
advance of the actual 2NR, even without
knowing exactly what the 1AR will specifi-
cally extend. There are some positions the
1AR must extend, and to a very large extent
you can certainly know in advance what
major responses are likely to come — after
all, rebuttal speeches are not supposed to
contain new arguments. You can at least
think about how you will script issue over-
views — your basic overview to a topical-
ity argument, to the “critical race” critique,
or business confidence will not likely be
changed regardless of what the 1AR argues.
Yes, some major concessions in a good 1AR
will nullify large portions of the ZNR, and in
those cases your work will be wasted. But
for the most part advance scripting of issue
overviews and argument explanations to be
given on the most tricky responses (such
as intricate turn stories or impact assess-
ments) can be written in advance, saving a
lot of detailed work in your own prep time
block.

2. Pre-brief as much as you can. We
all know that to the extent you can script
yourself prior to the round you will save
prep time as the debate occurs. But too
often our briefs are not written for delivery,
instead, they tend to consist simply of card

runs. Thus my advice is to consider writing
rebuttal or at least specific extension briefs
for particular use in your major speeches.
As a second negative fond of extending a
presidential transition disadvantage, you
know you will face some version of the re-
sponse that the position is not unigque since
President Bush just this moming had his
agenda captured by some event on the
other side of the world. So youmay as well
write carefully scripted response briefs, in-
cluding your most important asserted an-
swers, eloquently and efficiently drafted.
The more you prepare before the debate,
the less time you’ll need to prep during the
round.

3. Convert tournament down time into
preparation opportunities. At the end of
most rounds 1 see, students rather leisurely
re-file their evidence, post-mortem their just
finished performance and the judges’ reac-
tion to it, wander around to find their coach
or friends, and kill time until the next pair-
ings are released. Time between rounds
should be an occasion for some relaxation,
and making friends is a benefit of debate
participation. Butif you and your colleague
step up the pace and work a little harder
you’ll be surprised at how much produc-
tive work you can get done, and still have
time for fun between debates. Consider this:
If you worked hard and fast to re-file your
evidence, you could probably free up as
many as ten munutes per debate. If you did
nothing more than make those new ten min-
utes productive, you will have added at least
an hour’s work time to your weekend. Try
this: Immediately afler the judge concludes
his or lier comments, look at your flow of
the major positions and at that moment
script or re-script extensions for use the next
time. Briefs made right at the end of the de-
bate are typically of higher than normal
value, since the issues are readily in mind.
Or script extension briefs (on, say, your
major disadvantage) for the three new an-
swers you heard in the round you just de-
bated, even if they were asserted answers.
Doing this can make you completely
prepped on a disadvantage by tournament’s
end.

I think this idea is so tmportant and
under-utilized, thatI invite you to think se-
riously about your current use of post-round
time. Even if you feel your time is produc-
tively spent, | suspect you can squeeze ten
minutes out of time you presently use to
unwind at debate’s end. And here is an-
other benefit of this idea: It will help you
remember with clarity the actual arguments
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your opponent made. When I ask my de-
baters at rounds end how the team they
debated answered our counterplan, they
often reply with some version of “oh, they
just pressed it.” I interpret that as a judg-
ment on their part that the other team made
predictable and usually asserted answers
{standard pemmutation answers and so on).
You probably say the same thing to your
own coach after the normal debate. But if
you had taken the ten minutes or so neces-
sary to pull out a piece of paper and pre-
cisely script out what you should have or
did say against the particular permutation
vou hadn’t heard before, you will save your-
self the prep time later of having to rethink
YyOur Iesponses.

4. Consider pre-flowing. I offer this
tip with some trepidation, since it can be
risky to flow yourself in advance, if only
because the actual circumstances of de-
bates rarely matches the pre-flow. But there
are students who eat up prep time because
it takes them so long to back-flow them-
selves after their speech, or so long to prep
their speech in advance in a legible hand.
Some students successfully use Post-It tape,
which comes in a roughly one-inch width
— perfect for pre-flowing a colurnn’s worth
of talk on your flow. The beauty of Post-1t
tape is that after use in the round, you can
peel it right off and re-attach it to the origi-
nal brief for later use, although that makes
your actual flow harder to understand later.

5. Take no prep for the INR. Some
would add that the 1AR should take no prep,
delivering the speech stand-up, a position 1
disagree with (I outlined my arguments
against the stand-up 1AR in an earlier Ros-
trum colurmn). Butno one believes the INR
should ever take prep time. The first nega-
tive rebuttal can be completely prepped
while the 2AC and 2NC speak, and during
the cross-ex of the second negative. Think
about it: there is no reason at all for the
INR to listen to or flow the 2NC, since s/he
will not be extending the 2NC positions.
Never, ever take INR prep! Sometimes stu-
dents who understand this advice and in-
tend to follow it are thrown, robbed of prep
tirne, when the 2AC waives her cross-ex of
the ZNC. So, fine, plan to be fully prepped
at the closing second of the second nega-
tive constructive.

6. Allocate arguments within the
negative block with an eye to saving prep
time. I often see second negatives take upon
themselves the most intellectually demand-
ing arguments for their own constructive,

(Cheshier continued to page 40)
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Wake Forest University
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The Summer Debate Workshop

Designed for all levels of high school debaters
June 15th-July 3, 2001

The Policy Project
Designed for advanced students
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WHY Wake?

WAKE is WIRED! Al wake Forest University's dorms and classrooms are wired for convenient ethernet access.
Students recsive instruction in the most up-to-date computer research practices and have access to campus
computer labs.

Small & Educationally-Sized Labs and Classes with no more than 16 students per lab, provide diversity,
individually-tailored debate practices and productive sharing without allowing any student to “get lost” in the shuffle,
A sense of group effort, friendship and teamwork is stressed across the workshop.

A Professional staff with extensive experience coaching both high schooi and college debate programs. Each lab
is team taught by 2 senicr staff members.

The staff for summer 2000 Included: Ross Smith (Wake Forest University), John Katsulas(Boston College), Tim O'Donnell
(Mary Washingfon College), Stefan Bauschard (Boston College), Kim Shanahan (Fort Hays HS, KS), Eric Truett
{(NYU Law), Justin Green (UMKC graduate school), Shenara Reid (Emory University), Judd Renken (WFU asst.
coach), Sandra McCulough (WFU asst. coach), Jason Mika (WFU asst. coach), Wes Lotz (WFU Sr. debater) &
Jarrod Atchison {WFU Sr. debater)

A Structured and Innovative Curricuium provides students with the maximal opportunity to work closety
with all of our faculty in a variety of settings. Our curricular medel emphasizes interactive learning and discussion.
We have small classes for many of the kinds of subjects like theory and speaker positions that other workshops
relegate to mass lectures. Our curriculum is rigorous and challenging, but we do everything possible to involve the
students in a dialogue: to get them to think with us.

All lab evidence is SHARED by the entire wL rkshop. The entire workshop functions as a team to produce
- evidence that has become the finest set of relevant evidence out of any workshop. By sharing evidence, we are
also able to find time for moreﬁactice debates than most other workshops.

No Hidden Costs The price of the workshops v'ffg: room, board, workshop activities, WFU computing facilities
J -re not included are: personal photocopying, drinks/snacks
arEEpus. [n other words, there really are no hidden costs!
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You can register on-line at www/wfu.edu/Student-organizations/debate/Weorkshops.htmil
if you have questions or need more information, please confact: Virginia Bannigan bannigva@wfu.edu or 336.758 4848
Our mailing address: PG Box 7324, Reynolda Station, Winston-Salem, NC 27109
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WAKE is WIRED! Al wake Forest University's dorms and classrooms are wired for convenient ethernet access.
Students receive instruction in the most up-to-date computer research practices and have access to campus
computer iabs.

Small & Educa‘rionally—Sized Labs and Classes with no more than 16 students per lab, provide diversity,
individually-tailored debate practices and productive sharing without allowing any student to “get lost” in the shuffle.
A sense of group effort, friendship and teamwork is stressed across the workshop.

A Pr‘ofessional staff with extensive experience coaching both high school and college debate programs. Each lab
is team taught by 2 senior staff members.
The staff for summer 2000 Included: Ross Smith (Wake Forest University), John Katsulas(Boston College), Tim O'Donneil
(Mary Washington College), Stefan Bauschard (Boston College), Kim Shanahan (Fort Hays HS, KS), Eric Truett
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Jarrod Atchison (WFU Sr, debater)
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with all of our faculty in a variety of settings. Our curricular model emphasizes interactive learning and discussion.
We have small classes for many of the kinds of subjects like theory and speaker positions that other workshops
relegate to mass lectures. Qur curriculum is rigorous and challenging, but we do everything possible to involve the
students in a dialogue: to get them to think with us.
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(Cheshier continued from page 37)
leaving the weaker or easier arguments for

their partner. We all get the reasoning ——
usually the 2NC is the more advanced de-
bater, though of course not always, and
many 2NC’s simply don’t want to trust the
particulars of their argument to a colleague.
But that position, which borders on or be-
comes atrogance, can come with a steep
prep time price, as 2NC’s have to eat up
minutes on the ¢lock scripting out answers
to new, tricky, or sitnply sophisticated ZAC
answers. In response to this problem, the
tip is to have a very quick conversation with
your partner at the end of the 2AC, and to
allocate positions in the block with consid-
cration of prep time concemns. Let the INR
take a major position that will require a lot
of careful in-round prep. O, if you don’t
trust the INR enough to extend the entire
critique, explicitly skip over some of the
demanding responses in the 2NC, leaving
them for INR coverage.

7. Get well organized. File caretully.
Know where your evidencc is. Highlight
YOUr major positions, so the best evidence
is pre-selected. Keep expanding files in a
consistent order, so you’ll always know
whiere to find them. Double check to make
sure you really have everything at round’s
end, and are not missing critical briefs. Copy
everything before the tournament, so you
don’thave to run back and forth borrowing
evidence from your otlier tearns. Keep notes
about your strategies, judges, and the other
teams’ arguments in a well-organized note-
book or file folders. Every second you have
to spend in a debate hunting for the new
uniqueness evidence is a wasted second.

8. Write useable debate briefs. Tmen-
tioned a moment ago the problem many even
talented debaters have in writing briefs that
are nothing more than card runs. But an-
other problem is that even when analytical
arguments are scripted on the page, they
are not well written with an cye for actual
in-round use. The arguments are not se-
quenced from strongest to weakest, which
means a student just picking up the brief'in
the frenzy of a constructive may stop (un-
der time pressure) after the third answer,
when the fourth is really the key. Or briefs
may be written in such a way as to make it
hard to keep track of what evidence is to be
read as a frontline {or first speech) response,
and which ought to be saved for use in the
rebuttals. Consider writing second versions
of important briefs on the arguments you
most prefer that can be used in the 2NC or
INR, so that as soon as you hear the “wrong

forum” critique answer you’ll have a per-
fectly scripted brief requiring no in-round
prep use.

9. Script out your major theory argu-
ments. At some point, given the practices
in most of the nation’s debate circuits, you
will need to defend why topicality is a vot-
ing issue, why counterplan conditionality
or dispositionality is justified, why critiques
are reasons to reject flawed advocacy, or
the contrary views to all these claims. Script
yourself out comprehensively. A danger to
avoid is writing theory briefs that are too
truncated, where claims are made without
reasons. While no one has time to deliver a
treatise on why performative contradictions
are reasons to reject a particular critique, no
onie wants to hear an asserted blip offered
without any explanation either. Why have
to take prep time to rewrite your arguments
about why private actor fiat is illegitimate?

10. Concentrate in-round prep time
on tricky and round-deciding issues. A tip1I
often suggest advises the 2ZNC and 1AR to
circle the best 2ZAC answers as they are de-
livered. Thatis, as the | AC flows her or his
partner giving the 2AC answers to a disad-
vantage, s/he should circle the best ones
(and by best I simply mean the truest, most
clever, or the ones the 2AC 1s most likely to
want to extend in the last speech). Then, as
the 1AR prepares to extend the disadvan-
tage, s/he should concentrate attention on
those circled arguments. Start by prepping
those first, to make sure the most important
arguments receive the fullest attention. Of-
ten you’ll find that you can effectively ex-
tend some of the other answers without pre-
scripting anything at all.

11. At home, practice giving
constructives without any prep time used
atall. I cspecially recommend this no-prep
drill for practicing theory arguments. The
drill does not requite full practice debates.
For example, you can read a critique shell,
your partner can read responses (as the
2AC would), and then you should stand up
immediately to give a 2NC on the position.
Do this drill repeatedly. You’ll be surprised
at how readily you can speak persuasively
in response to most arguments without
claborate prep time use. And the experi-
ence of this drill will strengthen your per-
formance in rounds where you simply run
out of time. Ilike the no-prep drill because
it most readily reveals what my students
truly understand and do not undcrstand
about the positions they’re extending —
tlhere is no cover for ignorance when the
prep time to figure it all out is taken away.

12. Get help from your partner during
prep, but be smart about it. This is tricky,
since the most tempt colleague — as in, ur-
gently whispered, “prep me on the
counterplan!” or “write out T answers for
me!” That can be dangerous, since partner
handwriting is notoriously bad, and since
the limited time available converts even
clearly written answers into cryptic taglines
that cannot be easily deciphered by some-
one else. Some find it more productive to
have their more eloquent colleagues script
out the internal overview, which can work if
the person speaking remembers they are
reading eloquence, and not another two
sentence card at light speed. Others have
their colleagues script out answers but only
for certain difficult responses. Still others
use their colleagues to fetch evidence and
responses from their opponents, or to find
cards in the files. How best to use your
partner depends on that person’s strengths
and weaknesses. Talk with your colleague
about how to be most productive in work-
ing together.

13, When practicing, avoid simply
rehearsing your own spccialty arguments.
Some of the greatest prep time disasters
come when students are called upon, for
whatever reason, to extend a position they
donot know well. Debaters who only know
one argument are obviously disadvantaged
under these circumstances. The cure?
Broaden your specialization dnring at-home
practice. Don’t know much about critiques,
while your partner is the reincarnated Michel
Foucault? Practice the argument at home
anyway — it will give you a better grasp of
an important position on many resolutions,
and even if you rarely have to take it over or
extend it, when you do you won’t have to
sit there for all eight or ten minutes figuring
it out.

14, Make pre-round conversations
prep time productive. I’'mreferring here to
the five or ten minutes of time available im-
mediately prior to the start of the round.
Consider explicitly rehearsing the basic sto-
ries of the arguments you plan to extend in
the last rebuttal. Ask yourself, “given this
affirmative we’'re meeting, what is their stron-
gest and likeliest answer to my self-regula-
tion counterplan?” Or, “how are they most
likely to say they are turning the link to this
argument?” Then and there, right before the
1AC stands up, script out your answers.
You may or may not end up using the brief
you write, but certainly somewhere down
the road it will save you valuable time.

15. Diagnose your own prep time ca-



tastrophes immediately. Even skilled and
experienced students get into occasional
debates where all the time is inexplicably
eatenup forthe 2NC. So, what went wrong?
How will the problemn be fixed the next time?
What specific argument ate up all my prep
time — and once identified, you and your
colleague should immediately take out pa-
per to pre-prep for the next time the same
issue arises. Talk with your coach about
your prep time use — when in the debate is
it tending to disappear? Who is using it up
and for what purpose? What remedies are
available? These conversations are not pro-
ductive if they simply result in finger-point-
ing at a colleague less skilled at prep time
use. Failures to allocate prep time well are
tearn, and not individual, failures, and are
not correctable by screaming at your col-
league (“get up now! get up now!™), cast-
ing blame (“I hate you!™}, or scripting them
word for word (“OK, listen to me monkey
boy! — they said this. Say these three
things hack!”).

16. Think explicitly about ways to
minimize 1AR prep time. Apart from the
stand-up routine I've criticized elsewhere,
itis important that the 1 AR noteatup every
available second. Talk with your partner
about ways to solve prep time problems pro-
ductively. If your partner takes forever to
prep the 1AR because you are dictating
every word of the speech, the fault lies
equally with you. Ifthe problemis flowing,
or deciphering a flowsheet, talk about ways
to fix that problem. If the problem is just
that prepping takes a lot of time because
the debater can’t figure out what to say in
response to major answers, that evidences
a problem of understanding best remedied
athome.

17. Think about ways to minimize the
use of preparation time for the first nega-
tive constructive. The INC should never
use more than a minute or two of prep, at
most. Onereason 1NCs take too much time
is they sometimes feel they must carefully
and completely script asserted presses
against every card in the 1AC. But that is
inefficient, both as a preparation strategy
and as an overall strategic choice, since
these so-called “pimps” rarely are round de-
cisive. Instead of eating up prep to write
assertions, have a series of well organized
pre-selected arguments available. Don’t
think it necessary to make answers to every
part of the first affirmative — concentrate
your firepower on the areas of real weak-
ness in the case (usually these weaknesses
are in the solvency or impact area). Many

fine debaters have gotten into the habit of
converting their off-case critique arguments
into on-case solvency attacks {and so, for
example, evidence from the critical legal stud-
1es tradition claiming that the law is indeter-
minate will be read as an argument why the
plan cannot solve). This can be a very pro-
ductive strategy, but make sure you are not
wasting prep time figuring out what cards
to read -~ rather, make specific solvency
briefs at home including your best critique
evidence.

18. Inthe round, work especially hard
to stay focused on preparation. 1t is some-
times overpoweringly tempting to jump into
cross-examination periods, when your part-
ner is perfectly capable of doing their own
questioning. Or, it can be easy to let the
other teamn distract you. Concentrate, con-
centrate, concentrate! And if the noise lev-
els in the room are interrupting your ability
to focus clearly on the prep issues at hand,
don’t be shy about politely asking others
in the room to quiet down.

19, Taking a little planned prep time
carly can sometimes save lots of unplanned
prep time later. Simply planning to have a
ten second conversation with your partner
right after the 1AC ends where you coordi-
nate your work, what major positions you
plan to run, and who intended to go for what
in the negative block, can save whole min-
utes of time later in trying to fix problems
arising from a failure to communicate early
on.

20. Have some filler ready for use in
fleshing out a position late in a speech. It
always helps to have some extra impact
cards at hand, so that as you conclude your
coverage of the disadvantage or advantage,
you can quickly add one or two especially
powerful cards. There is no reason in the
world why the selection of these cards
should take one second of your own prep
time, or (as is more commonly the case) a
single second of your partner’s time (*“quick,
get me more impact cards!” or “I need more
to read against the case — NOW!™). Prep
these issues out before the round or even
better, at home.

In-round preparation is something
that can be improved by practice — after
all, this is why prep time use usually gets
under control as the year proceeds. So think
about practicing at home to minimize your
own prep time use. 1 mentioned and de-
fended the idea of doing no-prep speech
drills. But there are other possibilities as
well. When you have practice rounds at
home, force yourself to use less prep time

T e
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than you routinely have available at your
tournaments (so if you usually recejye eight,
limit prep in all your practice rounds to five).
Use practice debates at home to gep what
happens if you make the 1AR stapqg up at
the four minute mark —- it may not he alj
that bad. And work, work, work! __ the
most important way to reduce prep time yse
at tournaments is to spend more time pre-
paring before they begin,

Copyright David Cheshier, 2001 .

(David M. Cheshier is Assistant Professor
of Communications and Director of Debate
at Georgia State University. His column
appedars monthly in the Rostrum.)

(Littlefield continued from page 72)

judges (two per round). One was the black-
board judge who flowed the debate for the
students, the other simply listened. Both
completed ballots. Parents were invited to
come and many watched their students de-
bate. Refreshments were provided and ev-
eryone got a participation certificate.

The outcome of this after-school ac-
tivity was a nurnber of students who didn't
get enough and want to be more involved
next year. They have a general understand-
ing of some fundamentals and they had fun.
At the sixth and seventh grace, maybe that
is enough for most. Trying to get middle
school students ready for real tournaments
is tough because they often don't really un-
derstand everything as well as they say they
do. [ have had some ouistanding middle
school students fare quite well, but for this
group, [ think [ did the right thing by trying
a different approach.

(Dr. Robert §. Litilefield, Ph.D}., is a
coach at both Sullivan Middle School
and Fargo-Shanely HS both in Fargo,
North Dakora.)

"Paving the Way" encourages NJFL
coaches to share what they are doing to
provide an NJFL program at theiy
school. We would like ro thank coaches/
teachers who have provided articles for
Paving the Way. We welcome future
articles. Please forward articles and
pictures to.

Sandy Krueger

National Forensic League

125 Watson Street

Ripon, WI 54971




The National Forensic Consortium presents the

NarionaL LD Desate Institute, D.C.

July 2 - July 16, 2001 at George Mason University

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

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

¢ RIGOROUS CURRICULUM * ACCELERATED LEARNING ENVIRONMENT

* SUPERICR FACILITIES, LOCATION AND RESOURCES

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

Initially confimed staff members are:

Jessica Dean of Boston University and former coach at Needham High School. Ms.
Dean had a high school win/loss record of 78 - 9, and placed third at NFL nationals.
Leah Halvorson of Reed College, formerly a nationally successful LD and events

competitor, rcund-robin participant, and qualifier for elimination rounds of NFL
nationals.

Here are how NFC students who have previously attended felt about their experience:

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

Natalie Huddleston, previous NFC participant

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

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

Costs (which includes housing, lunch and dinner throughout the program, and NATIONA],
all program materials/briefs and evidence): CORENSHCONS(IR
Two Week LD Program

$1,350 (rm, board, tuition)

An additionat $75 enrollment fee is required upon application.

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

on the web at: www.educationunlimited.com




The National Forensic Consortium presenis the T

NarionaL DeBATE InsTiTuTE, D.C.

HEeLp AT Georce Mason UNiversiTy
Policy Debate Programs: July 2 - July 20, 2001

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

s NATIONALLY RENOWNED FAcULTY. Qutstanding coaches with proven track-records of success
at both the high school/collegiate level, and top-flight current and former collegiate competitors.

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

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

* TarceTED LEARNING for both national circuit debaters and regional competitors. Classes
utilize a variety of mutually reinforcing technigues, including fast-paced lectures, affirmative and
negative labs, theory and practicum seminars, and individualized consultations.

* ACCELERATED LEARNING ENVIRONMENT. Includes over a dozen critiqued debates in the
standard program as well as repeated argument drilis and rebuttal rework exercises, ali designed
to teach mastery of superior technigue at all levels.

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

¢ EXPERIENCED PROGRAM DIRECTION. The director is Russ Falconer, former coach and debater
at Emory University. He will be coaching at Baylor University next year. This year he has been
working with the Urban Debate League in Waco, Texas. His competitive successes include semi's
at West Georgia, quarters at Wake Forest and CEDA nationals, and 1st place at the University of
South Carofina. He aiso works at the Stanford National Forensic institute in the policy debate
program.

borrad B [ TR

Costs (which includes housing, lunch and dinner throughout the program, and S *Nyf.‘rn";-' iy
all program materials/briefs and evidence): '

Regular CX Program 30-round CX program

$1,525 {(room, board, tuition) $1,775 (room, board, tuition)
An additional $75 enrollment fee is required upon application.
For more information: NEC
on the web at: 1678 Shattuck Ave,, #305
www.educationunlimited.com  (510) 548-4800 Berkeley, CA 94709
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CIVICS

by Professor Paul Lorentzen, Chair
PER Youth Program Committee
Series I - Article 7

THE

Those of you who have been rearticles covered the
nature of our form of government in the United States (de-
centralized with checks/balances); the great variety and
number of public sector (local, state and national) jobs and
occupations; and the reasons for our having a federal (rather
than centralized) form of government and for a persisting
general anti-government feeling. These Part ] articles can
bereviewed onthe Intemet (www.theroundtable.org).

Now in Part Il we are exploring reasons why public/
government employment is not considered the prestigtous
and sought-after career as it is in other Western society
countries. Our article 6, the first in Part II of the series,
concerned perhaps the most significant of the four factors
underlying this poor public image of government employ-
ment; the geographic spaciousness of our country, which
reinforced a culture of individual independence and reli-
ance primarily on oneselfrather than on any kind of gov-
ernment. There were few opportunities or reason for the
public to develop any kind of image of government em-
ployment--and certainly no favorable one.

We are now ready to explore a second important fac-
tor accounting for this peculiarly American feehng (gener-
ally negative) regarding public sector employment: the ab-
sence in our country's history of the centuries-long devel-
opment of political/governmental institutions featuring a per-
sonal sovereign blessed and supported by an established
religion. Such a development was the norm in the Euro-
pean countries (e.g. England, Scotland, France, Spain,
Germany) from which the immigrants to America came--
and from which these settlers generally wanted to escape.
Govermnments in the "Old World" developed over centurics
into institutionalized, hierarchical, class-ridden states with
each political sovereign serving as the head of this state's
established religion.

CLASSROOM

Not only was the United States not a participant in
this historical development, but it was to a large extent ac-
tually established as a result of the antipathy of the general
population to this type of political/governmental intrusive-
ness with its demand for rigid conformity to the social/eco-
nomic/religions conditions into which one was bom. Instead
of looking up to and respecting those in authority above
one--in the political, social and religious institutions, asthe
general population in European countries did--the settlers
in America relished being comparatively free from this "Old
World" environment of centralized government with ubig-
uitous agents in all sectors and sections of economic and
religious life.

As mentioned in the last article, each of the four fac-
tors we are exploring which account for the historical poor
image in America of public sector employment is related to
each of the others. Thus it seems quite obvious that the
geographic factor (spaciousness) treated in article six was
mtmately connected to this historical/political situation de-
seribed in this article. Without the foriner, it is doubtful if the
settlers would have been able to found a society upon prin-
ciples almost diametrically opposite to those prevailing in
Europe. Space was available to grow something new, and
with it an image of government ( and its employees) devel-
oped as {at best) a necessary evil. Prestige and respect
was hardly a part of this image.

Our nextarticle will discuss the economic factor asa
third important reason for the persistence of the poor pub-
lic image of government employment.

(Dr. Paul Lorentzen, Public Employees Roundtable Pro-
gram Committee Chair provides a bi-monthly article
series.)




UNIVERSITY OF KENTUCKY

Home of The National Teurnament of Champions

2001 POLICY INSTITUTES | . 2'¥V

Three Week Institute Tweo Week Institute One Week Institute
June 15 - July &, 2001 June 15 - July 1, 2001 June 15 - June 24, 2601
Tuition - 5600 Tuition -- $525 Tuition -+ $400
Housing/Meals - $675 Housing/Meals - $475 Housing/Meals .- $275
2001 INSTITUTE FELLOWS 2001 INSTITUTE STAFF 2001 INSTITUTE FELLOWS
{some are not definite - see April Rostrum for final list)
(*part-time) F
DAN DAVIS: Former debater, Univ. of GA; Debate Coach, West Georgla; runner-up
1997 NDT National Champlon; Institute Instructor, Dartmouth & Kentucky, 1897-00.
—
! o KAMAL GHALI: Senior Champion debater, Emory Univ.; NDT ruaner-up, 1999; 1997
by '3 TOC wininer; 1996 Hentucky Inatitute Fellow; institute Instructor, Unlv. of Ken-
"\F: p tucky, 2000,
} NERMIN GHALI: Champion debater, Cadde Magnet High School; 2000 Kentucky
d h Fellow.
Michael Martin *MICHAEL GOTTLIER: Currently attending Harvard Law School; two time NDT Sam Singer
sS4, Mark's, ™ Champton and Top Speaker, Northwestern Univ., 19958-99; Institute tnstructor Michl- Glenbrook NOI“"‘\, L

gan, Nerthwestern & Kentucky {(Guest Inafructor)

JOSH HOE: Debate Coach, Univ. North Texas; CEDA Natlonal Champion, CSU, OK;
Ingtituie Instructor, UMKC, Arizonz State, Emporia State & Kentucky, 1997-00.

MICHAEL HOROWITZ: Nationzl Champisn NDT debater, Emory Unlv. 2000; Emory
Institute Instructor, 1998-89, Institute instructor Kentucky, 2000.

AARON KALL: Serlor Champion debater, Univ. of Kentucky; Presldent, UK Student
Forum, Sponsor of the TOC; Kentucky Institute Staff 1996-00.

"8 RANDY LUSKY: Champlon debater, Univ. of Californla; former Institute Instructoy,
]ﬂ'] Stanford Univ.

Nikki Br=ziel GRANT MCHEEHAN: GChampion debater, University of Mansas; former Instltute Cassandra Malik
Evanston Township, 1L Instructor, Unlv. of Michigan & Northwestern Unlw Glenbrook North, IL

*JASON PATIL: Justice Dept., Washington, D.C.; Asslstant Coach, Glenbrook North;
Champion debater, Univ. of Kentucky; Institute Instructor, Univ. of Herntuchy, 1995
& 2000. {(Guest Instructor)

PACHEL SALOOM: Former Champlon debzter, Univ. of West Georgia; Debate Coach,
Ualv. of Alabama; Institute Instructor, West Georgla, 1997-00 & Univ. of Kentucky,
2000.

DAN SHALMOWN: Champlon dzbater, Univ. of California & Glenbrook Morth High
School; 1999 Kentucky fnstitute Fellow.

JASON TRICE: Debats Coach, Michigan S{ate Univ.; CEDA National Champion,
Michigan State Univ.; Inatitute Instructor, Hentucky & Michigan State, 1996-00.

Eli Kapian
Georgetown Day, MD Guest Lecturer: valley, 1A

Spancer Juhnsoh

DR. BAVID HENGSTMAN: University of lowa

Director, Health, Safety & Security
ALMA NICHOLSON, Georglia State University
o |
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- Manav Bhatnager
Marquette, WI

Cyrus Ghavi
Milton, GA

Josh Branscn $. Ross Patton
St. Mark's, TX Caddo Magnet, LA
*For Institute information and scholarship applicatien, write to: gl T | ..J'l
Dr. J. W. Patterson, Director of Debate h.:j
295 Frazee Hall i
= \ ) University of Kentucky
Brian Smith Lexington, Kentucky 40506-0031 Dan Doncho

Pace Academy, GA Ph: (859) 267-6523 Email: jwpatt00@pop.uky.edu College Prep, CA




Kentucky LLD

A Faculty of Champions

The LD staff of the Kentucky National Debate Institute is a group of diversely talented teachers and former
champions who share a unified set of beliefs about what LD should be: informed, ethical, eloquent, intelligent, and,
above all, educational. The excellence of our staff, more than any other factor, accounts for the Institute’s extraordinary
success in the past several years. Therefore, it is with particular pride that we announce our 2001 instructors:

Jason Baldwin (coordinator) compiled one of the finest
records in the history of LD while dcbating for Vestavia Hills
High School (AL). After graduating from Wheaton College in
1997, he coached LD at Vestavia for two years, where his
students made it to late elimination rounds of every major
national toumament, including the final round of the TOC and
first places at Bronx and Emory. Currently a graduate student in
Philosophy at Notre Dame, he returns to Kentueky for the sixth
straight vear. His lab students here have won tournaments such
as the Glenbrooks, St. Mark’s, and the MBA Round Robin.

Brian Fletcher graduated from West Des Moines Valley
High School (IA) in 1997. He won the Bronx, Glenbrooks, and
MBA Round Robins. He graduates this spring from Yale with a
B.A. in Ethics, Politics, and Economics. In past swnmers he has
taught at the lTowa and Samford workshops; this year marks his
first at Kentucky.

Alex Gomez debated for Miami-Palmetto High School (FL),
winning first place at St. Mark’s and Emory and top speaker at
the TOC. He is now a junior at the University of Michigan
majoring in Political Science. His summer and school-year
students have enjoyed great success, including final-round
appearances at the Glenbrooks and Emory. This is his third year
to ieach at Kentueky.

Noah Grabowitz graduated from Hendrick Hudson High
School (NY)} and is currently a freshman at Stanford His
numerous debate awards include first places at Harvard, the
Glenbrooks, and the MBA and Greenhill Round Robins. A
1999 Kentucky Fellow, he was also a member of our 2000 staff.

Maureen Haver graduated from Houston Memorial High
Schoof (TX) in 2000. In only two years of debate, she competed
successfully in elimination rounds of many national and regional
tournaments, thanks largely to her savvy analyscs of value
criteria. She was a 1999 Fellow and a member of our 2000 staff.

Peter Myers graduates from Needham High School (MA)
this spring. He won the Manchester tournament three times in a
row and placed in many other major competitions. A 2000
Kentucky Fellow, he plans to enter Princeton this fall.

Steve Pattyn graduates from Westwood High School (TX)
this spring. Among his many debate honors are top speaker
awards at Greenhill, St. Mark’s, and the Greenhili Round Robin.
He attended Keniucky twice and expects to enter Rice this fall.

Scott Robinson, Ph.D., debated at Duncanville High
School (TX) and coached at Newman Smith while an
undergraduate at the University of Texas at Dallas. He has just
completed his doetorate in Political Seience at Texas A&M and
currently teaches at Ricc. The author of numerous Paradigm
Research LD publications, he brings to the Institute expertise in
political theory, research strategy, and argumentative logic that
is simply unavailable at other workshops. His Kentucky
students in the past five years have won such toumaments as the
Glenbrooks, Emory, and NFL Nationals.

Joe Ress attended Nova High School (FL) before entering
Yale last fall as a student in Ethics, Politics, and Economics. A
model of strategie, selective debate, he placed at many Florida
and national tournaments and was a semifinalist at the TOC.

Because of our varied curriculum and Jimited enrollment (72 students), cach student has opportunities to learn
from every staff member. Our three-week workshop ($1450) runs from June 15 to July 8; the two-week workshop
($1140) ends on July 1. The application deadline is May 1. For information and an application, call 859-257-6523, e-
mail jwpattO0@pop.uky.edu, or write to Dr. J. W. Patterson, Director, Kentucky National Debate Institute, 205 Frazee
Hall, Lexington, Kentucky 40506-0031.

The Institute Choice of Champions
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THE URBAN SPEECH TEAM
"WHY ATTEND TOURNAMENTS?"

Chapter V

[ love it when Suong comes to talk to
me about her friend, Dung. Dung, who is
extremely attractive at 13, 15 driving Suong
nuts because Dung loves to flirt with older
boys. Suong, who sees Dung’s actions as
shallow and unworthy of a thinking indi-
vidual, is irritated that Dung sees no hy-
pocrisy or flagrancy in her behavior. Asa
matter of fact, Dung loves the attention.

“l so afraid for her, Mr. Thomas,”
Suong begins. “Everyone think she is girl-
friend of Phan ‘cause he drive her to lunch
in his new red car.”

“And Phan is no good?”

“He okay. Hisuncle—*

“Phan’s uncle?”

“His uncle. Drugs. Cocaine. Crack.”

“Does he deal, or is he an addict?”

“Nono no. He make money—*

“He deals. Does Phan deal?”

“No. He not deal. But Dupng—*

“—1s the girlfriend of amember of a
drug dealer’s family. 1s that what you're
worried about?”

She nods. She thinks in a traditional
Vietnamese way and she is horrified that
Dung would dare to test its lirnits. “What if
she ‘come pregnant, or—?" Suong left the
question hanging in the air. Tradition, re-
spect for one’s family, and respect for one's
ancestors run deeply in this one: A refugee
who had seen her older sister married
quickly to a family of dubious means be-
cause of an unwanted pregnancy. The les-
sons of that quick marriage and subsequent
denial of a visa to the United States because
of her sister’s husband’s criminal record cre-
ated quite an impression on Suong, who
believed that she could be deported for her
sister’s actions and lived in fear of the INS,
That her friend Dung was cavorting with
the nephew of a criminal further added to
her worries.

Suong’s problems and concerns
aren’t unique to an urban high school; nor
are they especially noteworthy, unless it is
taken into account that a lot of recent emi-
gres face the same problems that the great-
grandparents of today’s O'Tooles and
Schwartzes faced.

And it needs to be understood. But

by
William C. Thomas

on a more basic level, the various cultures
that make up America need to be under-
stood; and soon, before those enltures ex-
plode in frustration, resulting in loss of lives.

America is the land of reinventing
oneself. The early Schwartzes and O'Tooles
probably wouldn’t recognize their blonde
haired and blue-eyed progeny any more than
the early Lings and Woos would recognize
their black-haired and almond-eyed prog-
eny, preoccupied as they are with making
the VCR work and taking dinner from the
freezer and throwing it into the microwave
oven. Unfortunately, as Jay Gatsby, of
F. Scott Fitzgerald’s book, realized, the
reinvention could kill.

It was a student congress at Extraor-
dinary High School on a Saturday morn-
ing in December at which I was officiating.
Normally, student congresses are predict-
able affairs: The student speaks on a bill
or resolution before the congress, pro or
con, the official makes a score on the
student’s speech, and the whole Congress
of twenty or thirty students listens passively
to the speech.

Then the resolution on gang violence,
providing for some liberal measures for re-
habilitation of gang members, comes up.

As resolutions go, it was poorly writ-
ten and had no definite limitations on
spending and it had no definition of “reha-
bilitation.” Nevertheless, it had been in-
cluded among the bills and resolutions of
this particular congress because it ad-
dressed a subject uot often found in stu-
dent congresses, which more and more deal
with funding of NATO and the morality of
U. 8. Presidents: Topics on which the stu-
dents can speak; but generally airy and va-
pid in terms of passionate eloquence.

The resolution was introduced and
immediately went to debate, pro and con.
Those who argued in its favor presented
weak and often unsubstantiated claims that
“rehabilitation would reduce crime” with-
out any statistics to back their claims and
no definition of “rehabilitation.” Those who
spoke against the resolution already knew
the statistics and knew the resolution was
poorly written,

“We already know that our jails are
filled with ex-gang members,” one Extraor-
dinary student, blonde-haired and blue-
eyed, proclaimed. “Why spend any more
money on them than we already are? Itcosts
about thirty-five thousand dollars per year
to house one inmate for one year at a state
prison. Can’t we use the extra money of
this regolution to do something else, some-
thing more useful? Besides,” he said, low-
ering his voice and looking cunningly at
his audience, “Most of us will never have
to deal with gang members. Their way of
life is antithetical to ours. Why even worry
about them?”

In the third row, Sabrina Muense, late
of Haiti, three years in the United States,
jumped up with a question. She was part of
the ragged band of James Knox Polk stu-
dents whose Speech teacher had encour-
aged to “try Congress. See how you'll like
it.” As a student from the inmer city, she
was appalled. “But—" she yelled, waving
her hand.

The Presiding Officer rapped his
gavel. “Out of order,” he intoned. “The
speaker hasn’t finished yet.”

Sabrina remained standing while the
speaker finished with an oratorical flourish,
lasting exactly one minute. “We have no
gangs here at Extraordinary,” he began,
“And we never will have gangs. Our com-
munity is honest and decent. Our stan-
dards are high because we have never let
the specter of gangs infiltrate our neigh-
borhoods. Why rehabilitate gang members?
Why rehabilitate the scum of society?”

Sabrina raised her hand again.

“That was three munutes,” the Presid-
ing Officer of the Congress intoned, “and
no time for questions. Speeches for the
resolution?”

Sabrina raised her hand again, not
quite knowing what she was doing.

“The Chair recognizes Representative
Muense,” the Presiding Officer said in his
monotonous voice. “You have the floor for
a two minute speech. One minute for ques-
tions.”

She blew it. She was so angry with
{Thomas continued to page 50)



JDI

THE JAYHAWK DEBATE IN STET‘UTE
AT THE UNIVERSITY OF KANSAS

A Tradition of Excellence for Over 35 Years

TWO WEEK SESSIONS
June 17-June 30, 2001
June 31-July 14, 2001

JAYHAWK EXTENDED DEBATE INSTITUTE
June 24-July 14, 2001

LINCOLN-DOUGLAS DEBATE INSTITUTE
June 24-July 14, 2001

QOutstanding Faculty: The squad leaders include college debate coaches and exceptionat senior debat-
ers from around the nation. This year JDI will be headed by Dr. Scott Harris, KU’s Director of Foren-
sics. Many of the topic and theory lectures will be delivered by Dr. Robin Rowland, KU’s former Direc-
tor of Forensics, and author of the annual NTC topic analysis textbook. Other members of the faculty
include authors of topic and theory articles appearing in the Forensic Quarterly, the Forensic Educator,
the National Forensic Journal, and Argumentation and Advocacy: The Journal of the American Forensic
Association. Combined, our faculty have over a century of competitive debate and coaching experience.

Outstanding Resources: The University of Kansas holds over 5 million volumes in its library system.
The campus is also home to a large federal document depository and a nationally-renowned archive.
Students will find a wealth of resources related to the education topic at KU.

Outstanding Facilities: Students stay in air conditioned, double-occupancy residence hall rooms and
eat in KU’s award-winning dining facility. Everything a student might need during their stay, including a
bank, restaurants, recreation facilities, an arcade, basketball and tennis courts, are all available on the
beautiful Mt. Oread Campus at KU.

Outstanding Value: Over the last four years the Jayhawk Debate Institute has maintained an average &
to 1 student to staff ratio. Students who attend have a chance to work with a variety of college coaches

from among the nation’s top college and university programs. Our students leave Lawrence prepared to
debate a variety of positions that can be used locally and on the national circuit.

Outstanding Track Record: Over the past several years, students attending the Jayhawk Debate Insti-
tute have returned strong competitive records in national and regional competitions.




Outstanding Options

THE TWO-WEEK POLICY DEBATE SESSIONS

The two-week camps will offer labs in advanced and intermediate divisions. The advanced division is
for experienced high school debaters. Students are exposed to advanced theory and work intensively on
developing in-depth approaches to the topic, The intermediate division is for students with some experi-
ence who seek to improve their basic skills and to begin investigating more advanced theoretical con-
cepts. All students are given ample opportunity to research both affirmative and negative aspects of the
topic. A tournament concludes each of the two-week camps.

THE JAYHAWK EXTENDED DEBATE INSTITUTE

The most advanced workshop offered by the Jayhawk Debate Institute. The three-week session is for
advanced high school debaters. Students will receive extensive assistance in research, argument con-
struction, and debate skills, participate in tournaments, and receive special instruction in advanced
debate theory. The Extended Debate Institute is directed by Dr. Scott Harris, Director of Forensics at
KU, and is coordinated by the most senior members of the institute staff. Jayhawk Extended Debate
Institute students should expect to participate in ten tournament-style practice rounds during the institute
as well as numerous, individualized practice sessions. Students participating in this session should
expect to be doing a great deal of original research during their stay at the institute.

THE LINCOLN-DOUGLAS DEBATE DIVISION

The Lincoln-Douglas division will teach theory, practice, and strategies of one-person debate. This
division will be headed by Tyler Unsell, former NFL Lincoln-Douglas qualifier and successful parlia-
mentary debater for Truman State. By popular demand from the last several years' participants,

LD has been expanded to a three week session, The focus is on strategies and theory adapted to the
unique demands of value debate: in-depth examination of philosophers from a variety of perspectives
and time periods, intensive delivery improvement drills, increased research and case production, and
numerous practice debates. While the session is expanded, it is equally adaptable to both the novice and
advanced debater.

LOW COST!
With Room and Board: $1100.00 (3 Weeks or Lincoln-Douglas) or $800.00 (2 Weeks)
Without Room and Board: $725.00 (3 Weeks or Lincoln-Douglas) or $470.00 (2 Weeks)
A 850 non-refundable deposit is required at the time of application.

For More Information Write, Call, or Surfthe Web!
Jayhawk Debate Institute
Communication Studies Main Office-SB 103

The University of Kansas
Lawrence, KS 66045-2177
(785) 864-9893, coms3(@raven.cc.ukans.edu, hittp:/iraven.cc.ukans.edu/~comsd/five.himl
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{Thomas continued from page 47)

the previous speaker that she addressed
him throughout her diatribe. “You don't
know. You don’t know. My brother is in
gangs and every night my mama put a
candle in the window. Youdon'tknow. You
don't know. He is nineteen. When the Po-
lice come, my mama hides in the closet. You
don’t know.”

“Are you finished?” the Presiding
Officer asked after thirty seconds as Sabrina
wrung her hands, unable to say anything
else, the sobs catching in her throat.

She nodded.

“Questions?”

Nobody raised his/her hand. Sabrina
sniffled and left the room. If she had stayed,
the vote to reject the resolution would not
have been so fremendous—18 to 3.

Why attend speech tournaments?
Because there is no place, for the urban high
schooler, outside of limited athletic activi-
tics, to express his point of view, or to per-
suade his peers that he has a perspective
that should be considered. He may not be
as polished as his peers and he may not
have the same skills of persuasion, but he
is still someone who needs to be listened
to.

Misty was disappointed after an Ora-
tory round because she felt that nobody
listened to her. Her oration was about
homelessness and the growing tendency
of Society to ignore it as a problem. “The
homeless aren’t just some population of
other people who just happen to be home-
less,” she explained. “Many of them are
single mothers who have no family to go to,
no forthcoming check from the children’s
father, and are faced with raising their chil-
dren in the street.” But the reality of what
she was describing was far away from her
listeners, who thought of downtown as a
place for shopping, not shelters, and social
responsibility ag someone else’s problem.

“I"ll bet they really enjoyed the ora-
tion about lies and I'll bet the winner of the
round was the girl who talked about hon-
esty,” Misty mused. “They were both good
orations, but I was the only one talking
about something real.” She spoke from per-
sonal experience: She and her father had
lived on the streets in his truck for a month
when the construction company he worked
for went bankrupt,

Did anyone hear her or understand
hermessage? [ don’t know. What was sig-
nificant was the atternpt.

Too often, the urban high schooler
doesn’t attempt beeause he’s afraid of be-

ing laughed at. He’s intimidated by the suits
around him; the conversations about golf;
the aspiration to go to an Ivy League
school-—or that’s what he believes he sees.

He’s also intimidated by talent that is
as good as or better than his own.

Charlene was no slouch when it came
to Poetry Interpretation; successfully weav-
ing Maya Angelou, Nikki Giovanni and
Langston Hughes into a thematic piece
about abuse, and she’d won several awards
with her presentation, which would be go-
ing to the State Tournament in a couple of
weeks, She’d polished it; she’d practiced
it. It was ready for presentation anytime,
anywhere, Aga matter of fact, I'd just seen
her perform it two days earlier during lunch
to a group of bangers-on who watched and
listened to her, openmouthed.

But Charlene refused, on the day
some student ambassadors came from Boul-
der, to presentat all. She preferred to match
the wallpaper. It was because she recog-
nized two of those student ambassadors
from previous tournaments. She knew they
were good, as we saw when one of them
presented his Humor cutting, and she did
not want to embarrass herself by making
the slightest mistake.

By refusing to present, all she did was
give the “ambassadors” the impression that
she was stuck up.

Yet the myth prevails among urban
students. They know so much more; they
have so much more money; they have so
many more opportunities in the suburbs
that an urban kid wor 't be listened to; will
mess up, will look a fool. Attending speech
fournaments becomes an act of courage.

And what about their suburban
peers?

There are instances where suburban
students learn something besides the dry
texts of Calculus and English; where they
learn who they are in the universe.

“Oh—* Sheila bubbled when she met
Bob—"T've always wanted to meet a black
person!”

Bob shook her hand like it was a
greasy rag. He had been sitting with me,
talking about his mother’s standards for all
five of her children: “You will attend eol-
lege; you will get a job in a technical field;
you will become a personage in the commnmu-
nity...” when this blonde bopped up, sat
down next to me, and proceeded to gush:

“I’ve always wanted to meet black
people! They’re so cool! They know so
much!™

Bob looked atme.

“Thank you,” I said icily. “Now go
away.”

“What's wrong?” she asked inno-
cently. I truly believed that she was inno-
cent,

“Look—" 1 stared straight mto her
blue eyes. “Bob is my student. We're talk-
ing. He’s not some creature from the zoo.
Neither am 1. Your presence and attitude
here are offensive to both of us. 1f you
want to meet Bob, do so when neither of us
is occupied. Do you understand?”

Sbe nodded and left the table.

“It was the most deflating experience
Lydia has ever had,” her Speech coach re-
marked to me about the incident. “She’s
been ever so reticent about minority rights
ever since you talked to her.”

“Maybe she’ll understand that mi-
norities aren’t objects to be patronized,”
Ireturned.

Why attend tourmnaments? Because
someone might learn something about as-
surnptions.

There are also other reasons: A
teacher rmght leamn something.

“I can’t understand why you teach-
ers in Denver would want to strike,” Dor-
othy said to Phillippa, a teacher from
Denver’s Chester Arthur High School. Dor-
othy taught Latin, English, and Speech at
Confidence High School in the suburbs. Her
students’ parents had incomes in six fig-
ures and she had spent most of her career
writing recommendations for them for Yale
and Stanford. “I just can’t understand it
when you make the best incomes of any
speech coaches in the metro area and you
have such a good benefit plan!”

“Do you have gangs at Confidence?”
Phillippa asked. “Do you have one hun-
dred seventy students to keep track of?
‘When the weather tums warm, do you have
air conditioning? Are you summoned to
appear in Court because a student of yours
was out robbing a 7-11 during third hour?
Are you asked to be in a conference with a
wild parent and the Principal during your
planning period every day? Do you have
to spend valuable mstraction time diseiplin-
ing your students over and over again?”

Dorothy shook her head.

“Do you have hall duty with an armed
guard in front of a locked gate?”

Dorothy shook her head.

“Do you understand why we’re go-
ing on strike?” Phillippa asked.

Dorothy shook her head.

“Working conditions. We're ex-

(Thomas continued to page 54)




N,
“WMASTERING COMPETITIVE DEBATE

Fifth Edition
Dana Hensley and Diana Carlin : MASTERING
. . . . . ) I EOMPETITIVE
This comprehensive and practical introduction to debate is updated, reorganized, pEBATE [ ©
and expanded once again. Its detailed examples and illustrations help beginners .
understand debate theory and how to apply it. Activities in the text and teacher’s x

manual help polish students’ skills making it useful for advanced students as
well. New chapters, new examples, and updated theory and practice make thijs
the most complete introductory text available.

» Internet Research 2% « Parliamentary Debate
« Debate History * Lincoin—Douglas

» Argumentation = Student Congress

* Rebuttals » Mock Trials

Hardcover - School Net $28.50
ISBN 0931054-58-3

Papereover - School Net §18.75
ISBN 0931054-59-1

Advancing in Debate: Skills & Concepts

George Ziegelmueller, Scott Harris, and Dan Bloomingdale

A complete textbook for advanced debaters from three highly respected college cing in Devate:
debate coaches. Recent debate theories and their practical applications for high '“"E‘R‘Er;; 5 Concepts
school debate are covered in depth. | =

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.

Yvyvy

Hardcover - School Net $22.50
ISBN 0931054-37-0

Papercover - School Net $15.00
ISBN 0931054-36-2

(800) 845-1916

(785) 862-0218 outside US

[ FT7 W PO Box 19240
Pubfishing Topeka, KS 66619-(0240
Since 1948 http://www.clarkpub.com
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August 3-13, 2001

University of San Diego

The one camp that you will walk away from
with more than just evidence.

Benefits

o]

0]

0O 0 0O

Experts in the fields of Education, Foreign and Domestic Policy,
Legislation, Law, Philosophy, Theater, Sports/Competition Psychology,
and Speech and Debate — Nationally recognized coaches

We specialize in personalized attention and individualized coaching-
Student to Coach ratio 3/1

Labs will be scheduled to promote both debate and individual event
experience

Actor’s Studio- film and stage professionals

Copying, Lodging, and all meals included- no hidden costs

Master's Program- by application only

Spaces are limited. We are now taking RSVF's (credit card needed to hold
reservation- RSVP deadiine May 1, 2061 with a $200 non-refundable
deposit- full payment due by June 1, 2001

Fee: Eleven day total cost $850 (major credit cards accepted)

Full and Percentage Scholarships are available- everyone is strongly
encouraged to apply!!!

http://www.speechforum.org

The Debate and IE Forum is a non-profit organization
For more information please call 800-499-7703 or 858-689-8665 fax 858-689-8687

Write to- P.O. Box 26100 San Diego, CA 92196-0100
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Who says you can’t do both!!

http://www.speechforum.org
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{Thomas continued from page 50)
pected to be policeman, counselor, mother,
father, boyfriend, girlfriend to these kids. I
think a lot of us are fed up with it.”

Attending tournaments also broad-
ens the student’s perspeetive:

Daljhi was born in Bombay. Shehad
attended British schools in New Delhi until
she was fourteen, when her mother found
her father in the arms of another woman.
Daljhi and her mother then journeyed to the
United States, where Daljhi was enrolled at
Millard Fillmore.

“I cannot believe it,” she told me af-
ter the firstround of her Dramatic Interpre-
tation performance was finished. “Imet a
boy who lived in the same neighborhood
as I1”

“Really?”

“His name is Henry and I know his
cousin! And he was reciting Shakespeare
in my round! He seemed to know me, and
sat and spoke to me about New Delhi.
Made me quite homesick, really. He now
goes to Lacrymose. Then to the University
ofDenver.”

“Is he interested in you?”

“No,” she giggled. “Only because
I’'m exotic. AndIndian. He’s promised, Mr.
Thomas.”

“Promised?”

“Oh, yes. The grandparents tell each
other, of Punjabi families, that ‘my little
granddaughter will marry your little grand-
son.” It happens all the time.”

“Oh. Sohe won’t ask for your phone
number?”

“Not unless he wants to defy his par-
ents, We're in America. Who knows?”

She smiled brightly and gave me an-
other reason to worry about cultural values
that 1 knew nothing of. Dialjhi went off to
buy pizza from the concession stand. I
stared after her, wondering whether [ wag
crazy wondering.

“Like you told me to, I listened to the
extemp speeches,” Kandare began, “and I
listened to two real boring ones about Ko-
rea and Vietnam; but the one about
Mexico—I knew what he was talking about!
And he was a white boy!” (Note here: The
term “white boy” refers to anyone who can
be remotely classified as “Caucasian.” This
implies lack of knowledge of the barrio, the
ghetto, the lettuce fields, or the seedier parts
of urban America). “He said he understood
the lettuce workers® problems because his
grandfather had been a sharecropper in
Louisiana and was called ‘white trash’ by
the people in town. His grandfather made it

to Detroit, where he made cars. His son got
acollege degree. He became a lawyer. But
that white boy—he said real stuffl”

A student’s perspective can be
changed by attending speech tournaments.

Finally, there is the expectation of cer-
tain behaviors by coaches and their com-
petitors that is not expected at sporting
events: It is the expectation of obeisance
on the part of the competitor and dignity on
the part of the coach. Granted, it is broached
often enough; but it is still an unwritten law
at Speech tournaments that the competitors
be completely honest in the face of author-
ity and that the coaches be completely pro-
fessional in their behaviors. Although it
has the quaint vivance of a Victorian draw-
ing room, the expectation is nevertheless
present, and keeps the timbre of Speech
tournaments “civitized.”

Gary was a former gang member who
found that he liked poetry. Because he had
spent his life on the street, he did not care
who knew about that, What he cared about
was his “image,” a cobbled-together mess
of clothes and swagger. The clothes were
perfect: Avocado-green suit and dark tie
with white shirt. “Thomas—if you ever tell
my homies that I looked like this for a
Speech meet—*

“Shoot. You look fine,” I reassured
him. “Who cares? You’re your own man,
remember?”

He nodded. He was doing it for the
grade. He also secretly liked performing
poetry—something his fiiends would not
understand.

Georgina, a Speech coach from Vai-
entine High School, joined us. “You look
gorgeous!” she announced to Gary. “If 1
were a girl of seventeen—*

He smiled in his embarrassment.

“No—really. 1 was a teacher in San
Antonio five years ago. You look like they
wanted to look. You're cool.”

Obviously, Gary was not enjoying the
admiration. “Thomas,” he pleaded, “Getme

* outta here.”

“Um—~Gary, what do you think about
checking up on Janna?” I asked.

“Yeah. Yeah”

“Let’s go.”

He walked away from her with his
mouth open. Obviously, he’d never

thought an adult would find him attractive,

“Trather liked her,” I told him.

“Good luck,” he replied. He grinned
and playfully punched my shoulder. “Tho-
mas—if T ever thought, in my weirdest
dreams, that I’d be here, I woulda’ gone

nuts.”

“So you liked her, too, huh?”

He groaned his affirmation.

The “civilization™ of this particular
encounter usually cannot be replicated in
the “normal” high school environment. Gary
would have either uttered expletives or re-
mained silent if he’d encountered such a
reaction from Georgina, She probably
wouldn’t have said anything, either, in a
normal high school environment. Such frat-
ernization is frowned on by administrators
and colleagues, who fear loss of control.

This “civilizing” also allows students
to shine in other ways. Tan had a fear of
speaking that was so profound that he in-
variably forgot his lines, shook, and
mumbled from behind his script, going as
quickly as possible to get through with the
torture of being seen by his peers. At State
Quals, the judge asked him to stay behind
all the other competitors in his second
round, then asked Ian to present his piece
again; which he did, beautifully. That kind-
ness was never forgotten by Ian, who
framed the written remarks of that particular
critic.

When the teachers and students un-
derstand that civilizing role, the speech
tournament seems to “click.” The students
are respectful and tolerant and the adults
are kind and forgiving. It's quite a con-
trast to the distrust that seems to pervade
the urban high school: If a student is wear-
ing certain clothes, he is a gang member, if
he is seen with a permanent marker, heis a
“tagger, " if he is seeing certain people in
new cars, he is a drug dealer. The civiliz-
ing influence of a Speech Tournament actu-
ally makes all the students equal—no mat-
ter how weird their lives are athome. This is
because the “'civilizing” includes high ex-
pectations on the parts of students and
teachers: That some semblance of “the
good” can be found on a Saturday at a
high school at the height of the season, in
December or January.

For the urban speech teacher, there’s
also a reason to attend Speech Touma-
ments: The atmosphere created by col-
Ieagues. At any speech tournament,
coaches young and old gather. They share
information. They share troubles. Sotne-
times, they listen to each other.

“I’'m the Soccer Coach for John
Quincy Adams High School,” my colleague,
Dix, told me, “and L agreed to take on Speech.
I didn’t know what it would be like when I
took it; but, T couldn’t refuse it when the

{Thomas continued to page 76)




Announcing the Summer 2001

Michigan Debate Institutes

Michigan National Debate Institute
June 24 - July 14

Michigan Lincoln Douglas Institute
July 15 - July 28

The Michigan Classic

July 15 - August 11

The Seven Week Program
June 24 - August 11

For more information, including an application, please access
our new, and comprehensive, web site after December 1:

michigandebate.com
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NFL EXECUTIVE COUNCIL
SPRING MEETING
JANUARY 28, 29, 2001

Present: President William Woods
Tate, Vice President Ted W. Belch, Bro. Rene’
Stemner, Donus D. Roberts, Harold Keller,
Don Crabtree, Glenda Ferguson, Kandi
King, Mike Burton (altemate) for Frank
Sferra, absent, ilL

Technolegy

Moved by Ferguson, seconded by
Burton that the NFL Council encourages
members of IDEA to become members on
the NFL interactive website. Passed.
Unanirnous.

The Executive Council as a "conmmit-
tee of the whole" conducted a complete ex-
amination of the technology issue: analy-
sis of technology survey results; discus-
sion about reports from consultants Bob
‘Horlick, Tim Henkes, Shane Colin and Mike
_Bietz, and Aljen Clarkson; consideration of
bids from both IBM and Micresoft purvey-
ors; debate over funding alternatives; and
development of a project outline.

IDEA, threugh the Open Society In-
stitnte, has pledged a $50,000 grant to help
fund construction of the NFL point collec-
tion website, which IDEA will also use.

tomeet. Passed 8-1, Ave: Roberts,
Ferguson, Stemer, Burton (for Sferra), King,
Crabtree, Keller, Tate. Nay: Belch.

Moved by Ferguson, seconded by
King to appoint a committee to study the
debate evidence challenge proposal of
Aaron Timmons. Passed. Unanimous.

Moved by Roberts, seconded by
Ferguson to establish an interactive
e.business internet site for NFL point re-
cording, membership applications and mer-
chandise sales. And to authorize the Execu-
tive Secretary to lure personnel to create
the site. Passed. Unanimous.

Moved by Roberts, seconded by
Crabtree to raise chapter and affiliate dues
to $99 per ycar beginning with the 2001~
2002 school year. Passed. Unanimous.

Council and Administrative
Bro’ Rene Sterner, president of LaSalle
College High School, Philadelphia, was
unanimously re-appointed to a two vyear
term as administrator representative on the
NFL Executive Council.

The Council unanimously com-
mended the national office staff for out-
standing wotk on behalf of NFL.

The contract of Executive Secretary
James Copeland was extended to July 31,
2004.

President Tate appointed Ferguson

‘(c), Roberts and Burton. Two members met

with M. Timmons at Emory.

The Council is aware that money is
always at a preminum and spent several
hours considering various options, Guided
by the technology survey the Council de-
termined that a majority did not want stu-
dent fees raised but a majority of coaches
favored rassing school dues to $99. Most
coaches believe NFL membership delivers
good vatue for the money, particularly com-
pared to other orgahizations and towma-
metits. Complete technology survey results
are in this March Rostrum.

M. Copeland will serve as Executive
Secretary unttl July 31, 2003 and as Secre-
tary Emeritus and consuhtant from Auguast 1,
2003 to July 31, 2004. The search for a new
secretary will begin in October 2002, The
new secretary will assume office August 1,
2003.

Foreign Debate
Moved by Roberts, seconded by
King to cooperate with thc intemational
debate education association {IDEA) on
joint projects.

Passed. Unanimous.

Tournament Procedures

Moved by Roberts, seconded by
Ferguson to count student NFL points and
team trophy points for District tournament
debates not held, because a coach desig-
nated the winner when two teams from the
same school were forced to meet. Defeated,
3-5-1. Aye: Roberts, Sterner, Ferguson.
Nay: Belch, Burton (for Sferra); Crabtree,
Keller, Tate Abstain: King,

Moved by Burton, seconded by Rob-
erts to count only team trophy points for
district tournament debates not held be-
cause a coach designated the winner when
two teams from the same school were forced

Proposals
The proposal of District Chair Derek
Yuill to allow more entries for larger schools
at the district tournament was discussed but
no action was taken at this time.

The proposal of District Chair Derek
Yuill to allow NJFL studenis to carry over
up to 25 points from NJFL to NFL (the cur-
rent limit is 10 points} was discussed butno
action was taken at this time.

Councilor Don Crabtree’s proposal to
make available a list of cuttings used in
Drasma, Humor, and Duo at the National Tour-
nament will be implemented this year at
Oklahoma.

Sponsors
The Council unanimously accepted

the contract from Lincoln Financtal Group
with thanks.

Linceln will continue as sponsor of
the National Forensic League and sponsor
of the Lincoln Financial Group NFL finals
for the next two years.

The summer Council meeting will be
in the Alma Wilson room of the Memorial
Union at the University of Oklahoma, Sat-
urday June 9, 2001 at 9:00 a.m.




The National Forensic Consortium presents the

California National Debate Institute
Policy and LD programs: June 16 - June 30, 2001

The California National Debate Institute is a national caliber two-week summer
forensics program located in Berkeley, California. The CNDI is an independent program
held in the residence hall facilities of the University of California at Berkeley. The CNDI
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 Robert Thomas, formeriy of
Bainbridge HS and Emory University.

POLICY and LD DEBATE

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

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

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

° The mentors program returns to the CNDI and will insure a variety of top quality debaters will
be in attendance. This program will be co-ordinated by Jon Sharp of USC and Robert Thomas.

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

JoN Suarp, USC (CA) Russ FALCONER, BAYLOR

Davip ArRNETT, UC BERKELEY MATTHEW FRASER, HEAD-ROYCE
SaraH HoLBROOK, WEST GEORGIA COLLEGE  JUDY BUTLER, FORMERLY EMORY
Nick Copurn-PaLo, CoLLEGE PrEp (LD} JEssica DeaN, BostoN UnNtv (LD)

PROSPECTUS and COSTS

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

Costs for the full resident program for both tcam debate and LD, including ,
tuition, housing, lunch and dinner on most days of the program, and most materials
is $1,350. Commuters pay $735. One-week programs are also available, for a
resident cost of $695 (commuters $425). There is an additional $75 non-refundable
application fee. Students not accepted will have their application fee returned.
CNDI, 1678 Shattuck Ave, #305, Berkeley, CA 94709 or call: (510} 548-4800

www.educationunlimited.com




July 16-27, 2001

Rockhurst College
Kansas City
Missouri

MIDWEST DEBATE INSTITUTE 2001

For More Intormation Contact: Cartal Brown-PO Box 51 Greenwood, MO 4

GRADUATE CREDIT AVAILABLE FOR COACHES

23rd Annual Policy Debate Workshop

Debaters learn to do original, topic-specific research, logical analysis
and original case development. College debate is a separate and
distinct activity from high school debate. High school students learn
most from regionally and nationally successful high school coaches
working in their areas of expertise. The Midwest student-faculty
ratios never exceeds 10:1. Midwest instructors are not only lecturers
but also interact with students as lab group leaders. Ethics and the
art of communication are the foundation of competitive debate at
Midwest. Midwest students have consistently been successful at

regional and NFL national competitions.

* Group lectures, small lnb groups, practice rounds

* Traditional paradigm instruiction

* Inquire about admission to the Research Intensive Lab

* Outstanding research at three major university libraries

* Graduate Credit qvailable to high school coaches (Additional Rockhurst fees reguired)
* New! Coaches Clittic — Gain Topic knowledge and debate theory and curriculum

* Registration Deposit Regquired — $100

* Tuition — 8400 | Roonv/Board —3400
* Scholarships available by application

Phone: 8165374702




Speech competition 13 war.

Oh, we can extol its educational value
and the great socialization process. But the
real appeal of competition fo the students
has always been a "safe” war where no one
dies and only the ego gets seriously injured.
The "playing fields of Eton" are now the
Auditorium Foyer with a bored judge hold-
ing a cold cuppa.

All the events have their combat
equivalents, of course. Student Congress
is the Navy pounding away at something
they can't see and only occasionally notice
some debris in the water to prove anything's
happening out there. The LE.'s are the artil-
lery - it's not face (in) to face, but you're still
trying to hit a mark (whoever doesn't think
a DI is like standing next to'a mortar going
off has never judged "Daddy" with a con-
testant three feet from your face, screaming
and spitting in your face).

And debate is the infantry. They go
over the top and meet the enemy directly.
Think about it. Ttis why your debaters have
an unspoken contempt for the other events.
The extemper sees the tracks of the el-
ephant. The debater meets the elephant, and
he's real, and very scary. The other guys
just don't have the courage to sharpen a file
box and go over the top.

I've talked in the terms of war and
competition with students for twenty years,
but being essentially stupid I never really
sat down and tried to Iearn from military his-
tory until this summer. Scott Bonnet, the
coach at McPherson High School in the
West Kansas district, extolled to me a book
called Leadership Secrets of Attila the Hun.
T bought the book that afternoon, and this
season have applied it faithfully to my gi-
gantic debate squad, which very much re-
sembled a horde, just not a Golden Horde,

It worked very well. Our season has

-
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been tabulous. For that, 1 have Scott fo
thank, and all my mighty warriors who gen-
erally slew instead of being slain,

But most of all, T have to give the
lion's share of the credit, as all commandets
must, to the non-com officers, which are the
backbone of any axmy. Most of all, Thave to
thank my Master Sergeant,

For two years my Master Sergeant
was sweet, quiet Melissa. No one would
have thought of Melissa as a sergeant. |
only saw her yell three times, but each was
deeply scarring for the tecipient. But she
was the commanding officer on the field, no
doubt. If something needed to be done, Mel
did it, If there were walking wounded, she
patched them up. If the toumament was dis-
integrating, she put it together, And if the
commander (me) went down with heart prob-
lems, well, what difference did that make?
Most of all, she served as our conscience, a
role which no teacher can successfully as-
sume. Then Melissa graduated, and went
off to college and no doubt quickly became
the Master Sergeant of her college squad. I
wondered who would be my next Master
Sergcant, and if there would be another, and
what would I do without one?

You see, a squad without non-coms
has no spirit. The Master Sergeant is the
examplc and the cattle prod and the bearer
of guilt. You cannot appoint one. The Mas-
ter Sergeant must step forward and assume
the role. It is not a role that most people
want to take; there is no glory, pcople ac-
cuse you of trying to be the boss, everyone
gripes to YOU and about YOU; and Mastcr
Sergeants have a sense of duty that leads
them to take the blame whenever anything
goes wrong, even if it was totally an Act of
God or the Devil or a freshman.

Ineedn't have worried - shouldn't that
be a teacher's wisdom? Keegan, a vertically

Rant fo
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gitted red-head, put on the invisible stripeé
and stepped forward. She is a completely
different leader than Melissa. There isn't a
shred of murse in her Irish bones, and fire-
works with Keegan is an hourly experience.
The displays range from the nuclear (the
nuclearism kritik is really true!) to the pop!
pop! PHHTTT! phenomenon when in the
middle of working up to an explosion she
realizes she's wrong. Every morning when
she strides into the room, my check is the
red-head's face. Are we happy today or not!

It doesn't take long before the entire
135 debaters knew who The Sarge was. You
see, I started off coaching as a cocky sec-
ond locey, and for most of my greatest years
at Washburn Rural I was a captain, taking
the troops over the top myself. Butnow I'm
more of a major, desk bound and taking the
Long View, and its scary when I find I've
become a general- it means ['ve lost touch
with the troops. [ guess I'm afraid I'm more
of a McClellan than a Lee to them. On occa-
sion I also can be Custer.

Butit's OK, because even when I was
a captain I had to have a Master Sergeant
to be successful, and from this perspective
now I know them: Thea Rademacher, Jeff
Pasley, Joni Huffman, David Schlosser,
Christy Dobbels, Ben Messer... Two things
they all have in common; I would not have
survived without them, and cach one has
left and become a leader in their chosen
fields. I wish I could say that their hives have
all been smooth and happy. A couple have
had failing marriages. One is a political ad-
visor who has worked on a couple of unfor-
tunate campaigns. But they rank among my
proudest achievements, because I gave
them the freedom to become leaders.

S0, some advice about Master Ser-
geants, should be so Iucky to have one,

{Davis continued to page 76)




You've got

a mouth,

Chew on this

UMKC is a premier institution
for debate. This summer,
UMKC again provides its great
facilities and instruction for
student debaters and
coaches,during the 200

Summer Debate institute.

UMKC
Policy Debate Phase |
July ©-22

UMKC
Policy Debate Phase li

july ¢-28

Intensive tralning,

without intensive pricing

® UMKC's Summer Debate
Institute is staffed by the
nation’s finest high school and
college debate faculty. Along
with UMKC’s excellent staff
other programs represented
include: Emory University, State
University of West Georgia,
Macalester College, Pace
Academy, Trurnan High Schoo!
and Emporia High School.

® UMKC has outstanding,
facilities. Attendees will
have access to state-of-the-art
computer research labs that
have multiple full-text databases
available to all users.

® Be one of a select few
applicanis chosen to participate
in the infense training of Policy
Debate Phase Il.

@® The Surnmer Debate Institute

relies on a practical curriculum.
Students receive a prepared
argument book with materials
for immediate practice rounds.
This tool helps students grasp
debate theory and focus on

this year’s topic.

® UMKC is conveniently

located. The University isn't
located in a sleepy college town,
far away from the luxuries of
civilization. We're located in the
center of a thriving, growing city
with aris, entertainment, eating

and shopping only steps away.

& The UMKC Summer Debate

Institute is competitively
priced compared to other pro-
grams and offers an extremely

low faculty-student ratio of 1:7.




now learn how to

For Stodents

UMKC Palicy Debate Phase |

july ¢-22

* UMKC's student-coach ratio
guarantees individually tailored
instruction.

* Separate instructional tracks
based on skill and experience
help students quickly reach their
maximum potential.

= Students receive round-ready evi-
dence researched, assigned,
organized and indexed by top-
level national coitege debaters. It
is round-use ready when distrib-
uted to institute students.

sLinda M. Collier, UMKC's director
of debate will lead the institute
with the assistance of Jennifer
Heidt of Atlanta’s Pace Academy.

A limited amount of need-based
financial aid is available to urban
students. Application deadline for
financial aid is April 15.

2001 UMKC Summer Debate Institute

Il

UMKC Policy Debate Phase Il

July ¢-28

« An elite group of 16 students
will have the opportunity to
enjoy an additional week honing
research and presentation skills
in Phase Ii.

= Only the most dedicated and
competitive debaters need
apply for Phase Il

* Rigorous daily exercises and
a flexible curriculum allow
students to work on skills
they choose.

« Participants will complete two
video taped practice rounds
each day.

< Phase Il applicaticns are due
by April 10. Phase Il graduates
may be eligible for UMKC
debate schelarships.

For more Information or to apply contact:

2001 Summer Debate Institute
University of Missouri-Kansas City
202 Haag Hall

5100 Rockhill Road

Kengsas City, MO 64110-2499

Phone: {8168} 235-1667
Fax: {816) 235-5539
E-mail: debate@umkc.edu

Sign up online at
www.umkc.edu/debate

use It.

Feoy Teeehars
Coaches Warkshaps
+ Introduction to Coaching
July 5-8%
* Topic Instruction
July 9-13
* Coaching and Administration
July 16-22
= Complete Package
July 9-22
*Free if you enroll for
any of the other sessions

Coasis

~ +Phase |, July 9:22

Residential $920
Commuter $510
*Phase Il, July 9-28
Residential $1,400
Commuter N/A
« Coaches Workshops (per week)
Residential $450
Commuter $250

UMKC

COLLEGE OF ARTS & SCIENCES

UMKC is an equal opportunity institution.

Relay Missouri: 800 735-2988 {TT) or
800 735-2466 (Voice)




pAILIN |
Florlda Forensic Institute

and

National C oaching Institute
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ffammy, and Teacher

~ Labs

FFI: July 20th-August 3rd

Tuition will be $695 and Housing $595
Commuter meal plan $70

Join the most exciting, intensive, and
rewarding institute in the country!

NCI: July 16th-20th
FFI Teacher Workshop: July 23-Aug 3rd

These workshops for teachers offer the opportunity for
new coaches as well as experienced coaches to enhance
|| their coaching skills. The FFI presents three options: an
intensive once week institute for coaches only; a two-week
session which runs in conjunction with the FFI; or a com-
bination of one week each of each workshop.

Fees include 3 hours of graduate credit!
One week with Credit Hours- $795 Housmg $295

Register Now!

PH@NE 1- 890~458 8724 Ext. 3

CHECK OUT OUR WEB SITE
FOR MGRE INFORMATION

WWW.FORENSICS2000. COM
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BTM

BANNOCKBURN TRAVEL MANAGEMENT, INC.

A Full Service Travel Management Company

BTM is proud to support the National Forensic League, as It has for several years. We proudly offer:

The lowest airfare, car & hotel reservations

Customized corporate services

Group travel & meeting planning services

Knowledgeable destination specialists to assist you with all your leisure travel needs
24-hour emergency service

Visa & passport assistance

Special services such as, but not limited to sporting events, theater, and entertalnment

Personallzed & friendly service

For more information cn BIEN's services, please contact us at

Bannockburn Travel Management, Inc.
2101 Wadkegan Road * Suite 300 = Bannockburn, lllingis &0015

800-227-19086

af visit us onthe web at. www.bannockburn.com




BAYLOR DEBATERS' WORKSHOP
The tandan of ellene fote 1stcentuy

July 8-July 20, 2001

POLICY WORKSHOP

o Quistanding library resources. We have purchased hundreds of the latest books and have acquired about a thousand
articles on next year's topic. We also have access to the Baylor University collection and its vast new electronic
collections.

v Qutstanding faculty. Baylor's nationally prominent faculty includes Dr. Karla Leeper, Mr. Kelly Dunbar, Dr. Lee Polk,
Dr. William English, Mr. Ryan Galloway, Ms. Susan Stanfield, Dr. Phil Voight, Mr. Toby Arquette and many other
champion debaters and coaches.

s Outstanding Curriculum. We emphasize the skills of refutation, extensive analysis of the topic and conterporary debate
theory, briefs specific to the 2000-2001 debate topic, and numerous practice debatcs and speeches. Classes are offered at
the novice, junior varisty and championship levels.

LINCOLN DOUGLAS WORKSHOP

o QOuistanding resources. The Baylor University library houses one of the finest philosophy cotlections available. In
addition we have purchased a number of books that will be essential for students who are researching the NFL topics and
the critical philoscphers.

e Quistanding facuity. Baylor's nationally prominent faculty includes Mr. Joseph Johnson, Mr. Daniel Pastor, Mr. Steve
Wilbur, and Mr. Ryan Cunningham and many other champion debaters and coaches.

s Quistanding Curriculum We emphasize lectures by the top Lincoln Douglas theorists, superior instruction in the
techniques of Lincoln Douglas debate and in analyzing values and value propositions, briefs on & variety of values and
value propositions , and many Oractice speeches and debates.

TEACHERS’ WORKSHOP
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.

July 21-July 27, 2001

SICEM
BEARS !!

V\N AN OPTIONAL THIRD WEEK!!

For some students, two weeks at Baylor just isn’t enough, We are offering an optional third week of intensive instruetion for
students who seek additional challenges.

3 WEEK

Policy Students will extend their skills in advanced debate theory, explore advanced electronic and conventional research R
techniques, examine critical issues on their topic in greater depth, and engage in more intense practice speeches and debates

with some of the nation’s finest coaches.

Lincoln Douglas Students will refine their speaking skills by receiving instruction in extemporaneous speaking and

oratory. Students who select this third week will also be able to enrch their philosophical repertoire with additional primary

research and lectures by professors of philosophy. Moreover, students will have additional opportunities to prepare in

depth for the list of potential topics for the upcoming year.

TWO WEEK PRICE: $925.00 THREE WEEK PRICE: $1275.00

For more information contact: Dr. Karla Leeper, Dept. of Communication Studies, P.O. Box 97368,
Baylor University, Waco, TX 76798-7368 ¢ 254-710-1621 ¢ Karla_Ieeper @Baylor.edu



euneS 10 [0od[MIym=-SM OFH 10/%9 A[qBD=AL

nnm Juremelsay—y Supred=d [00d 100pInO=J0 SABMOIDIN=mM N
IO1RISS L AI-TUT A=A senIIoRJ AIpune =41 3311 S[IBD) [B20T=D"1 jood 100pul=dI
wIooy Ul pleod 2y BOIf=¢f] SSA00Y JPWAU[=Y] W00y ™ 1aA1] ey =(H DU sSWT =
WO TT I3 23[0D)=JA) ISER{edlq [e1Usunuc)=€) spnyg uodny=gy  puase
6002-766 (008) v1°'d0 DA
1916718 (S0t) 287818 (SOb) X296/ 801 + 648 ‘THEId AL WO A HOLITEIA] PIOHIRIEM YT,
112Z-12¢£ (008) VI°d‘Sm DI T
c11¢-8t8 (Sov) 8080-8v8 (Sov) XB}946L 80T +6L% ‘QHEIdALNDNT DHO MN-UOLLIE] Ag preiumnoy)

(NO wog saynuIuI G INoqe ame santadoid)
ALD VIWNOHV MO LSHMHIVON

65PL-SZE (SOP) "TWO0I PIPPIq-Ulin) JH O A DA AT (FogepQ Jo ATI()
[910415000s/Mpa no JuIsnoy M OLZZ6ZE (SOF) I0J AMEP 9pE - 6E¢ ‘DT AL TN ‘MIN ED [910H 19U00G

"§S9098 JOTISIUL JABY [[IA4 PIED J9UIST)R UE TAL S1SONL)
"soTe00[ snduIEs SNOIIEA I S[ESW T § 7%
MO BLSFED ONOY) J& ISUUTP/YIUn]/1Sep{ealy Sapniour

65vL-52E(S0P) 0LZT-6TE (SO) nosiad 2ad £j1ep 67§ d'd0 D4 ‘I1 121U]) 35UPISIY YOO
] SAIPPY 0% do/h Fuogg ¥aeyd SNy L 0  3J[qe[leAY SII0Q

1007 ST - 01 ANAC
S'TIVNOILVN VINOHV IO NVINYON




68

runes I0 T0od[IN M =S M Om_um 10779 91qeD=AL

Jmemesayy=y Suryred=4 [o0d 100pIMQ=40 AABMOITN =M A
10)eE R -TUL A=A samIoe,] AIpune =4 2L S[[ED [e20 =0T 00 100pUT=4]
W00y Ul pieog] p UOI[=(] SSI20V PWILU[=Y] W00y W11 e =H 15109)) SS9 =4
TIOOY Ul 133N 33]J0 =[] 1SeIyeald [BIUaunuo)=5)) amngs podny=§y puaBoT
1IIIIIIIIIIJ
| 07 79 o i
| vo s7zi04 720 Z |
rIIIIIIIII!L
VI'dO DI 'd D1
Or00-276 (SO¥) ¥B1 %5801 + 958 ‘AL ND M ED SV wuy yund) v
VI'dOo 04 IT'a‘d 01
1#86-¢16 (SOt} XR19%G/8'01 + 618 ‘ALDAIND ‘gD 'SV 189 -T0SUYOf PIEAMOH
VId ‘am Og 1 ai
0001589 (S0¥) XBI%SL80T+298 dId DT ALTADUSY podny uuy £eprjoH
VI'dO ‘Sm D4 T IH el 'd ‘AL
00vT-Tr6 (SOF)  XB %5801 +68%-64% TNAM TND 'SV {AAHN) Tu UspIED) TONTY
NOLIAVH(008) VIdO 1
080Z-289 (0b) Y %CIR0T+498 ‘IO TALND'EYSY yodny wuy uoidureyy
ASSVEINA (008) VI'd S DI ITaH Al 'd AL TN
76267289 (501) 0009-289 (S0F) X8 %6/801 + 688 MINTND M 9D SV [210]] s:IMg AssequIg
1122-12£(008) VI°dO SM DI ITUH
8£9/ 916 (S0F) 0059-9t6 (Sot) XV %G/80T +6L8 ‘gI'd ‘ALWD ASY yodny poley Aq preduno))
0799-2Z5(008) VI‘'dO ‘dl
eSTHL 16 (SOp) 189L-L6(S0p) ¥ 946/ 801 +658 ‘SM DA d ALY IO SY BUIOTRR{O T910H S10WH{Ig
£06£-82Z (008) dO ‘SM DIdT'aH
9¢9L 86 (50P) 000L-L16 (SOF) XE194548°01+79% ‘Al 'dDTALTAD U 'SV U] N2eqa[PPes UIAsam 159¢
e SS3IPPY 91S 4o/ swoqq R SINTIEWY SWENSI0H  J[qe[eAY SWooy

(NO woiy saynurw ¢7 Ajgrewnrxoiddy 11odire Jo guou JYSIe1s saf 819435 DAY URIPURN % Of-] I8 , I0PLLIO)) UBIPLISAL,)

ALID VINORV'IMO NI SHLLI'HID VA

100T ‘ST - 0T ANACL
STVNOLLVN VIAOHV'TO NVINION



The University of Southern California
Annenberg School Communication
‘National Debate Institute

June 24 — July 13, 2001

The Annenberg School for Communication National Debate Institute
offers the best in summer debate camp experience.

Nationally Recognized Faculty

Superior Research Capabilities-
o Leavey Library and Asa V. Call Law Library

Extremely low faculty-student ratio (1-6)
Year-round list serve facilities

Excellent Housing
e Close to library and computer facilities

e Refrigerators and microwaves in each roorn

Advantageous Pricing
e 3-week institute $ 1725

e No Application Fee
e No Lab or Evidence Fee

o All Meals Covered
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 THE GONZAGA DEBATE
. INSTITUTE

Two Week Session: July 7th-21st 2001
Three Week Session: July 7th-28th 2001

Sponsored by Gonzgaga University, the GU Debate Program,
the Communication Arts Department, and the College Of
Arts and Sciences

Gonzaga University invites you to the beautiful Inland
Northwest for the 2001 GDI. Policy debaters are
encouraged to join us in July for an educational,
R e R competitive, and fun debate experience.
Mol i Reasons to attend the GDI include:
2 ¢ Individualized instruction—we work hard to keep our
student/teacher ratio one of the tops in the nation
R AL e Merit and need based financial aid available for
el qualifying students
i » Multiple rounds on the 2001-2002 topic. Students
enrolled in the 3 week session participate in two
tournaments as well as a large number of practice
debates
¢ One of the finest faculties in the nation: -The 2001
Staff includes:
Eric Slusher, Gonzaga University
James Roland, Emory University
Rachel Saloom, University of Alabama
Adam Symonds, University of Puger Sound
TP Lacy, Whitman College
Sarah Snider, University of Vermont
Justin Skarb, Notre Dame High School
Casey Kelly, Gonzaga University
Anne Marie Todd, University of Southern California
Peter McCollum, Gonzaga University
Aaron Klemz, Hlinois State University

G Q,N LAGA And many others....Check our website
UNIVERSITY .
for staff additions......

ADMISSION AND FINANCIAL AID APPLICATICNS AVAILABLE ONLINE
http://home.earthlink.net/~gucoaches/2001GDLhim

For Moreilnfo_rmatlon Contact: _ Phone: 509-323-6654
Glen Frappier, Director, Gonzaga Debate Institute Fax: 509-323-5718

AD Box 20 ) Email: frappier@gem.gonzaga.edu
Gonzaga University

Spokane, Wash, 99258




S fhe

NJFL #J0001 TRIES A NEW APPROACH TO
INTRODUCING POLICY DEBATE TO
MIDDLE SCHOOL STUDENTS

Every fall, as I start teaching students new to the debate
activity how to navigate through a round, I fry to remember what it
was like when I began debating in the fall of 1967. The world was
different then, and given what I know now, I guess I am lucky to
have survived. 1 think one of the reasons why I stuck with the
activity is that I achieved small successes: How to recognize and
tag a piece of evidence; how to read the evidence clearly; and why
it was important to explain the importance of the evidence to the
judge(s). I might not have won every round-- in fact, I know [
didn't--but I learned that if I worked on relatively simple skills long
enough, [ would be able to put them together effectively.

This past fall, T decided to take a somewhat different ap-
proach to the introduction of debate to my middle-school students
at Sullivan Middle School in Fargo, Worth Dakota, What follows is
a brief description of my method and some reactions to it. With a
group of about 20 sixth and seventh graders, [ met once a week for
about an hour. Knowing the mindset of these students, T taught
them the meaning of the word "incentive" and usually brought
along some kind of treat for them if they stayed on task for the
whole time period. T explained that our time was valuable and didn't
have any trouble with discipline. The students either complied, or
they were asked to leave. No one left. They seemed pretty excited
to Iearn about "debate."

For the first few weeks, I focused on the basics. We needed
a topic to debate, 1 selected the national topic and focused on
tracking customers on the Intemet. The topic asked the students
to consider if we did nor did not need more security on the Intermet.
Learning about the affirmative and negative--pro and con--resulted
in dividing the students into sides. Once the students learned the
resolution and understood the basic positions, we moved into the
process of gathering evidence.

To help prepare the students for this part of the process, I
remembered that students like supplies. So, everyone had to geta
filebox, highlighter(s), red pen, black pen, a package of notecards,
tape, and a scissors.

On the day we began Iooking for evidence,  provided a copy
of a magazine article upon which I had marked five quotations. I
had the students highlight the quotations and I also provided each
student with a set of labels with the source of the article duplicated
five times. The process was quite simple. First, I called on a student
to stand up and read the first marked quotation. I asked another

student to explain what the quotation was about, I then asked the
students to come up with a tag (4 to 10 words) that explained what
the evidence was about, With this preliminary work done, I had the
students cut out the highlighted quotation from the article and
tape it onto the center of the evidence card. They were asked to
Iabel the evidence with an A for Affirmative or an N for Negative.
They wrote down the tag on the top line and took one of the source
labels and applied it to the card. They all worked together and I
took the time to make sure everyone knew what to do. When we
were finished, they had five pieces of affirmative evidence (be-
cause that was the nature of the first article).

The next week, we repeated the process using a predomi-
nantly negative article. The students were encouraged to look for
their own information, but most of the students didn't do much
homework. They relied on the structure of the after-school activity
to get their work done, which was fine.

The next step was to teach them about debate format. T modi-
fied the format to have one affirmative constructive, one negative
constructive, one negative rebuttal, and one affirmative rebuttal. I
put a one-minute "strategic decision-making” period between the
constructives and rebuttals. We constructed brief introductions
and summary statements so they knew how to start and end their
speeches. We also reviewed how to introduce and impact evi-
dence.

As we approached the end of the quarter, we began having
"blackboard” debates. After identifying partners and sides, I asked
them to select the "best two cards” they had on the affirmative or
negative. I called on the affirmative speakers to each present one
tag, evidence, and impact statement. Then, I asked the negative
speakers to each present their tags, evidence, and impact state-
ments. I stood at the blackboard and "flowed” the tags and ideas in
the evidence. During the decision-making period, I asked the de-
baters to think of reasons why their points were stronger than ther
opponents' points. Then, they explained their attacks and summa-
rized. The students who watched were asked to put their heads
down and vote for the side they thought did a better job. They
liked this part and enjoyed giving their reasons for decision.

After everyone had a chance to be affirmative and negative.
we scheduled an “intramural tournament* to let them have some
practice in front of judges. My senior-level students came to be the
(Littlefield continued to page 41)
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SECOND ANNONL NATIONAL TR HIGH

Friday & Saturday, June 29-30, 2001

Atwood Lake Resort
Carroliton, Ohio
(Ph. 330-735-2211, ask for Eric Haines for blocked room reservations)

SPONSORED By
CARROLLTON FINE ARTS BOOSTER CLUB
CARROLLTON HIGH SCHOOL SPEECH AND DEBATE
JONIOR, NATIONAL FORENSIC LEAGUE

REGISTRATION, FRIDAY, JUNE 29 4:00 - &:00 P.M-
Poolside Barbecue at 8 p.m.-

= B
ComperiTion Saturpay: 310 per conta -
Stang

ORIGINAL, ORATCRICAL, DRAMA, HUWOR, DUO, DUET, PROSE, & POETRY

3 PRE-LIM ROUNDS, BREAK TO SEMIS & THEN FIiNALS

AWARDS TO BE HELD SATURDAY, JUNE 30 AT 6 P.M.
To register, eontact Todd Casper at:
Carrollton School
Phone #330-627-2134, Ext 3040 or Fax #330-627-B427
or

Rggisg‘ati(.m write to : Carrollton High School Registration
Wi 250 - 3rd St., Deadline:
ay 13, Carrollton, OH 44615 May 15,2001

invitations sent upon request

*MUST BE A MEMBER OF NJFL




ANNOUNCING THE 2001

BARTON SCHOLARS
PROGRAM

AN INITIATIVE OJF THE NATIONAL DEBATE
COACHES ASSOCIATION

Phyllis Barton, one of the most distinguished and successful high school
debate coaches in the history of the activity, was a fervent and constant
advocate of high quality argumentation. Her teams at Princeton High
School in Ohio won all of the major contest events, often several times.
Barton served as NFL Vice President.

The Barton Scholars Program honors her legacy by funding coach
scholarships for summer institute instruction.

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

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

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

WHEN DO | HAVE TO APPLY? Applications must be received by May 15,

WHERE DO | APPLY? For more information, or to apply, send a letter
including your financial and education needs and where you wouid like to
go (if you know) to Glenda Ferguson, Heritage Hail High School, 1800 NW
122, Okiahoma City, Oklahoma, 73120. You may e-mail at
dferquson@heritagehall.com, school, or gferquson01@earthlink.net, home.
You can also use the application in the ROSTRUM.

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




APPLICATION FOR THE BARTON SCHOLAR PROGRAM

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

Please give a brief explanation of your educational needs.

Please give a brief explanation of your financial needs.

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

Please send a letter of recommendation from your principal.

Please send this form and your letter of recommendation to:

Glenda Ferguson

The Heritage Hall School

1800 N'W 122

Oklahoma City, Oklahoma 73120

Questions? Don't hesitate to call Glenda at 405-749-3033 (school) or 405-721-6661 (home)
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(Thomas continued from page 54)
Principal offered it to me.”

“Do you like it?”

“Frankly, I'd rather coach Soccer. 1
don’t get to know the kids as well or spend
as much time with them.”

At WallyandBeaver,” I was told air-
ily by their Speech Coach, “Wedon't have
a gang problem. It's limited to the south-
west side of the City. I hope it goes away
soon.”

And depending on their respective
interests, the various coaches at speech
tournaments are interesting and fun. Lis-
tening to them gives one perspective as to
how they treat their students and whether
they take Speech seriously. 1t also impacts
the urban speech team because the atti-
tudes that the speech coaches have can
translate to their understanding of a
student’s Poelry piece or Humor piece. If
they are offended by a particular pieee of
Humor, they are scathing in their condem-
nation on the ballots the student receives
at the end of the tournament. 1f they are
understanding, the student’s reading is
sympathetically criticized. Knowing one’s
colleagues and their expectations can be life
or death to an urban speech teacher.

Finally: Why Attend Tournaments?

Because there is the remote chance
your tearn will win the tournament trophy.

The students from James Buchanan
High School who attended the Denver Pub-
lic Schools Invitational Speech Tournament
at John Quincy Adams High School that
year were not exceptional: Darcy had done
well in Poetry, as had Oprah. Winnie was a
great orator, and her friend, Keni, had done
tolerably well in novice meets. Ankh and
Bernie had been good at Extemporaneous
Speaking. Englebert and Dawn had done
fairly well in Dramatic Interpretation. And 1
had no idea, as I told them that I believed in
themn, that they would believe it.

We beat them fair and square: a
bunch of little minority kids from north-
east Denver beat Extraordinary High
School, Lacrymose High School, and Me-
diocre High School: Three of the biggest

speech’” high schools in the state, and won
the trophy for the Denver Public Schools
back from the grip of Extraordinary High
School, which had won it for the past ten
vears.

There is a reason to attend speech
tournaments.

(Each month the Rostrum features a chap-
ter from William C. Thomas' book, "The
Urban Speech Team")

(Davis continued from page 59)

1. Master Sergeants need strokes and
praise as much or more than anyone else in
the squad. This is only fair since they take
more guff than anyone else on the squad.

2. When the Master Sergeant really
blows his/her/its eool, pay attention. There
is aproblem. The problem is most often that
YOU are leaving too much respounsibility to

~ him/her. Tt's time to take off the pressure.

3. Unfortunately, when your view of
yourself and the view of you owned by the
Master Sergeant diverge, the Master Ser-
geant is probably correct. Ben thought 1 had
the worst sense of humor of anyone who
ever atternpted a pun. Melissa mothered me
without ceasing because she was eertain 1
could be hit by a car chasing a ball across
the road. Keegan is convinced I'm a half-
mad bumbler who needs to be hamored that
I'm sane. 1'd like to think all of them were
wrong, but I know the truth.

4. However, the Master Sergeant is
NOT you, and every once in a while he/
she/it needs to be reminded that the teacher-
student relationship is still very much alive
and YOU have both control and most im-
portantly, responsibility. The Master Ser-
geant may not grasp this, but its up to you
to make the Master Sergeant as effective as
he/she/it can be, and this cannot be done
fromthe captain's chair.

5. Critically, the Master Sergeant is
not really in touch with the mood of the
army. If you believe everything your non-
com tells you, you're missing out on what
Brutus, Cassius and rest of the assassina-
tion erew are up to these days.

6. Surround the Master Sergeant with
good people. If on top of everything else
you make him/her/it work with idiots, you
will be lonesome soon.

7. Keep an eye out for future Master
Sergeants. I've been grooming one for two
years, and one of the major parts of my de-
cision to stay or quit is based on his deci-
sion to step forward or not. That may sound
petty to vou, that a decision about my ca-
reer partially rests on the shoulders of a
seventeen year old, but without a good
non-com, I really will have no reason to teach.
1 can still be a sage on the stage teaching
philosophy, and not stabbed in the back by
the assassination crew.

So here's to combat and here's to the
troops, may God and the Queen preserve
them. And here's to those who make it pos-
sible, in every possible way.

{Bill Davis coaches at Blue Valley-North
(KS) HS.)

NFLHONOR AWARDS

Honor Cords (Twined/Untwined)

Where allowed, these silver and ruby
cords may be wom with cap and gown at gradu-
ation ceremonies to signify the graduate has
earned NFL membership. Silver is the color of
the student key and Ruby the color of NFL's
highest degrees. New silver and ruby colors will
not conflict with the cord colors of the National
Honor Society.

Chenille Letters

Letter sweaters and jackets will never be
the same! New silver and ruby NFL "letters”
available in varsity (6"yand I.V. (3"} sizes. Show
the jocks in your school that NFL scores!

Order form

Quantity  Item Price  Amount
Graduation Honor Cords
Twined 11.00

Not Entwined 11.00

NFL Chenille "Letters”

— Varsity (6") 15.00

—_— IV, @Y 9.00
Total Order

Shipping/Handling (entire order) + 6.00
Total Cost

Ship to:

Name

Schoot

Address

City, State, Zip+4

send form to:
National Forensic League

125 Watson St

P O Box 38
Ripon, W1 54971-0038
Phone: 920-748-6206
Fax: 920-748-9478
nflsales@vbe.com



DEBATE TEAM
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MSU Debate Team

CEDA National Championships
1995 * 1996

CEDA Nationals Finalists
1994 * 1995 * 1997 * 2000

NDT Finalists
2000

Emphasis on Practice Debates — By providing entering students with a packet of
affirmative and negative positions, practice debates and speeches typically begin the
second day of the camp. Both sessions conclude with judged tournaments providing
relaxed, yet structured, opportunities for students to validate their educational experience.
Curriculum Diversity — Staff Members and lab placement available for all skill levels,
ranging from novice groups to those choosing to polish varsity skills.

History of Competitive Success — SDI Alumni have won tournaments or Top Speaker
awards at the Tournament of Champions, St. Marks, the Glenbrooks, the Michigan
Round Robin, and state championships.

Excellent Library Resources — The MSU Library offers a superb selection of materials
relevant to the topic that are housed in one easy to use facility. An in-house library in the
residence hall contains a wealth of topic literature and computer based research facilities.
Superb Staff — Staff members include CEDA National Champions, NDT Finalists, and
coaches of highly competitive college and high school teams.

Coaches’ Workshop — A unique opportunity for coaches to gain familiarity with both
the topic and theoretical 1ssues of their choice.

Scholarships — Limited need-based financial assistance is available.

Competitive Prices — SDI is committed to offering outstanding debate institutes at
affordable prices, which include tuition, room and board, and copying of lab evidence.

Two-Week Institute: July 15 — July 27, 2001 - $800
Three-Week Institute: July 15 — August 3, 2001 - $1100
Coaches Workshop: July 15 - July 20, 2001 - $400
SDI Topic Evidence on a CD: Available August 2001 - $50

For more infermation and a free application, please contact us at:
Website: http://www.msu.edu/~debate

Email: debate@msu.edu

Phone: (517) 432-9667

Earth Mail: 10 Linton Hall, East Lansing, M1 48824
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1. Do you or your school have access (or will soon be getting access) to the Internet?

758 responses out of 2,405

Yes No No Answer
753 4 1
99.34 53% 13%
ElYes
ONo
99.34%
2. How valuable to your program would be an NFL website where you can

access chapter strength, student records, L/D Topics, etc. (District chairs can access
district information)

758 responses out of 2,405

Very Important Somewhat Important Not Important
539 181 38
71.11% 23.88% 5.%
5%

23.88%

Very Important
Somewhat Im portant
1 Not Im portant

3. How valuable to your program would be on line NFL point recording?

758 responses out of 2,405

Very Important Somewhat Important Not Important No Answer
527 164 63 4
69.52% 21.63% 8.31% 533%

8.31%

BVery Important
B Somewhat Important
ONot important

69.52%

NFL TECH SURVEY




The Central Christian College
intercollegiate
Speech team is offering
full-tuition scholarships
to students with demonstrated success
in oratory or extemporaneous speaking.

If you would like more information
please visit
www.cccbh.edu/torensics



How valuable to your program would be on line student membership application
with payment by purchase order #, invoice, or credit card?

758 responses out of 2,405

Very Important Somewhat Important Not Important No Answer
392 232 133 1
51.71% 30.61% 17.5% 13%

17.5%

51.71%

HVery Important
B Somewhat Important
O Not important

How valuable to your program would be on line Key/Pin and merchandise
purchasing (as well as school membership dues payment) by purchase order #,
invoice or credit card?

758 responses out of 2,405

Very Important Somewhat Important Not Important No Answer
311 260 185 2
41.03% 34.30% 24.40% 26%

BVery Imponiant
ESomewhat important

ONot Imponant

Should chapters and affiliates pay $99 yearly (rather than the present $59) to
enable NFL to provide the above-mentioned Internet services?

758 responses out of 2,405

Yes No No Answer
411 321 26
54.22% 42.34%, 3.43%

ElYes
ONo

NFL TECH SURVEY




NATIONAL (’}THTEH FTORPOLICY ANALYSIS
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RESOLVED: That the United States federal gov-
ernment should significantly increase protection
of privacy in one or more of the following areas:
employment, medical records, consumer informa-
tion, search & seizure.

: Valuable
Research Informatlon

at Your Fingertips
from
the National Center for

Policy Analysis
One-Stop Shop

N EW NCPA information on the 2000/2001 topic

IN FO R MATION covers such areas as:
WE E KLY] Introduction: Government, Privacy

®
@ Paranoia or Perspective?

® Case #1: Repeal data collection laws

@ Case #2: Abolish centralized Soc. Sec. accounts
®

@

¢

¥/ The National Center for Policy Analysis has assembled valuable
information on the 2000/2001 debate topic and other timely
topics critical for high school debaters.

research for the
NCFCA topicon

Immigration Case #3: Deregulate strong encryption

Case #4: Allow Medical Savings Accounts

Summer reading on the privacy debate topic
@ Top Debate-Oriented Research Sites

® Privacy Research topics

NCPA’s High School Debate section containsre- @ Media updates weekly on the debate topic
search and analysis of major issues debated in high
schools nationwide. This site is well organized, pro-
viding easy access and rapid data retrieval. The TELL

& Debate topic
research

o . YOUR
site 1s ideal for beginners as well as experts. FRIENDS
ABOUT US!
NCPA’s approach to the Internet is unique. The
NCPA site is also linked to the sites of research ) [ ]
institutes worldwide so viewers can readily access
the best materials available on policy issues. The NG

NCPA’s web site represents one-stop shopping for
policy research, not just an accumulation of NCPA
studies.

National Center for Policy Analysis

12655 North Central Expressway, Suite 720
Dallas, Texas 75243

Phone: 972-386-6272

Fax: 972-386-0924

E-mail: ncpa@ncpa.org

The NCPA is a 501(c)(3) nonprofit public policy organization. We depend
entirely on the financial support of individuals, corporations and founda-
tions that believe in private sector solutions to public policy problems.
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7. Should chapters and affiliates pay $99 yearly (rather than the present $59) to
enable NFL to provide the above-mentioned Internet services?
758 responses out of 2,405
Yes No No Answer
411 321 26
54.22% 42.34% 3.43%
BYes
ONe
8. Should new student members pay $15 for membership (rather than the present
$10) to enable NFL to provide the above-mentioned Internet services?
758 responses out of 2,405
Yes No No Answer
289 432 37
38.12% 56.99% 4.88%
BYes
ONo
9. Should dues be raised moderately on both chapters and students (1.e. $89, $13) to

enable NFL to provide the above-mentioned Internet services?

758 responses out of 2,405

Yes No No Answer
379 350 29
50% 46.17 3.82%
BYes
ONo

NFL TECH SURVEY
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Dues Increase
758 responses out of 2, 405 schools

Question 7 School dues raised $40.00
Question 8 Individual fees raised $5
Question 9 School and individual dues/fees raised

Affirmed every choice for a Voted for one or more Negated every choice for a
dues increase choices dues increase
159 480 119 |
20.97% 63.32% 15.69%
16% 21% E Affirmed every choice

for a duesincrease

B Voted for one or more
choices

ONegated every choice
for a dues increase

63%

Internet Value
758 responses out of 2,405

Question 2 NFL website
Question 3 Online recording

Question 4 Online membership

Questions 5 Online merchandise
Marked every question very | Marked every question not Marked one question or

important importart more as important
247 25 486

l 32.6% 3.3% 64.1%

ElMarked every question very
important

OMarked every question not
im portant

EMarked one question or more as
important

NFL TECH SURVEY




DEVOTION TO FORENSICS IS A GREAT START FOR . &4, "
COLLEGE ADMISSION - BUT PERHAPS NOT ENOUGH 'Vw

As a hardworking forensics student you are already ahead of many
others in the competition to get into the nation’s most selective colleges.
But with as many as ten or twelve other students vying for each spot

at top-ranked colleges, you need to do everything possible to learnto e ducation
present yourself as the candidate that your college of choice is seeking. ypnlimited

LET US GIVE YOU A COMPETITIVE EDGE IN THE COLLEGE
ACCEPTANCE GAME.

Wouldn’t it be great if all you had to do to apply to college was to send in a copy of your transcript and test
scores? Unfortunately, applying to college is not that simple. Good scores and a high grade point average
won'’t guarantee a ticket into the school of your choice, and lower scores or grades don’t necessarily close
the gates to quality universities. You need all the guidance we have to offer:

* SAT Preparation » Application Essay Instruction

* Interview Training » Personalized College Counseling
* Study Skills * Campus Visitation Advice

* Application Preparation * Time Management Training

The College Admission Prep Camp

The outstanding CAPC staff is composed of published writing experts, SAT prep specialists, college
counselors from the finest private schools, and professional time management and study skills experts.
These programs make you a champion player of a very important game —- the college admission game.

SPEND 10 DAYS WITH US THIS SUMMER ... BENEFIT FOR LIFE!

Attend a 10-day, overnight program in a major university setting. The College Admission Prep Camp offers
intensive instruction in the complete college admission process while allowing you to check out campus life
and develop lasting friendships. Start shaping your future today!

LOCATIONS™
UC Berkeley June 16 - 25 University of San Diego June 30 - July 9

UC Davis July 24 - August 2 UCLA August5-14
Stanford University June 23 - July 2, July 8 - July 17 & August 16 - August 25
Prep Camp Excel for entering 9th and 10th grade students:

UC Berkeley June 23 - 29 Stanford University August 18 - 24

*Dates and locations subject to final confirmation. Enrollment is limited, but guaranteed space is available for early applicants.

For a free brochure that will explain the program in more detail to both you and your par-
ents, call now!

510-548-6612 www.educationunlimited.com
Education Unlimited 1678 Shattuck Ave., #305 Berkeley, CA 94709
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NFL'S TOP 50 BDISTRICTS
(as of February 3, 2001 )

Rank Change District Ave. No. Degrees  Congress Trophy Contender Rounds
1. +3 Rushmore 167.40 Sioux Falls-Lincoln 59

Sioux Falis-Washington 59
2. -1 Northern South Dakota 167.11 Watertown 53
3. +2 Heart of America 163.05 Kansas City-Oak Park 80
4, +8 Northern Ohio 156.72 Niles-bckinley 87
5. -3 New York City 155.08 Bronx HS of Science 67

Chaminade 67
6. -3 East Kansas 145.95 Shawnee Mission West 84
7. -1 Kansas Flint-Hills 137.20 Topeka 84
8. -1 San Fran Bay 135.84 Miramonte 75
9. -- Florida Sunshine 133.12 Tampa-Jesuit - 64
10. -2 Florida Manatee 132.77 Nova 93
11. 44 Sunflower 125.16 Wichita-Heights 77
12.  +6 Show He 120.12 Raytown 78
13. 3 California Coast 119.76 Lynbrook 73
14. -3 East Los Angeles 119.60 Alhambra 76
15. +2 New England 117.45 Shrewsbury 58
16. -2 South Kansas 116.58 Field Kindley 82
17. 4 Central Minnesota 116.13 Apple Valley 79
18. +3 Eastern Ohio 115.10 Canton-GlenOak HS Career Ctr 75
19. 3 West Kansas 114.63 McPherson 50
20, A Michigian 110.60 Portage-Northern 76
21. +6 Northwest indiana 108.75 La Porte 69
22. +16 Montana 108.47 Bozeman 86
23. +6 North Coast 107.00 St. lgnatius 64
24, 4 Southern Minnesota 103.52 The Blake School 49
25. 3 Wini 102.40 Downers Grove South 42
26. A1 Nebraska 102.38 Miltard-North 39
27. 3 Hole in the Wall 100.58 Cheyenne-Central K
28, -- South Texas 98.61 Lamar Consolidated 53
29, 6 Northern lllinois 95.60 New Trier Twp 77
30, +7 Rocky Mountain-South 94.15 Golden 68
31. +30 West lowa 89.95 West Des Moines-Valley 42
32, -- Carver-Truman 84.07 Monett 53
33. +17 Eastern Missouri 84.00 Parkway-Central 78
34. 49 Hoosier Central 83.87 Brebeuf Jesuit 97
35. +10 North East Indiana 83.85 Fort Wayne-Northrop 56
36. +23 Colorado 83.65 Mullen 81
37. 2 Northern Wisconsin 83.62 Appleton-East 89
38. 4 Southern Wisconsin 82.41 Marquette University 57
39. 8 Eastern Washington 81.10 Mead 46
40. -4 Sierra 80.26 Fresno-Bullard 62
4. 5 Ozark 78.28 Springfieid-Parkview 82
42. 412  WestLos Angeles 77.40 Harvard Westlake 90
43.  +1 Deep South 76.25 Homewood 50
44. +29  Hoosier South 75.91 Evansville-Reitz 95
45. 12  Valley Forge 75.00 Pennsbury 65
46. +16 Rocky Mountain-North 74.27 Skyline 59
47. 5 Great Salt Lake 73.40 Salt Lake City-Skyline 67
48.  -- South Carolina 73.28 Riverside 53
49. B Western Washington 73.00 Puyallup 61
50. +15 Utah-Wasatch 71.88 Ogden 48



NFL DISTRICT STANDINGS

Rank Change District

51.
52.
53.
54.
55.
56.
57.
58.
59.
60.
61.
62.
63.
64.
65.
66.
67.
68.
69.
70.
71.
72,
73.
74.
75.
76.
77.
78.
79.
80.
81.
82.
83.
84.
85.
86.
87.
88.
89.
90.
91.
92.
93.
94,
95.
96.
97.
98.
99.

100.
101.
102.

103.
104.

4
-11
-14
-8
£
-2
-5
-7
6
-3
5
+1
+12
+5
-1
+1
-7
+20
14
4
+1
2
+6
6
4
+4
+7
+5
3
+10
+4
8
-2
+2
-7
4
-29
+1
2
5
+1
-1
+2
-1
-1
+1
-1

West Oklahoma
Orange Blossom

Georgia Northern Mountain

Big Valley

East Texas

North Dakota Roughrider
Tennessee
Pittsburgh
Greater lllinois
Idaho

Heart of Texas
Coloradoe Grande
Western Ohio
South Oregon
Nebraska South
Gulf Coast
Southern California
East lowa
Northern Lights
Wind River
North Texas Lenghorns
New York State
New Mexico
South Florida
Sundance
Pennsylvania
Georgia Southern Peach
Lone Star
Arizona
Chesapeake
Carolina West
Sagebrush

New Jersey

Tall Cotton

North Oregon
Louisiana
Golden Desert
East Oklahoma
Mississippi
Central Texas
Kentucky

Maine

West Texas
Patrick Henry
Mid-Atlantic
West Virginia
Capitol Valley
Big Orange
Tarheel| East
Hawaii

Iroquois

Puget Sound

Alaska
Guam

Ave. No. Degrees  Congress Trophy Contender
71.55 Norman
71.38 Martin County
70.91 Calhoun
70.63 Modesto-Downey
70.51 Klein
69.88 Fargo-North
68.69 Nashville-Overton
66.05 North Hills
66.00 Belleville-West
65.86 Idaho Falls
65.82 Westlake
65.57 Doherty
65.28 Centerville
64.81 Eagle Point
64.46 Lincoln
64.14 Corpus Christi-King
63.06 Yucaipa
62.82 Davenport-West
62.15 Grand Rapids
62.06 Rock Springs
62.00 Plano-East
61.83 Albany
61.50 Taos
61.36 North Miami Beach
59.62 Hillcrest
59.08 McKeesport Area
57.76 Carrollton
57.75 Turner
56.91 McClintock
56.80 Calvert Hall College
56.28 High Point-Central
56.14 Reno
55.64 Randolph
55.50 Midland-Lee
55.00 Canby
54.21 St. Thomas More
51.80 Chaparral
50.50 Sapulpa
50.26 Hattiesburg
50.12 San Antonjo-l.ee
45.92 Scott County
44.42 Thornton Academy
43.60 El Paso-Cathedral
42,62 First Colonial
40.35 Whitman
38.20 Wheeling Park
36.41 Sacramento-Kennedy
35.20 Cypress
28.00 Enloe
27.61
27.12 Madrid-Waddington Cen. Sch.
25.50 Newport
Mercer Island

20.00

3.00

Rounds
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The first Cuban high school delega-
tion to come to the United States in nearly
forty years artived in Baltimore December §
to eontinue a program started by Ashland
High Schoel's NFL coach John Tredway.

In a rere moment of goodwill be-
tween the two countries, Tredway convinced
the Cuban government to allow exit visas
while persuading the State Department to
grant visas for the Cuban delegation to make
the historic trip.

The trip got oft'to arocky start when
the Air Jamaica flight for the Cubans showed
up without any Cubans on the aircraft. "We
had two nervous representalives from the
Cuban Interests Section with us as the air-
port while we were told that our Cuban friends
had been diverted to Newark” according to
Tredway. "We had no idea where they were
being housed in Newark and didn't see them
unti! the next day. They were hungry and
yes, McDonald's was a welcome place for
their first experience with American fast food!"

Highlights of the trip to Washington
included a briefing at the State Department
on U.8.-Cuban relations, meetings with con-
gressional delegations, a tour of the White
House and NFL-style congress debates. A
reception was held at the Cuban Interests
Section while the 22 Oregon delegates leamed
salsa and made new friends. The First Secre-
tary of the Cuban Intercsts Scction hosted a
Cuban dinner and afterwards his son pre-
sented each guest with a humidor of choice
cigars,

Cuban students (brown uniforms) after the debates at
Frucuose Technical High School outside of Havana

s

Part of the U.53/Cuban delegations preparing for the

The debates were held in the House
Agriculture committee Hearing room; the site
of the July hearings on food and medicine
sales to Cuba. The Cubans quickly adapted
to the NFL congress rules and the debates
lasted for nearly three hours. Disagreements
were cotnmon over the language eontained

i —

Cuban students at Humboldt 7 High School huddle for a
strategy meeting during the Congress debates

ways believed that fiiendship would be the
Winner.

The second part of the Irip saw the
Oregon srudents going back to Cuba on De-

from last January when Tredway took 27
students to Havana. Three new schools were

in the Cuban tesolutions but students al- §

cember 9 for a continuation of the debates

U.S.A.-CUBA DEBATES
WASHINGTON D.C. AND HAVANA

SCHOOL DELEGATES

MEET
by

John Tredqu

According to Tredway, the Decem-
ber trip was marked by much greater contact
with ordinary Cubans in addition to learn-
ing some unique perspectives about life in
Cuba "This was my third time to Cuba and
T was struck by how open Cubans can be
about criticizing their government when it
is off the record.” During the debates, Cu-
bans always vote in a bloc knowing that
just one American vote will win the resolu-
tion for their side,” according to Tredway.

A U. §. tesolution calling for cur-
tailing politically offensive rhetoric by both
govermments ended in a tie vote. Another
tesolution calling for the freeing of prisoners
of conscience failed by a vote of 19-17. After
each debate, music erupted and the students
danced in the sunny weather.

Tredway plans some new initiatives
for next year, including a broadening of the
base of U. S. students outside of Oregonto
be part of his delegation. n the near future
he would like to bring five to seven Cuban
educators to the National Speech Toumna-
ment in Oklahoma. Tredway explained:
"They have a perfect infrastructure in their
national education system for doing our
specch and debate events and this would
add to the tremendous quality we saw in
their schools.™

"Our students got to be goodwill
ambassadors and this is something that can't
be taught in a classroom but must be expe-
rienced in another country, according to
Tredway. "The fact that we did this with a
country where diplomatic relations havc been
severed for almost forty years is proof of
what our speech and debate activity can ac-
complish."

An amazing grecting by the entire student body of

U. 8. and Cuban students pose in front of a giant bust of
Karl Marx outside of Karl Marx HS,Mantanzas provincc.

sclected for participation in Matanzas prov-
inee and the outskirts of Havana.

Humboldt 7 HS as the American delegation's bus

Submit pietures of -

events
and activities to:
Atin: Sandy
NFL
125 Watson 5t

Ripon, WI54971

(John Tredway is District Chair for the Southern Oregon Dis-
trict. He also coaches at Ashland (OR}HS.)

rolled up to the front of the school




hansas Stale University

| Summer Speech and Debate Institutes

Debate

Rookiecar WorksHOP
WiLpcar WorksHOP
WiLDcAT INSTITUTE

Powercar INSTITUTE

CoacHEes Toric CLINIC

Juiy 8, 2001 TO JULY 14, 2001
Jury 8, 2001 TO JULY 14, 2001
Jury 8, 2001 TO JULY 21, 2001
Jurx 8, 2001 TO JULY 28, 2001

Jury 8, 2001 1O JULY 11, 2001

CoacHcar WORKSHOP Jury 15, 2001 TO JULY 21, 2001
Speech

SpEECHCAT WORKSHOP Jury 8, 2001 TO JULY 14, 2001

SpeecH CoacHcAT WORKSHOP Jury 8, 2001 TO JULY 14, 2001

WiLpcatr LD/ConGress WorksHOP JuLy 22, 2001 TO JuLy 28, 2001

http:/fwww.dce. ksu.eduldce/cl/debate/

K-State Speech & Debate Institutes
Division of Continuing Education
Kansas State University
13 College Court Building
Manhattan, KS 66506

info@dce. fesu.edu




Outspoken.

Challenging:

Will the flattery never end?

Just ask anybody. Members of the National Farensic League are strong.

Strong enough to stand their ground, with semething to say. Some call
them opinionated. That's true enough. Who isn’t? The difference is they
have the guts to get up there and tell it like it is. Do you? For more

information about the NFL, @ NATIONAL AL h
talk with members or call ' = | LIncoin

' Financial Group

920.748.6206 for an earful. Training yourh for leadership i

| .

Opinionated.






