


2005 CDE National Debate Institute

July 15-31, 2005 Northern Arizona University Flagstaff, AZ

Extemporaneous Speaking National Institute

The Extemporaneous Speaking National Institute is hands down the best camp in the nation for foreign
and domestic competitors. Students will receive instruction in an extensive array of topic areas, classes on
personality and delivery, hundreds of relevant extemp articles, and twenty-three practice rounds critiqued
by the nation’s best coaches and former national competitors. Instruction is divided into one of three
options to provided optimal training: Foreign Extemp, Domestic Extemp, and Generic Extemp. Most of
all, campers will get the tried and true methods that have proven themselves priceless at countless regional
tournaments and national championships.

Lincoln Douglas Debate National Institute

The Lincoln Douglas Debate National Institute provides award winning instruction for debaters of all ages and experience levels.
The Varsity Division is open to all earolling students and offers an extensive look at everything trom evidence research and case
construction to cross-examination techniques and topic lectures. The Championship Division is limited to those students who
have previously attended the Lincoln Douglas National Institute or qualified for the NFL National Teurnament or the Tournament
of Champions. The newly introduced Scholars Division is limited to those students who have been selected in a momination
process for their excellence in rounds and in the classroom. All divisions will also offer detailed instruction on all ten of the
coming year’s topics, twenty-three rounds eritiqued by the nation’s best instructors and coaches, and extensive research materials.

Policy Debate National Institute

The Policy Debate National Institute is dedicated to providing outstanding instruction in the areas that
team debaters need most. Unlike the “evidence factory” model employed by most debate camps, the
curriculum at CDE is driven by time honored methods that encourage independent growth and
achievement, individualized instruction and mentoring, and the tools and techniques needed to develop
winning strategies that win debate rounds. The Varsity Division is open to ail enrolled students, and the
Championship Division is reserved for those students who have qualified for either the NFL National
Tournament or the Tournament of Champions. The main goal of both of the divisions of Team Debate is
to develop an environment in which students can learn the standards of poliey, but also prepare for the
latest trends in argumentative structure.

Public Forum Debate Institute

The Public Forum Debate curriculum is one of the most exciting new programs to come to the CDE National Debate Institute.
Some of the best Public Forum coaches and debate minds from around the United States will be Jeading discussion based modules
and focus groups directed at developing strategies that work in the NFL’s newest form of debate. Students will receive numerous
lay-critiqued rounds and instruction in current events, rhetorical strategies, oratorical organization, cross-fire techmiques, topic
approaches, and persuasive performance. The main goal of the Public Forum Debate Institute will be to allow students to take an
active role in creating the organizational and argumentative structure of Public Forum Debate while emphasizing the persuasive
and oratorical nature of this new form of debate.

‘:>Applicati0ns for the 2005 CDE National Debate Institute are now being accepted.

Mail this form along with a $95 application fee to: CDE, PO Box Z, Taos, New Mexico 87571
Application fee is completely refundable if not accepted to the camp. Visa and MasterCard are accepted.

Name: _ Phone Number:

Mailing Address:

School: Number of Years in Event: r
Coach’s Name: Coach’s Phone Number:

Please enroll me in: OForeign Extemp ~ ODomestic Extemp OGeneric Extemp — O Varsity LD
OChamps LD OScholars LD OPublic Forum OVarsity CX (OChamps CX
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Your speech could win $2,000 and qualify you for Nationals

DEADLINE APPROACHING » DEADLINE APPROACHING » DEADLINE APPROACHING
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Contest

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

We're living longer, healthier lives. Reaching age
100 is no longer unusual, and outliving assets
is now the biggest financial worry of most
working Americans. Sound retirement
planning is more important than ever.

The Lincoln Financial Group® Video
Speech Contest gives you an
opportunity to learn about the
advantages of retirement planning,
compete for a college scholarship
and qualify for Nationals all at the
same time.

What are the prizes?

B The first-place winner will receive a
$2,000 scholarship

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

B Both winners will qualify for expository speaking
at the 2005 NFL National Tournament in
Philadelphia, PA.

B Video excerpts from the winning speeches will
be on LFG.com.

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

What’s the topic?
100 Years Young: The importance of retirement planning
to meet the challenge of increased fongevity

Who's eligible?
You are - if you are a high school speech student and a
member of the National Forensic League.

F'1Lincoln

Financial Groupe

How does the contest work?

B You must prepare an original expository speech no more
than five minutes in length. No props permitted.

B The speech must be videotaped (VHS
format) — production quality will not be
part of the judging. Lincoln will retape the
winning speeches, if necessary, for the
excerpts on LFG.com.

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

When’s the deadline?

All entries are due to Lincoln Financial
Group on or before March 28, 2005,

Entries should be maited to:
Lincoln Financial Group

NFL Videc Speech Contest

1300 S. Clinton 5t. - 6H05

Fort Wayne, IN 46802

Include with your VHS videotape a typed transcript of your
speech and include the name, address and phone number
of the student, coach and school.

Whe's judging?

A panel of judges from Lincoln Financial Group will select
the winners. Judges' decisions are final. Winners will be
contacted by April 22, 2005 and will receive their awards
at the 2005 NFL National Tournament in Philadelphia.

Who is Lincoln Financial Group?

Lincoln Financial Group celebrates its centennial in 2005.
One hundred years young, Lincoln is a Fortune 500
company with diverse wealth accumulation and protection
businesses. As the NFL's overall corporate sponsor, Lincoln
funds the national tournament and provides $88,000 in
college scholarships and awards.




National
Forensic League

William Woods Tate, Ir.,
President

Montgomery Bell Academy
4001 Harding

Nashville, TN 37205-0000
Phone: 615-269-395%
TATEB@MONTGOMERYBELL COM

Don Crabtree

Vice President

Park Hill High School

7701 N. W, Barry Road
Kansas City, MO 64153-0000
Phone: 816-741-4070
crabtreed@parkhill ki2.mo.us

Bro. Rene Sterner FSC

La Salle College High School
8605 Cheltenham Avenue
Wyndmoore, PA 15038-7199
Phone: 215-233-2011
smithk@lschs.org

Pam Cady Wycoff

Apple Valley High School
14450 Hayes Road

Appic Valley, MN 55124-6796
Phone: 651-683-656% Ext. 3313
Puart Wrcorr@nisTRicr 1 96.0RG

Glenda Ferguson

Coppell High School

185 W. Parkway Blvd.
Coppell, TX 75019-000
Phone: 972-939-4000
gferguson@coppellisd.com

Harold C. Keller

2035 Lillie Avenue
Davenport, IA 52804-0000
Phone: 563-323-6693
HCKeller{@aol.com

Ted W. Belch

2017 Plaza De Cielo

Las Vegas, NV 89102-0000
Phone: 702-579-2055
thelch@cox.net

Kandi King

San Antonio-Churchill HS
12049 Blanco Road

San Antonjo, TX 78216-0000
Phone: 210-442-0800, Ext. 352
kking003@neisd net

Tommic Lindsey, Jr.

James Logan High School

1800 H Street

Union City, CA 94587

Phone: 510-471-2520
Toraae_Loose@NHUSD.x12.caus

Pamela K. McComas, Alternate
Topeka High School

800 W. 10th

Topeka, KS 66612-1687
Phone: 785-295-3226
prccomas(@topeka.ki2 ks us

From the Editor

J. Scott Wunn

The 2005 LEG/NFL National Speech Tournament will be held in Philadelphia,
PA on June 12-17. The NFL is proud to bring its marquee event to such a historic city.
2005 1s certainly a year for celebration. Our Grand National sponsor, The Lincoln
Financial Group, 18 celebrating its 100% Anniversary. We will hold the 60" Nanonal
Student Congress, and the NFL celebrates its 80" year as an educational honor society
(see pages 37 - 44 for the historic tineline).

Many have asked, “What can we expect in Philadelphia®’ Atendees will enjoy an
opening ceremony at Lincoln Financial Field. That's right! “The NFL comes to the
NFL". We will have to see who makes it onto the JumboTron. Once again, competitors
can expect a week filled with compefition against the nation’s best in speech and debate.
In addition, The Schwan Food Company will host the 5" Annual Schwan Student Party
at the National Consttution Center which is adiacent to both the Liberty Bell and Inde-
pendence Hall. On Thursday and Friday, The Kimmel Center for the Performing Arts
in downtown Philadelphia will serve as an incredible venue for all main event national
finals, the Schwan Diamond Coach Awards, and the Lincoln Financial Group/Natonal
Forensic League National Awards Ceremony. (see pages 76 - 78 for more details and
important hote] and travel information).

Wow! The 2005 LFG/NFL. National Speech Tournament is certainly gearing up
to be an outstanding celebrabon and competinon. Gaod uck (o all students and coaches
competing in the District Tournament Series. ' We hope (o see vou in Phully!
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Rostrum

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

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

(USPS 47 1-180) (ISSN 1073-5526)
The Rostrum 1s published monthly (except for June-
August) each year by the National Forensic League,

Subscription Prices
Individuals: $10 for one year
$15 for two years

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

The Rostrum provides a forum for the forensic community. The opiuons expressed by contributors are their own
and not necessarily the opinions of the National Forensic League, 1ts officers or members. The NFL does not
guarantee adveltised products and sexvices unless sold directly by the NFL.
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O Announcements

Topics

March Public
Forum Debate Topic:

Resolved: Student aptitude
should be assessed through stan-
dardized testing.

March/April Lincoln
Financial Group/NFL
L/D Debate Topic

Resolved: To better protect
civi] liberties, community stan-
dards ought to take precedence
over conflicting national stan-

dards.

2004-2005 Policy
Debate Topic

Resolved: That the United
States federal government
should establish a foreign
policy substantially increasing
its support of United Nations
peacekeeping operations.

2005-2006 Policy
Debate Topic

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

|

NATIONAL TOURNAMENT
INFORMATION

Hotel & Tentative Schedule
Go to Page 76 - 77

Visit NFL Website for complete
Tournament Info

Submit Articles for Publication!

The NFL Office 1s always looking for well-written
articles by both NFL coaches and students. Please con-
sider contributing feature articles, editorials, pictorials,
and special interest stories to the NFL. All articles should
be sent to: Sandy Krueger, nflrostrum@centurytel.net.

Cover Photo

Celebrating 80 Years of Excellence

April 2005 Rostrum

National Tournament Hosts

Topic Release Information

L/D Debate Topics available by ealling NFL Topic Hotline (920) 748-LD4U
or

Check the NFL Website Home Page at www.nflonline. org

L/D Topic Release Dates:

Aungust 15 September-October Topic
October 1 November-December Topic
December 1 January-February Topic
February 1 March-April Topic

April 15 National Tournament Topic

Public Forum Topic Release Dates: 1+ of every month online

Policy Debate Topic for New Year
¢ Topic Ballot & Synopsis Printed in October Rostrum
* Final Ballot for Policy Debate Topic in December Rostrum
* Topic for following year reteased in February Rostrum
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West Coast Publishing

— Policy Evidence Package

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

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

+  Kritik Handbook {(Over 150 pages, eivil liberties specific kritiks and answers to those kritiks)

+  Fall Supplement (Over 240 pages, updates, answers and new civil liberties cases, DAs, CPs) ’
»  E-mail Supplements (Five 21 page updates and one 100 page update on the key, new civil liberties arguments)

s PolicyFiles (searchable web page with above evidence plus critical backfile evidence and all our theory blocks!)

LD Evidence Package |

» Vol 12 Philosopher Value Handbook (Over 150 pages focused on NEW values and philesophers)
¢« NFL LD Supplements (Five 50+ page books with topic analysis, aff. and neg. evidence)

¢ Texas UIL LD Supplements (Two 50+ page books with topic analysis, aff. and neg. evidenee)

¢  PhilosopherFiles (All 12 of the West Coast Philosopher-Value Handbocks on a searchable web page)
¢ ValueFiles (The current and previous West Coast LD Supplements on a searehable web page)

Current Events Package (featuring NewsViews, ParliFiles and TurnerFiles)

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

»  ParliFiles including each month 20 pages with 5 cases and opposition strategies on the latest and recurring arguments.
Great for learning issues, responding to arguments, and topics to argne. Emailed to you plus ona web page.

. TurnerFiles offers for each topie 20 pages including a topic analysis, affirmative ease and supporting evidence, negative
arguments and evidenee. Emailed to you plus on a web page.

Online Training Package

. Great for beginners, intermediate, and advanced Policy, LD, Speech, Interp, students and coaches!
. Learn quickly with our interactive pages, streaming video, and forum with expert who answers your questions!
. In-depth, detailed theory lessons, analysis, evidence and research tips on this year’s Policy and LD topies.

Debate Textbook Package (Breaking Down Barriers)

+  Teacher Edition BDB Texthook with Teacher Materiats and a Prepbook.
« 20 Student Edition BDB Textbooks with 20 Prepbooks.

. Breaking Down Barriers: How to Debate teaches students step by step, eovers LD and Policy, includes examples, stories,
advanced tips, and much more. Over 260 pages long.

Debate Prepbook Package (Breaking Down Barriers)

«  BDB Teacber Materials with lesson plans, activities, syllabus, lecture notcs, answers to the BDB Prepbook.
+ 20 BDB Prepbooks that involve students in preparing eases, refuting, flowing, disadvantages, counterplans, even
kritiks using real evidence on the civil liberties topic. Great for handouts and to get kids debating right away!

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

IE Textbook Package (Breaking Down Barriers)

+  Teacher Edition BDB IE Texthook with Teacher Materials

+ 20 Student Edition BDB IE Textbooks

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

Addltlonal Texts to Consider

Advanced Policy Debate (called “Assistant Coach™) (132 pages of advanced c-plan, disad, kritik tips & more!)
+  Advanced LD Debate (called “Assistant Coach”) (118 pages of tips on values, criterion, philosophers & more!)
+  Dictionary of Forensics (Over | 500 policy, LD, IE, parli, and rhetoric terms defined, given examples, shown in use.)
+  Focus, Control, Communicate features advanced tips from a college perspective on all of the key individual events.
s Policy Theory Handbooks Volume 1 — 4 {each features at least 150 pages of front-lines argning all the key theory!)

Visit www.wcdebate.com
From West Goast to you!
On-line and printable Order Form available at the web site




18

1.

3.

Why Whitman’s camp?

Whitman Nationa
Debate Institute

Policy and LD

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

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

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

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

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

Instruction diversity. You won't get stuck in one lab with one or two lab leaders you might not work with best. We rotate labs
s0 you work with many if not all of our staff. And you'll work with them one-on-one, not just listening to them lecture.

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

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

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

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

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



SHOW ME FORENSICS INSTITUTE

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

Dr. Kevin Minch, Director

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

Don Crabiree, Associate Director
Vice-President of the National Foransic
League, Director of Forensics, Park Hill High
School, Kansas City, Missouri.

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

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

For More Information, Staff Details or
Registration Contact:

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

Phene:
(660) 785-5677

Web:
hitp:/forensics.truman.edu/SMFlindex. htm

E-Mail:
kminch@truman. edu

Individual Events Workshops (Elect One or Both)

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

Lincoln Douglas Workshop
July 9-July 23

Public Forum Debate Workshop
July 9-July 23

AN INSTITUTE EXPERIENCE UNLIKE ANY OTHER!

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

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

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

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

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

Qur Goal?

Our objective is to provide students with an experienge thatis focused on the
needs of high school students in high school competition. We focus on what
coaches and their students need to be successful now,




The most comprehensive
Lincoln-Douglas
resources available!

Lincoln-Douglas
Debate

Virlues In Conflict

Lincoln-Douglas Debate:

Values in Conflict
2nd Edition ©2000

The basics of Lincoin-Douglas debate for
novice and intermediate debaters

The most complete introduction available
on preparing for and participanng in the
Lincoln-Douglas (L-I}) debate format.
Short, well-designed chapters move students
through L-I> analysis, case construction, and
case defense procedures. Students learn abour

¢ L-D theory

® the difference betweeu L-D debate and

policy debate

e how to choose and research value topics

& preparing cases

@ developing rebuttal strategies

» improving delivery skills
A Teacher Guide features activities, additional

L-D topics, ballots, quizzes and answer keys,
and more!

Teactmc & CoaCiine
Lincoin-Douvalas Desais

e AL G i
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Teaching & Coaching

Lincoln-Douglas Debate
©1998
Resources for teaching value debate

Practical, evervday materials help teachers
build and sharpen their instrucrional practices.
This book contains something for every
instructor, regardless of experience, including

the basics of L-I» debate

a grounding in theory

development and construction of value

debate cases

activities and lectures on three fevels

options for unit length

improvement of delivery

Philosophy in Practice:
Understanding

Value Debate
©1996

Philosophical theories and concepts
in understandable terms

This book is an tnvaluable resource for
value debate preparation! Students can use
authoritarive insight from philosophers,
such as Hobbs, Locke, Rousseau, Kant,
Nietzsche, Aristotle, and others. The matertal
is presented in an easy-to-use formar and 1s
identified for novice, intermediate, or

| advanced debaters. Chapters on L-D debare

theory are also included.

Perfection Learning’

CORPORATION

Call customer service or visit our Web site today for a FREE catalog and product samplers!
phone: (800) 831-4190 o fax: (800) 543-2745 * web: perfectionlearning.com




lelivers lllﬂ winners!

Every student sees what it takes fo win at NFL:

View great intros for Extemp.
Examine winning structures in Oratory.
~ Identify how values are used in LD Debate.

- d Observe argument development in Policy Debate.
&5, Watch “cross-fire” in Public Forum Debate.

Packages priced for every budget:

Final Rounds Tapes: Event final rounds from a specific year $74.95

Greafes! Hifs: 1st & 2nd Place winners a from 3 year period 549.95

Best of the Rest: 10 Nats finalists from a six year period $49.95
2 Complete final rounds of LD

2004 Finals Rounds are available in DVD or VHS for the same price!
NFL receives a royalty on all sales.
Copyright prohibifs the sale of any interp events -- Sorry!

Need more Info? Ready to order? Order blanks and info @
www.dalepublishing.us

Dale Publishing Co.
P.O. Box 347 - Independence, Mo. 64051 - Phone 816-350-9277 - Fax 816-350-9377
Visit us on the web: www.dalepublishing.us



O "Sorn Student Gﬁa/[en_yes "

What Celebrity Cr Famous Historical Figure
Does Your Coach Remind You Of and Why?

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

Kaylee from
WashingTon

My coach reminds me of Rosie
O'Donnell because she is both funny and
as sweet and kind hearted as Rosie is.

Angela from
MinNeESOTA

Einstein, because she is a
know it all.

Purt from
Colorado

He reminds me of superman because
when our other coach can't go, he takes
control and gets us to where we are going.
He is always excited for us if we do good.
He's the best coach m the world, so is Ms.
Coleman. They truly know what they are
domg and are always there when we need
them. Ms. Coleman reminds me of Super-
woman too. Love you guys and thanks for
everything.

Hanan From
Ohio

My coach reminds me a little bit of
Jim Belushi, the star of "Accordmg to
Jim". He reminds me of him because he
can seem strict at one point but is really
nice and funny at another and has a sense
of humor and is easy to get along with.

Lydia from
MissoOuRi

My coach reminds me of Joan of
Arc, because she's willing to take the heat
for her teaching methods. She also does
what she thinks is right, and she makes
fair decisions. Her ultimate goal is a team,
but sbe supperts the individual as well.

Chris from
Missouri

My coach reminds me of Jim Carey.
This is because he enjoys joking around
with all the students in our program. He
knows he's funny and he really gets into

helping students act out their scripts.

for future question(s) posed.

Sean from
Illinois

My coach, Missy Carlson reminds
me of Bill Cosby. She is hilarious vet at the
same time exfremely intelligent. She is an
excellent teacher and a great role model.

Amy from
Texas

My coach reminds me somewhat of
Gandhi. She is the absolute most diplo-
matic and peaceful person on the planet.
Ewven if it may make the rest of the team
angry, uncomfortable, or how upset, frus-
trated, or annoyed we get about some-
thing, Lady Hodge ALWAY'S keeps her
composure with other coaches, competi-
tors, and even us at times, (It's us more
often than not!) So Gandhi is definitely
the correct allusion to our wonderful de-
bate and speech coach because regard-
less of what the British threw at Gandhi,
and believe me, we can most definitely ri-
val anything those soldiers could do, she
peacefully maintains her professionalism
and composure to achieve a peaceful and
amiable solution to just about anything.

£» Rostrum O
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17-30 JULY 2005
31T ANNUAL SAMFORD UNIVERSITY SUMMER FORENSICS INSTITUTE

LINCOLN-DOUGLAS DEBATE DIVISION: Samford is hosted the nation's first Lincoln-Douglas
workshop. Today we continue this tradition of innovation and excellence. In addition to
providing a primer on morai philosophy, the L-D Institute also seeks to develop pragmatic skills

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

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

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

I'TEACHER’S INSTITUTE: Designed for new teachers or those that find themselves in charge of a
program or coaching a new event, Jay Rye and William Tate will conduct a workshop on the
fundamentals of debate coaching. The goal of this course is to help orient coaches to the

. bewildering world of high school forensics. We will help strengthen your confidence in the
forensics classroom. The cost of the Teacher's Institute is $200.00.

CosT: $1000.00 plus $50 deposit for both students divisions. This includes all room, board, tuition
and group copying fees. Housing is in air conditioned, double-occupancy Samford dormitories.
Classes are held on the beautiful Samford campus and dining is in the Samford cafeteria.
There are no additional Iab fees. Dormitories will be d|rected by William Tate (Montgomery Bell
Academy, TN). Financial aid is available for sfudents z ed nee

FOR MORE INECRMATION:

Michael Janas, Ph.D.

; Director of Debate

| Samford University
Birmingham, AL 35229

| (205) 726-2509

mjjanas@samford.edu
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Lincoln-Douglas Debate Theory Applied

By Jeff Doss

In contemporary debate language, we
collectively refer to the value premise/cri-
terion model as the “standard” for “weigh-
ing the truth” of the resolution. During the
debate rounds that I have judged, I have
not seen much evidence that demonstrates
“how” this works. Traditionally, debaters
have been taught to use the value premise/
criterion model with little if any theoretical
justification. The focus of this section is
to merge theory and practice —an approach
to the value premise/criterion model that
will hopefully “clean up” debates.

Over the years we have developed
three preferences for what constitutes a
“good” standard for evaluating a resolu-
tion: (1) objectivity to ensure a level play-
ing field for clash, (2) areasonable calculus
with which the debaters and judge may
weilgh competing arguments, and (3) a rel-
evant measure of the resolution’s truth. I
believe that the following reformulation of
the value premise/criterion model will sat-
isfy our first two tastes, The third element,
however, is one that we proclaim to favor
yet have done little to ensure. I will at-
tempt to provide a solution that integrates
theory witb practice (value premise/crite-
rion model) and in turn offer a direct method
of evaluating a proposition of value.

A brief statement, though, about this
portion of the series: if, at times, it seems
that I am moving back and forth between
theory and practice in determining what we
should or should not do, I am. As men-
tioned, L-ID theory has never been outlined.
I find it most helpful to take what we have
in terms of practice and attempt to align it
with a workable theory. After all, there is

Part Two:

Evaluating Propositions of Value

not much sense in throwing the baby out
with the bath water.

Value Premise: A “Standard?”

The value premise is perhaps the
most enigmatic feature of the L-D round. If
you assernbled twenty debaters, judges,
and coaches together and asked them each,
“What is the purpose of the value
premise?,” I guarantee that you would be
given twenty different answers. Many
people may answer that the value premise
acts as an anchor between argumentation
and the resolution. This is moving in the
right direction. On the other hand, many
people may answer that the value premise
is a standard for weighing argumentation.

The value premise, though, should
be less of a “standard” than one may think.
Assume, though, that we use the “stan-
dard” approach to the value premise. The
debater chooses a “value” that he believes
is an important vantage from which to evalu-
ate the resolution. Take the nuclear weap-
ons topic. A debater decides to argue that
nuclear deterrence is the action of an un-
just or “illegitimate” government. Accord-
ingly he chooses the value premise of “gov-
emmental legitimacy” and goes on to prove
the previous statement is true. This reso-
lution that he has addressed, though, is:
The possession of nuclear weapons is gov-
emnmentally illegitimate. The problem he
has encountered is not necessarily termi-
nal. To remedy this problem, the debater
must prove that that which is immoral is
consequently that which is governmentally
illegitimate. While there is nothing logi-
cally “wrong” about approaching the topic

like this, doing so will only add an unnec-
essary and murky layer to the round. Ar-
guing about what constitutes an immoral
action is difficult enough. To add two sepa-
rate layers to the mix {(definition of “gov-
emmental illegitimacy” and relating “immo-
rality” and “governmental illegitimacy™) is
just calling for tangential discussions. The
following diagram illustrates the debater’s
construction and requirements:

Primary Evaluative Term
fImmoral]
t
Definition of the Primary Evaluative Term

t

Secondary Evaluative Term

[Governmental [Hegitimacy]
t

Definition of the Secondary Evaluative Term
t
Relationship between the Primary and
Secondary Evaluative Terms
T

Descriptive Term [Possession
of Nuclear Weapons]

The above exemplifies a growing, yet
subtle, problem in debate. Few debaters
really see the relevance ofthe value premise
and, as such, simply insert an “oldie but
goodie” in order to pay lip service to judges
that expect to hear the words “value
premise.” As a result, at the end of the
debate rounds, judges wonder whether or
not either side has actually done much to
prove the resolution is true or false. Very
few debaters actually attempt to bridge the
gap between the secondary and primary
evaluative terms. Even fewer debaters pick
up on this logical leap by their opponents.

To avoid this altogether, the debater
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Vit:tory Briefs Institute @ UCLA

This summer, consider joining us in Los Angeles, California. The Victory Briefs Institute uses the facilities at the University of Califor-
nia at Los Angeles. UCLA 1s a world-renowned institution and consistently ranked among the top five public universities in the country.
Students will have complete access to UCLA’s excellent facilities, including the extensive library collection among the fifteen different
libraries located at UCLA. Each student will stay in a double room in the luxurious De Neve Plaza complex. Each room is fully
furnished with twin beds, desks, and ample storage. Every room is air-conditioned, is wired with Ethernet access and in-reom telephone
features a private bathroom, and comes equipped with cable television. The dining halls at UCLA are also regularly rated among the top
dining commons in the country. Each meal is a buffet-style, all-you-can-eat affair.

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

Lincoln-Douglas Debate

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

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

No other camp can offer the breadth of debate experience that VBI offers -- in terms of coaching success, competitive success, geo-
graphic diversity, and sheer number of faculty (over 40). The Victory Briefs camp aliows each student -- whether a beginner or a
successful elite competitor -- to work closely with all of the staff in one-on-one tuterials, small lab groups, workshops, book groups,
ctitiqued practice rounds, informal discussions, drills, and social activities. It is no wonder why VBI is at the top of the list for both
beginners and advanced debaters, For example, at this year’s Glenbrooks national tournament, 12 out of 16 octofinalists, 6 out of &
quarterfinalists, all four semifinalists, and the champion were VBI alumni. Similarly, one of the students in last summers novice
program took second place at Apple Valley in the JV division in one of her first national tournaments. We take particular pride in the fact
that many VBI attendees return for multiple years, and that every debater is given an opportunity to excel and work with the best.
Ultimately, VBI attendees become an important part of the Victory Briefs family and the larger debate community.




Extemporaneous Speaking

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

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

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

Policy Debate Program

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

Unlike other institutes, VBI Policy’s primary interest is not to produce evidence in
mass amounts, but rather to give debaters the tools and understanding they need to be
successful both in and out of the debate round. Students will learn the skills necessary Find out why over 300
to research, to develop arguments, to refute, to strategize, and to communicate. Most students joined us in

importantly, our goal is to inspire and excite newer students to love the activity. Our

. o . Los Angeles, California
high staff to student ratio will gnarantee that no debater slips through the cracks.

last summer. For
more information,

Last year’s senior policy instructors included Chris MacFarlane (past Bronx champion
contact us at:

who competed in outrounds at both TOC and NDT), Sara Kaler (current coach at Apple
Valley and former coach at Eagan), and Rachel Raskin (past Wisconsin state champion _ .
and currently successiul NDT/CEDA college debater). www.victorybriefs.com

info@victorybriefs.com
Public Forum/Parliamentary Debate

Victory Briefs LLC
Victory Briefs is proud to present a brand new curricular option for the institute this 2718 Wilshire Blvd.
summer--a workshop designed for students interested in public forum and parliamentary Santa Monica CA 90403

debate--two new two-person debate formats that are focused on conversational discourse
about current events. This curricular track will be directed by Terry Hatch, who, as a
student at Willamette High School in Oregon was the first-ever National Champion in
Ted Turner/Public Forum Debate (2003). He is currently a student at the University of
Oregon, majoring in pelitical science with a communications minor.

310-453-1681
FAX (208) 248-9801
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ought to cut the intermediary step and use
the resolution’s evaluative term as the
value premise. [faclear evaluative term is
not present (e.g., open-ended value analy-
ses — see Part One of this article), the cho-
sen subordinate evaluative term should be
the value premise. By choosing the evalu-
ative term as the value premise, the internal
case structure functions like this:

Value Premise [Evaluative Termj
t
Definition of the Value Premise

T
Contentions [Relationship befween the

Descriptive Term and the Evaluative Term]

On paper this seems reasonable. If
we agree that the goal is to relate the evalu-
ative term to the descriptive term, then this
model certainly provides for that. How-
ever, people have a practical issue with this,
for the evaluative term is not always a
“value,” per se. Many judges, coaches,
and debaters believe that the value premise
should be somethmg that we “value.” or
hold in esteem. This springs from a misin-
terpretation of the value premise. The value
premise should not underscore something
“to value™ but rather something “to evalu-
ate.” The purpose of L-D debate should
not be a discussion of competing evalua-
tive terms/values (e.g., morality vs. justice)
unless the resolution specifically or implic-
itly calls for such discussion. 1.-D analysis
is value-laden, though, and this often
causes people to believe that L-D debate is
about “values” m conflict. I can find one
resolution from the past 20 years that ex-
plicitly requires such analysis (1984: Noth-
ing that is politically right is morally
wrong). Resolutions, however, requiring
an open-ended value analysis are the clos-
est that we have lo this (perhaps this
should give us cause to gradually distance
ourselves from these). Regardless, “evalu-
ative term vs. evaluative term” debates lead
us to overly complex discussions that re-
quire more than the 45 minutes allotted.
Bottom line: if the resolution has a clear
evaluative term, avoid adding unnecessary
hurdles and go straight for the evaluative
term.

The following resolution will better
illustrate this concern: Decentralized gov-
ernmental power ought to be a fundamen-
tal goal of democratic society (2001 Sep-
tember/October). For this topic, many de-
baters furnished a value premise of “de-
mocracy.” This is how that value premise
actually functioned:

Democracy [Value Premise]
T
Definition of the Value Premise
)

Decentralized Governmental Power
[Descriptive Termf

Thus, a debater with a value of “de-
mocracy” is proving the following resolu-
tion is true: Decentralized governmental
power is democracy (a different resolution
in both letter and spinit). To make the argu-
mentation sync up with the resolution re-
quires the debater to jump through unnec-
essary and often meaningless rhetorical
hoops. Using the “prescription” test, the
evaluative term in this resolution is “fun-
damental goal of democracy.” Though the
normative “ought™ is present, this term only
serves to give “fundamental goal of democ-
racy” its prescriptive command. The value,
then, should be “fundamental goal of de-
mocracy.” Using this as the value premise,
the case works like this:

Fundamental Goal of Democracy
[Value Premise]
T
Definition of the Value Premise
T

Decentralized Governmental Power
[Descriptive Termj

However, many people probably do
not consider a “fundamental goal of democ-
racy” to be “valuable.” Remember, we want
to evaluate the validity of the resolution —
not assign it value. As the above structure
stands, the debater has related the descrip-
tive term 1o the evaluative term, and, as a
result, met his/her burden of proof.

Criterion: A Definition?

Recall from prior diagrams that I in-
cluded “definition of the evaluative term/

/\
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value premise” as an intermediary step be-
tween the evaluative term and the descrip-
tive term(s). The word “definition” is per-
haps a misnomer. As we have seen, the
evaluative term for any given resolution is
open to interpretation. What one may con-
ceive of being “moral” is typically only one
way to approach the term. As a result, a
precise definition for the evaluative term is
essential to provide clarity. However, even
with a “precise” definition, much room for
discussion and interpretation still exists.
Suppose a debater offers a value premise
of “morality” and defines that term as “the
fulfillment of one’s duties.” This opens the
door to a number of questions: Why is this
the “best” definition for “morality?” What
is a duty? What duties?

To answer these questions, we use
the criterion. Ifthe affirmative must relate
the evaluative term to the descriptive
term(s), then the criterion can be thought
of as a “bridge” between the terms. The
criterion has been categorized into a num-
ber of different approaches. Such ap-
proaches have been discussed elsewhere,
and so [ will not touch upon them here. For
a particularly good classification, see Minh
Lucng’s article, “New Perspectives on Val-
ues and Criteria in Lincoln-Douglas De-
bate.”

A criterion can be anything from
philosophically general (e.g., “protection
of rights”) to pragmatically concrete (e.g.,
“increased funding of social security pro-
grams”). Regardless of one’s phrasing, I
offer an “updated” version of the criterion
that is consistent with the aforesaid theory
discussions. If we use the evaluative term
as the value premise, then the criterion
should serve as a test for the evaluative
term. Forinstance, using “fundamental goal
of democracy” as the value premise, the
criterion should determine “what” consti-
tutes a fundamental goal of democracy. By
arguing “that which empowers the indi-
vidual” is a test for a fundamental goal of
democracy, then the debater has provided
a clear measure for argumentation. The
debater has constructed the following
model:

e
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Kentucky LD

June 21-July 10, 2005

Cost: $1,575

Application Deadline: May 2, 2005

Curricular Information

Kentucky is widely recognized for its
unwavering commitment to LD ag an
educational  activity, and  our
academically rigorous  curriculum
embodies that commitment. In 2005,
our workshop will continue to provide
top-notch philosephy instruction (from
classical to contemnporary) in lectures,
seminars, and guided discussions of
primary source texts in book groups; and thorough
strategic and technical training in small lab groups,
individual office hours, and extensive stop-and-go
practice debates.

Qur curriculum reflects owr belief that debate rounds
should be clear, logical, well prepared, and well
informed. We aim to help students develop strong

skills for communicating persuasively

(in speech and in writing), testing the

validity of arguments, researching, and

analyzing primary source materials,

Cultivating skills not only helps our

students succeed in LD; it prepares
them for life outside debate. As one

. 2004 student put it,

“The Institute has shown me that LD
is not just an activity to join just to win trophies, but
that it is a valuable tool to apply in the real world:
research, paper drafting, speaking skills, and so on.
LD at Kentucky was outstanding. I never expected
to learn what I did, or as much as I did, and have a
great time also.”

2005 Staff

Our staff members are chosen for their excellent
teaching skills, strong academic credentials, deep

understanding of LD strategy, and exemplary character.

Tentatively, we expect the following staff members
this summer:

Jason Baldwin, M.A.,
winmingest debater in LD history,
accomplished debate coach and
author, Philosophy Ph.D. student at
Notre Dame, ten-time Kentucky staff
member;

Kate Hamm, M.A., experienced
workshop instructor and  debate
coach with a long record of success,
currently coaching at Millard West High School (NE),
five-time Kentucky staff member;

Sam Kleiner, graduating senior from Catalina
Foothills (AZ), invited to numerous round robins, 2005
TOC Qualifier,;

Jenn Larson, 2002 TOC Champion, successful
assistant LD coach in the Midwest, currently assists
Fremont High School (NE}), Junior Math and Political
Science student at Creighton University, three-time

questions@kndi.org

Kentucky staff member;

Chase Martyn, 2005 LD Coordinator, TOC
debater from Florida, webmaster of LDdebate.com,
second-year Philosophy student at Grinnell College,
three-time Kentucky staff member,

Pete Myers, B.A., three-time
Manchester champion, five-time
Kentucky staff member, will eatn a
degree In Math from Princeton
University this Spring;

Lee Solomon, experienced
assistant coach, nationally
successtul debater from Florida,
first-year Philosophy student at the
University of Chicago;

Peter Van Elswyk, graduating senior from Gov.
John Rogers (WA), invited to several round robins,
2005 TOC Qualifier, will study Theology and
Phitosophy at BIOLA University in the Fall;

J.W. Patterson, Ph.D., institute director with
more than forty years of experience, founder and
director of the TOC, member of the Communications
department at Kentucky.

jwpatterson00@uky.edu




Calling all Coaches...

Are you ready for a coaches’ clinic  jgin us I
that fits both your needs and
your busy schedule?

in Ripon,
Wisconsint

Friday, July 22, 2005 - Saturday, July 23, 2005
Your Choice

Basic Track Advanced Track
The Basic Track includes coaching The Advanced Track is an intensive
essentials, scheduling priorities, experience to help experienced
team management, and all of the coaches expand their abilities beyond
advanced track events. the basics.

Deano Pape,
i+ Institute Director

Forensics Institute

Check us out on the web:
www.ripon.edu/academics/commplus/rfi/
Choose from 1 of 3 tracks:

- Public Address: Develop a topic, argument,
and presentation from start to finish

- Limited Prep: Focus on developing your
extemporaneous and impromptu
speaking skills

- Interp: Learn strategies for selecting pieces,
cutting to time, blocking, and performing

Students: ‘ Thursday, July, 21, 2005

_to-

Get ad Jump on Saturday, July 23, 2005
your competition year!

Hosted by Ripon College
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Fundamental Goal of Democracy {Value
Premise & Evaluative Term]
T
That which Empowers the Individual
[Criterion & “Test” for the Evaluative Term]
T

Decentralized Governmental Power
[Descriptive Term]

The structure can be written as follows:

A fundamental goal of democracy is
that which empowers the individual. [A=B]

Decentralized governmental power
etrpowers the individual. [C=B]

Decentralized governmental power is
a fundainental goal of democracy. [C=A]

Sound familiar? The methodology
that is offered here attempts to join together
logical structure and theory. The debater,
by using this approach to the value
premise/criterion model, can approach the
case from the major premise/minor premise
vantage.

In general, I believe that the criterion
should be the framework for succeeding
argumentation. Most debaters try to fit a
criterion with the most compelling argu-
mentation that they can imagine. This will
only lead to awkward analysis that fits
somewhat with the provided criterion. I
urge debaters to pack as much in as pos-
sible with the criterion.

With the November/December 2004
topic (The US has a moral obligation to pro-
inote democratic ideals in other nations),
you could use a value premise of “moral
obligation” and then define a “test” for
determining when an action is or is not a
moral obligation. You may argue that a moral
obligation exists on the part of the entity if
(1) a human rights violation presents itself,
(2) the agent is capable of remedying that
violation, and (3) no harm would result in
the agent’s solution. In the case you could
argue that promoting democratic ideals in
other nations meets the aforementioned
test and, thus, is a moral obligation. As

you can see, the criteria have set the pa-
rameters for the evaluative term (inoral ob-
ligation} and the case has bridged the gap
between it and the descriptive term (pro-
moting democratic ideals in other nations),
Simply put, the offered criteria “define” the
specifics of the evaluative term in order to
provide a richer understanding of the reso-
lution.

Negative Evaluation

With the negative, especially with
propositions of absolute value, the value
premise/criterion model is trickier, I have
never really understood our practice of ex-
pecting anegative to prove the consistency
of his/her “side” with a value premise. If
the affirmative’s burden is to relate the de-
scriptive term to the evaluative term, then
the negative’s burden is to “prove” that
relationship is not “true.” Observe the fol-
lowing diagram:

Traditional Affirmative

Value Premise. Moral Obligation
T
Criterion: Pass
T
Promoting Democratic Ideals
[Descripiive Term]

Implication: The US has a moral obligation to
promote dewnocratic ideals in other nations.

N
Criterion: Pass
T

Traditional Negative

Value Premise: Moral Obligation

NOT Promoting Democratic Ideals
[Negative Descriptive Term]

Implication: The US has a moral obligation not to promote
democratic ideals in other nations.

N
Criterion: Fail
T

[Descriptive Term]

Anti-Value Premise Negative

Value Premise: Moral Obligation

Promoting Democratic Ideals

Implication: The US does not have a moral obligation to pro-
mote democratic ideals in other nations.

Resolved: The US has a moral obligation to promote democratic ideals in other nations (2004 September/October)

.
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() California State University
Long Beach Forensics Academy

Coac:hmg St:aﬂ:

L BFA offers one of the most
gualified coaching staffs in the
United States. Multiple national
charmpions and finalists will
direct students in small
classroorm environrmentcs.

Public Address Director...

Caleb Willarns, che currert NFA informative speaking national charmpion, is
one of the Nnations leading FPublic Address coaches. As a lab leader at the James
Logarn and WK U Surmmer Insticuces, Caleb has coached several national
champions and finalists. VIik Williams has also participaced im muiciple national
fimal, serni-final, and quarterfinal rounds in public address and iimited preparation
evernts. Caleb is one of the best FPA coaches in forensics today!

Oral Imterp Director.

Courtney Anderson the 2004 AFA. natioral individual everts
sweepstakes charmpion, has mulktiple years of experiernce coaching the best
interpers in the nation However, aside frorm her massive success, she is also
one of the kindest educators in forensics today. She has participated in multiple
public address out-rournds and finals ac AFA., including 2nd Prase 2002, 2nd
INforrmatcive 2003, 2d ADS 2003, 3rd Duo 2004 You cannot find a more

talerted and fun instructor . . .
Limited Prep Director..

Jirmrmy FIcaro, a former collegiate
national finalist and high school serni-
finalist in extemp, has coached multiple
finalists at. major high school
tournarnentcs including Harvard,
Clenbrooks, St. Marks, Viliger, Brnory,
and Wake Forest. The formmer direccor
of extermp at the University of Texas
National Institute in Forensics (UTNIF,
Jmmy has also coached multiple
rmational fimalists at CH- and NFL

Full Tuttion $1200

{roor arnd board :ncluded]

Minutes frorm the beach, LBFA offers field trips to.
Sarmuel French Theater Bookstore / Outstanding LA Libraries
Huntington Beach "Surf Cicy, USA”

DISNEYLANCH

For registration, schedule, and more informmation visit...
Reepy hvwanww BeachForensics corm/LBFA horl




Coaching Staff...

LBFA will offer one of the most qualified
ccaching staffs in the United States.
Multiple NDT gqualifiers will direct students
in small classroom environments, tailoring
their instruction to their individual

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

Our Philosophy. ..

The Long Beach Forensics Academy 1is proud to be entering only its second year in
service to our community as a full service policy debate institute. This year,
we feel that an appropriate starting point for discussion is ocur identity in
relaticn to the debate topic/ resclution. We will pay special attention to our
identity within the context of our research, argumentation and delivery. With
this emphasis, we will teach traditional (Disadvantages, Kritiks, Counterplans)
as well as post-traditional (Performance) debate philosophies. We will also
explore community outlets, by devoting part of ocur time to community service
while focusing on what we can do to help our own communities locally. The LBFA
200% will be an invaluable experience for all students who attend. On behalf of
the LBFA staff, we welcome you to this unique debate experience and hcpe to see
you in the summer 2005!

Why should you come to

Long Beach...?

To be different!

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

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

Full Tuition $600

(room and bcard included)

Commuter Rate S$400

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

For registration, schedule, and more information wvisit...
http://www.BeachForensics.com/LBFA html
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Both negative approaches produce
the exact same result: disproving the reso-
lution. The traditional negative disproves
the affirmative though proof of the oppo-
site. The anti-value premise negative dis-
proves the affirmative statement of the reso-
lution. The difference, really, is the amount
of work that we expect from negatives. I do
not think that it is necessary to require nega-
tives to take the proverbial “long road to
China” any more so than to require
affirmatives to preemptively disprove a
negative approach to the resolution (I see
these both as being substantially the same).
I discuss this only as providing a logical
alternative to the traditional approach.

Diane
Says

NFL Honor Awards

Conclusion to the Series

When I originally sat down to write
this article in October, I firmly believed that
the value premise/criterion model needed
to go. I saw this setup resulting in illogical
and/or isolated discussions of the resolu-
tion. As many people know, my biggest
pet peeve is_when debaters stop talking
about the resolution and focus solely on
“arguments.” Ibelieve that if we pay closer
attention to the rhetorical structure of L-I}
propositions, then we can start talking
about resolutions. While thinking about
the value premise/criterion model and at-
tempting to offer a revised method of evalu-
ation, I realized that the value premise/cri-
terion methodology could meet our needs

if we just fine-tune their execution. Thope
that these articles have helped both debat-
ers and coaches in rethinking {or perhaps
just thinking about) L-D debate theory.

(Jeff Doss is a junior at Tulane Univer-
gity where he is studying accounting
and philosophy. As a former debater
at Saint James School in Montgomery,
Al, he competed under the direction
of Mrs. Michele Coody during his four
years of high school. He coaches L-D
debate at Isidore Newman School in
New Orleans and teaches at the Uni-
versity of [owa and Samnford University
L-D institutes during the summer.)

"Time to place your
honor cord order™

Honor Cords (Twined/Untwined)

Where allowed, these silver and ruby cords may be worn with cap and gown at graduation ceremonies to signify the graduate has eared 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 cenflict with the eord colors of

the National Honor Society.

Chenille Letters

Letter sweaters and jackets will never be the same!

WNew silver and ruby NFL "letters" available in vargity (6™ and J.V. (3"} sizes.

Graduation Honor Cords

& Twined
"% Not Entwined
g Shipping/
Handling (entire order)

Show the jocks in your school that NFL scores!

14.00
14,00

Varsity {6")
A (3"

Shipping/
n . Handling (entire order)

Order Online

"NFL Store"
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Summer 2005

ANNOUNCING A NEW DEBATE WORKSHOP

- THE MIAMI DEBATE INSTITUTE

the redhawk

June 26 — July 16
3 weeks

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

Well, we've designed one.

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

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

FacuLTy

Kenda Cunningham, Carrolliton
Mat Dunn, Catholic

Sherry Hall, Harvard

Todd Lantz, lowa

Ed Lee, Alabama

Chris Lundberg, Northwestern

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

WORKSHOP-IN-A-WORKSHOP

Dallas Perkins, Harvard
Will Repko, Michigan State

oxford scholars

June 26 — July 30
5 weeks

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

Achieve anything.

Apply online NOW.

muohio.edu/debate
debate@muohio.edu

MIAMI UNIVERSITY
Oxford, Ohio



California National Debate Institute
2005 Lincoln Douglas Debate Camps
at the University of California, Berkeley

Dates & Prices

“I would recommend this camp
Lincoln Douglas Debate because I was able to get a lot
{Prices include tuition, housing and meals. Please of practice and I learned a lot
contact out office for commuter student pricing) to improve in all categories 5

2 Week Session June 18 - July 2, $1755
1 Week Session June 18 - June 25, $905 - Anthony Viera, California
2004 CNDI LD Participant

The California National Debate Institute isanational caliber two-
week summer forensics program located in Berkeley, California. The
CNDI provides serious debate students with the opportunity to
interact with some of the finest and most renowned forensics
instructorsinthe nation at an incomparable costfor a program of this
nature, quality, andlocation,

Curriculum:The CNDILincoln Douglas curriculum emphasizes
argument theory, logic, and analysis skills that will instill students
with the capability to self-coach and generate quality arguments; the
one-week program is perfect for studentslooking to get ahead-start
before attending a major LD summer program. The curriculumis also
structured toinclude both concepts from moral and political philoso-
phythatarerelevanttothe year's topics aswell as introductions to
more general material that ground the students' preparationinthe
" history ofideas. The curriculumfeatures:

ePhilosophyDiscussions
eExpertly Critiqued Practice Debates
eTheory Seminars
sAdvanced Casing Strategies
e Analytical Techique Workshops
eRebuttal and Cross-Examination Drills

Faculty: CNDI is taught by an experienced faculty of former

championship debaters and veteran coaches with significant

institute experience. Initially confirmed for 2005 is Josh

Fulwiler, former MBA Round Robin Champ and now at Tulane
University. Others to be announced soon!

Mail: 1700 Shattuck Ave. #3035, Berkeley, CA 94709 e Phone: 510-548-4800
Web: www.educationunlimited.com ¢ Email; debate@educationunlimited.com




California National Debate Institute
- {20035 Policy Debate Camps

‘ at the University of California, Berkeley
Dates & Prices

(Includes room, board and materials. Please
contact our office for commuter student pricing) “The lab was great and pushed

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

Novice Program: june 14 - July 2, $2425 arguments we did and how in-

Berkeley Mentors: june 14 - July 2, $2425 depth we went was really
great.”

1 Week Session: June 25 - july 2, $905 - David Chiang, California

2004 CNDI Participant

The California National Debate Institute is a national caliber three-week
summer forensics program located in Berkeley, California conducted in part-
nership with the UC Berkeley Policy debate team. The CND1 provides serious
debate students with the opportunity to interact with some of the finest and
most renowned forensics instructors in the nation at an incomparable cost
for a program of this nature, quality, and location.

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

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

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

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

Mail: 1700 Shattuck Avenue #305, Berkeley, CA 94709 » Phone: 510-548-4800
Web: www.educationunlimited.com ® Email: debate@educationunlimited.com




< Attention Goaches

Receive a Schwan Gift Basket
Absolutely FREE!

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

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

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

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

. ' = o

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

£

<> Rostrum <

26



L 4 Goact Troﬁfe

Meet
Brit McCabe

By Sarah Gildea
NFL Staff

‘What was your first NFL experience?

Well, I didn't do this activity in high
school, so my first NFL experience was not
knowing how to do the points and going
to a different town fo get with another
teacher to have her help me figure it out.

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

Incollege, like 50% of debate coaches
out there I'm sure, I had some ambition to
go to law school. { was just going to teach
for a little while, and then all of a sudden,
you look up and you've been doing this
Jor a really long time.

What is your team philosophy?

1 lock at this as an educational activ-
ity, and not necessarily a competition. ['ve
been asked before to limit the number of
kids in debate to make it cheaper to travel,
and I just can't do that. It's the kids that
are never going to win a national tourna-
ment that this activity has the most impact
on. Those are the kids that you teach. I've
been as excited to have a kid win one single
round at a local tournament, as have one
win a round rationally, because they
worked so hard to get there,

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

It's hard to say. Early on, especially
when you're teaching new kids, you spend
a lot of time on the activity each week. As
the year goes on, I'm spending less time on
theory, and more time watching rounds.

What is your vision for the future of the
NFL?

One of the first things that 1 teach my
beginning speech kids is that the most
important thing to learn is how to commu-
nicate with people. 1'd like to see the NFL

become more involved in working with us
to make speech education a requirement
in schools. We need help showing school
boards that speech is as important as vir-
tually any oz‘l{;r subject, and in my estima-
tion, more important.

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

From a personal standpoint, the
friends that you make. It's about getting
to know coaches and kids from other
schools, and having some sort of relation-
ship with a large number of individuals
out there..people that have the possibility
and capability of making a huge differ-
ence on this planet. It's about working the
District Tournament with Charlene Bur-
ton and having the opportunity to spend
time with H. B. Mitchell. As a young coach,
you look up to those people. It's also about
coaching with dinosaurs like Glenda
Ferguson, who should be dead by the next
ice age!

‘What’s unique about Bishop Mc(Guinness
High as an NFL chapter?

it's a private catholic school and with
that there are some issues and concepts
that we have to be a little concerned about
as far as where we go topic-wise, but mosily
not too much because they understand
what we're doing here. They've been very
supportive, I've been here since '8§9 and
I've never been at aschool that's supported
the program as much as they do here and
that's been a very good thing.

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

To a certain degree, that's changed.
When I was younger, I focused on innate
ability and iried to get those kids honed
well. But today, it's "do you want fo do
u?" I tell kids that I'll work with them at
the level that they choose to participate.

Rostrum

Brit McCabe coaches at Bishop
McGuinness High School in
Oklahoma. Brit is a two dia-
mond coach.

Many kids do a lot of different activities,
and they like debate because of debate it-
self, they don't necessarily want to become
nationally competitive. 1 don'’t seek any-
body out and primarily, it's because I've
been very surprised with kids that you ini-
tially think may not be very good.

What is your favorite memory from a Na-
tional Tournament?

In Minneapolis, when Glenda
Ferguson lost not only her car, but the
parking garage. Not just the rental car,
but the PARKING GARAGE ifself

What is the greatest challenge as a coach
today?

The greatest challenge is overcoming
all of the other options the children have
with their free time. There are 500 chan-
nels on TV, the internet, cell phones, and
everything else clambering for their atten-
tion and overcoming that in itself is a chal-
lenge. I'm glad to see the junior high pro-
gram in the NFFL because often by the time
a kid becomes a freshman, they're already
invested in another activity and to get them
to change courses Is sometimes difficull.

‘What'’s your favorite weekend tournament
food item?

Anything that's available. One school
does turkey, which is always really nice.

N
-
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The National High School Debate Institutes
At Northwestern University

Are Pleased to Announce Our 2005 Summer Programs:

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

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

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

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

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

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

Cross Examination Debate Association National Champions
1997




The National High School Debate Institutes
At Northwestern University

Are Pleased to Announce Our 2005 Senior Staff:

o Dr. Scott Deatherage, Director, Northwestern University, Coach Of
Six National Debate Tournament Championship Teams

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

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

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

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

"Go to College before you Finish High School"

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

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




The National High School
Institute

At Northwestern University

Is Pleased to Announce Dates for the

Clarion DeWitt Hardy National High School
Invitational Debate Tournament

April 16 Thru 18, 2005

Zarefsky Scholars Round Robin for High School
Juniors

April 14-15, 2005

Information is Available at
www.debate.northwestern.edu

E-Mail: nudebate@northwestern.edu

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

National Debate Tournament Top Speakers
- 2000* 1999 * 1998 * 1996 * 1989 * 1973 * 1968 * 1966 * 1962
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Counter-Topicality

By David Glass

Recent developments in Policy De-
bate create the need to develop new types
of arguments, to set parameters for what is
"fajr game" for argumentation in a Policy
Debate round. In order to establish the
basis for these new arguments, a little back-
ground is in order.

"Topicality" was established many
years ago as an instrument of fairness, In
Policy Debate, the Affirmative has the ad-
vantage of knowing what case they're go-
ing to run - it is therefore up to the Nega-
tive to anticipate what the Affirmative may
say. To make sure that the Negative's job
can be accomplished, the ground occupied
by the Affirmative must be predictable.
Thus we have a Resolution - which sets
the basis for the Topicality argument - and
we have Topicality, which is the tool used
by the Negative to make sure that the
Affinmative's interpretation of the Resolu-
tion is predictable; other standards of Topi-
cality, such as "limits", "grammar" and "fair-
ness" are all geared to make sure the nega-
tive team can predict what they may en-
counter in a debate round, so that they can
prepare.

Fair enough.

But what if the Negative tries a new
tack? Constder this scenario: rather than
respond to the Affirmative, the Negative
takes an approach which is entirely di-
vorced from what the Affirmative says, or
even from what the Resolution says, and is
therefore not predictable by the Affirma-
tive.

Would not, in such an instance, the
Affirinative now require a tool to limit the
Negative ground? Would not the same pre-

An Instrument of Fairness

dictability and limifation arguments set an
appropriate standard to be applied to the
Negative, to limit what the Negative can
say in order to guarantee the Affirmative
the ability to prepare?

Consider a more specific scenatio:
after the First Affirmative Constructive, the
First Negative gets up, takes out a CD
player, and plays a beat-box rhythm - the
speaker "performs” a rap song, and then
she sits down.

When queried during cross-examina-
tion as to what she was doing, the First
Negative says that her song was an act of
"performance” which functions as a pro-
test to the limiting constraints of policy
debate, and that the judge should vote
negative to endorse her performance.

Why does she do this rather odd
thing? Well - you may believe she's sin-
cere in her cross-examination answer. Or,
you may believe that what she's doing is
trying to catch the affirmative off-guard by
doing something very unusual and impos-
sible to predict, in order to gain a strategic
advantage in front of a potentially sympa-
thetic judge.

This sort of tactic is still very unusual
on the high school level, but it is increas-
ingly less unusual on the college policy
debate circuit, and it calls for the need to
consider what is theoretically available to
deal with such a tactic.

I would like to suggest a new argu-
ment, which I call "Counter Topicality”, to
provide the Affirmative a tool which they
can use to answer a Negative "perfor-
mance". Here's the premise: the Resolu-
tion does more than limit what the Affirma-

tive may say in a debate round. The Reso-
lution also limits what the Negative may
say. Whereas the Affirmative is limited by
the set of cases defined by the words in
the Resolution, the Negative is limited by
the set of arguments which "compete" with
the Resolution.

So rather than the Negative getting
all of the ground which is not the Affirma-
tive, the Negative is limited to all of the
ground which is “competitive” with the
Resolution. Let's stop for a moment and
recall what "competitiveness" means in a
debate sense. A Negative Counterplan is
said to be "competitive” with an Affirma-
tive Plan, and thus a basis to reject the plan,
when it is demonstrated that the
counterplan solves an Affirmative advan-
tage while avoiding a disadvantage accrued
by the Affirmative. The test of "competi-
tiveness" is a "permutation”. The Affirma-
tive tries to "permute” the counterplan by
asking if adopting the plan plus all or part
of the counterplan would avoid the disad-
vantage. If you can permute a counterplan,
the counterplan does not have a "net ben-
efit" over the affirmative (since vou can do
both at the same time without incurring a
disadvantage that the counterplan alone
avoids). Thus if the counterplan is per-
mutable, it does not “compete” with the
plan, and therefore fails to disprove the de-
sirability of voting for the A ffirmative.

One can extend the debate concep-
tion of "competition” to the resolution. Just
as a counterplan must compete with the
plan, the negative framework must cornpete
with the resolution. For example, does an
indictment of debate in general compete

. Rostrum x‘”‘/.
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with the resolution? No - in the same way
that, if you're playing basketball, a criticism
of the game of basketball does not func-
tion to outscore a team which is actually
playing the game; you can't beat a team
who scores a hundred points in a basket-
ball game by arguing that the game is bad.
In order to win in basketball you literally
have to be competitive on the same game-
playing basis as the other team. It's worth
stating again: you literally have to compete
with the other team.

In policy debate, the playing basis is
the Resolution, and the mode of scoring
for the negative, in this framework, is oper-
ating in a framework which competes with
the resolution, such that the judge cannot
simultaneously accept the negative frame-
work and accept that the resolution is true.

This "counter-topicality” paradigm
should not be confused with Hypothesis
Testing. Hypothesis Testing is a paradigm
in which the Negative must disprove the
Resolution. Counter-Topicality does not
merely force the Negative to prove the
Resolution false (which would still allow
for any argument which is not the Resolu-
tion); rather, Counter-Topicality limits the
set of Negative frameworks to those which
compete with the Resolution, as a matter of
fairness and education.

Returning to the example above, even
if one decides that playing a rap song as a
protest against the process of debate is
interesting, such an act fails to compete
with the Resolution - the rap performance
operates on a different level, as a posture
against debate itself. That level is one of
an infinite number of frameworks which
might be taken by the Negative, which do
not compete with the ground delimited by
the Resolution. The simple permutation
test demonstrates that you can simulta-
neously say the Resolution is true even if
you agree that the performance shows that
policy debate is limited or even undesit-
able.

Another way to define the ground
available to the Negative in a Counter-Topi-
cality framework is to say that the negative
team is [imited to frameworks which prove
that one "should not" adopt the Resolu-

tion. Since it is obviously impossible to
simultaneously say the Reselution should
be adopted and that it should not be
adopted, a "should not" posture competes
with a "should" posture. Again, this may
sound like Hypothesis Testing - the key
difference to keep in mind is that Counter-
Topicality is a framework of limitation. The
Negative is not simply tasked to disprov-
ing the Resolution; rather, the Negative is
also now limited in their argument or frame-
work choices to those positions which com-
pete with the resolution. This is fair in the
same way that the requirement that the Af-
firmative must be topical is fair.

Now, let's take a step back and ap-
proach the issue from a different posture -
let's say it is bad to limit what the negative
can say. Let's say that the negative should
be able to do whatever they want. Can you
maintain that position and still reasonably
expect the Affirmative to be able to pre-
pare? If "performance” is fair game for the
negative as a tactic, stop and think about
how many different things a negative could
do so as to switch the ground being cov-
ered in the debate. The number is truly
infinite. It was this concern as applied to
Counterplans which resulted in theory ar-
guments which forced Counterplans to be
competitive. Without competitiveness, you
could have "plan-plan” debates, where the
Negative simply proposes a plan which 1s
different than the Affirmative, Such a tactic
would again allow for an infinite number of
possible alternatives by the Negative. Just
as the possibility of an infinite number of
possible negative counterplans brought the
concept of "commpetition” to be used as a
tool to tunit counterplan ground, a theory
argument must now be constructed to al-
low the Affirmative to Iimit down the myriad
of possible alternative negative frameworks
which could be constructed.

This new conception of debate - that
the negative is limited to arguments which
compete with the resolution - has other
consequences. First, it also limits the type
of Critiques which can be run. Critiques
would also have to be competitive with the
Resolution, as opposed to being simply
linked off of any word which the Affirma-
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tive says that the Negative deems objec-
tionable. For example, given this year's
topic, criticisms of the United States' en-
dorsement of United Nations Peacekeep-
ing Operations would be fair game, since
you could not simultaneously endorse
those criticisms and endorse the resolution.
However were the affirmative team to use a
"bad word"... for example, if an affirmative
speaker made a sexist remark, criticisms of
that remark would not be a basis for anega-
tive ballot, because while it may be bad or
objectionable that the Affirmative used sex-
ist language, that bad act does not com-
pete with the Resolution (you can simulta-
neously reject the sexist language and en-
dorse that the reselution is correct).

Is the very fact that the Affirmative
can "get away" with bad language in a
Counter-Topicality framework an argument
against the framework? There are other
tools available to the judge to punish bad
language other than to vote negative - such
as docking speaker points. Second, one
may argue that the issues of fairness and
preparation are ngher standards, because
debate 1s impossible without them. Once
you allow language criticisms, you simply
fall back into the framework where argu-
ments which do not compete with the reso-
[ution are acceptable - and you need to find
an alternate line which allows those argu-
ments but limits out the infinite number of
performances which the negative may re-
sort to as an alternate approach to the affir-
mative. Further there is no limit to the num-
ber of things about the affirmative team or
about the language that the affirmative
uses, or about the debate process itself,
that the negative could argue is objection-
able - and an increasingly large number of
these may be much harder to predict than
the use of sexist language; this is why the
Counter-Topicality framework is preferable,
and that the Negative must be limited to
arguments which compete with the resolu-
tion. Such a framework still gives the Nega-
tive a lot to say, and it allows the Affirma-
tive to reasonably prepare. (One "reaf world"
example - if a Senator was arguing against
sending troops to Iraqg, but used bad lan-
guage in making her point, would you re-
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UNIVERSITY OF KENTUCKY

"WHERE THE ROAD TO THE TOC BEGINS AND ENDS"
2005 POLICY INSTITUTES

Three-Week Two-Week One-Week
June 17 - July 10, 2005 June 17 - July 3, 2005 June 17 - June 26, 2005
i Tuition - $640 Tuition - $555 Tuitlon - $445
Housing/Meals - $750 Housing/Meals - $525 Housing/Meals - $315
Total - $1,390 Total - $1,080 Total - $760
2005 INSTITUTE FELLOWS 2005 INSTITUTE FELLOWS
2005 INSTITUTE STAFF
.
EXCELLENT STAFF
(others to be added; see April Rostrum)
Sam Crichton Mike Dickerson
Caddo Magnet New Trier

JOSH BRANSON: Champion debater, Northwestern Uni-
versity and St. Mark's High School; Kentucky Fellow 2001; TOC
runner-up 2002; Institute Staff, Northwetern University, 2005.

SPENCER DIAMOND: {pending) Champion debater,
Homewood, Alabama and University of Georgia; Kentucky Insti-
tute Staff 2004.

I i |

Chen Ni MICHAEL KLINGER: Champion debater, Harvard Uni- Mima Lazarevic
Chattahoochee versity; winnet of college Novice Nationals 2002; NDT first round Glenbrook South
bid winner, debating with another freshman; Kentucky Fellow 2000,
TOC Champion 2001; NFL Champion both 2000 & 2001; Iowa
Staff 2002; Stanford Staff 2001; Kentucky Staff 2004,

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

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

Jack Ewing
Bishop Guertin

JON SHARP: Champion debater, Emory University; Assis-
tant Coach, University of Southern California; seven years Debate
Institute Instructor at Emory, USC, Bates, Stanford & Kentucky.
.:;aenc:l::“B;:t:‘kg:yy . ELLIOT TARLOF_F: Cha_mpion debater, Harvard Unive_r- Br::z:ie.:-;v ig:::ra'

sity; winner of eollege Novice Nationals 2002; NDT first round bid
winner, debating with another freshman; Kentucky Fellow 2000.

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

Josh McLaurin “For Institute Information and scholarship application,  p,yj rogerson
Westminster write to: New Trier

E Dr. J. W, Patterson, Director of Debate
205 Frazee Hzll
University of Kentucky
Lexington, Kentucky 40506-0031

Web Site: http:www.uky.edu/studentaffairs/deanofstudents/debate

Karen Harrison Email: jwpattii@uky.edu 33
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4 / Toficy Debale

ject her arguments and send troops to Iraq
as a rejection of her discourse? Or would
you simply think worse of her, but in the
absence of arguments which compete with
the idea that sending troops to Iraq is bad,

endorse the policy position that we should
not send troops to Irag?)

In summary, the use of new tactics
by Negative teams in policy debate rounds
demand the evolution of debate theory, to

guarantee a fair process. Without fairness
to both sides, preparation for a debate
would be impossible, and the activity itself
would therefore wither away,

(David Glass is President of the
NDCA)

University

of commitment to UCO.

REUNION CELEBRATION

of Central Oklahoma

University of Central Oklahoma's debate team will celebrate more than 100 years of intercollegiate
debate success this June 10 & 119,

Joinus and see how UCO debate is doing, how UCO has changed, and honor Coach Duke's 35 years

For more information, email Coach Duke at:

doduke@ucok.edu
-or-

call 405-974-5584
-or-

log onto our webpage at: http.//bronze.ucok.edu/debate_team/.

N
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Summer TLJUNIVERSITY OF
y Y NOTRE DA
. Experience ME

Summer Debate Program
at the

University of Notre Dame

June 26 - July 9, 2005

Notre Dame has a Policy Debate Program!

Along with a4 new college policy debate program, Notre Dame is also hosting a Summer Debate Program
for high school students. The Policy Debate Summer Experience at the University of Notre Dame
offers o unique program in which to develop debate and research skills. Participants will be guided
through topic and skill lectures, as well as research projects that mill take advantage of statp—n?-—the-urt
university resources. The program will be usejul for atl skill levels and is intended to develop skills that
will be useful for any debate program.

“While debate will be the focus of your time here, the Summer Experience at Notre Dame
goes beyond debote. ‘Here you will be part of a broader summer series offering
ambitious and thoughtful high school students a taste of college life at "Notre Dame.
Lectures and workshops will be led by current Notre Dame facully and Graduate Students.

Come check us out - This program may be just the right one for you!

Regustiation Dieaddovie 1y

For more cnformalion: \ f )R : !
A A Mauwrchy 3151

or L vegiater:

http://www.nd.edu/~se/program/policy_debate.shtml

or via email: sohmer@nd.edu or tdale@nd.edu



Summer
Forensics
Institute

]uly 31 - August 14, 2005

Lincoln-Dougla

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

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

Individual Events

The  Individual  Events
portion of the institute will
allow debate students to
sharpen their communica-
tion and presentation
skills with a focus on Extem-
poraneous Speaking and a
seperate lab in impromptu
speaking. Students will also
have the ability to learn
about and practice other
individual events with some
of the top IE competitors
and coaches in the country.

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

For applications and more information: Applications Due:

June 1st, 2005

www.uoregon.edu /~forensic/







1925 80 Years

In response to a letter from Cecil R. Carter,
inquiring about a high school debate association,

Bruno E. Jacob founded the National Forensic 1935
League. March 28 marks the submission of the First Forensic Camp at the
constitution for ratification and the signing of the University of Denver
original Charter. Officers are elected, and twenty- Advertisement Appears in
four schools ratify the constitution. Bl
SeeFigure 1.1
1926 1928 1935
One hundred First Chapter Manual is published || FirstStandardized Debate
schools are Ballot Appears in Rostrum
chartered to the See Figure 1.2
NFL 1934-35
First meeting of the NFL 1038
Executive Council takes place First Student Congress at
Nationals
I
1935
“Bigger and Better”
1927 Rostrum gets its name
Amonthly 1938
Bulletinis 1932-33 NFL President
published Karl E. Mundt is elected 1035 Karl E. Mundt
President of the National Three NBC Networks—the elected as
Forensic League Red, the Southwest, and the United States
Fig. 12 Pacific Coast—carried the Congressman
o R program of NFL national
e e tournament winners this year
b . i Fig. 1.1 Camp
Advertisement

UNIVERSITY OF DENVER

Two Sunimey Terms
June 17 u July 24, July 24 to Awgusi 28
Department of Speech and Dramatic Arls

COURSES
Furentle Program Voite and Diction
Techniques of Pubiie Discuasion Techuiques of Acling
Busingss and Professional Speaking Dialects
Speaedy in the Geades Radip Drama
Eperell Patholoiy avd Clinic Drama for Children

Coonil fpeaking Direvtion of Plays

i o furdurl orusal e '
gt s i doeotedd T omonl e

YISITING INSTRUCTORS
Vids Ravensercft Sution, Direrter of Speach Training for N B ¢
y o Announcers.
Rteritu UKL g Licid Benton Joves, Elemeatary Sehaol Principal, Hulyoke, Colo.

Fie beretons o Tudges

UNIVERSITY FACULTY
Marion Parsons Robinson Eiwood Mirray

carnsl it WTHOET
cims l Avselpgve belsr
e

38 - ’ Frederic W. Hile Brons E Jaceh




National Forensic League

Fig. 1.4 League of Nations Assemblyv

1941-42
Letter from President
Franklin D. Roosevelt
Urges the National
Student Congress Tour-
nament to continue 1944
enhancing democratic NFL s actively affected by the
values through competition war years In Rostrum articles
See Figure 1.3 "Speech and the Soldier” and “A
League of Nations Assembly”*
559 Tot2.43 SeeFigures 1.4and 1.5
“Speech As A Peace Diamond key authorized
Maker” by Karl E. Mundt for coaches attaining
Published in Rostrum 1,000 credit points
See Page 61
1939-40 19043 -44 1944-45
I‘C.ross examination questioning Leading Chapter Schedule of points for community
in debate is used for the first A s Hatitted service speeches 1s written into the
time at the NFL National Constitution
Tournament
1941 -46 1943-44
NFL National Speech Tournament is cancelled due to NFL Constitution is amended
World War 11, the National Student Congress continues toadd aprincipal and super- | -
to be held in some form throughout the war years intendent to the Executive Fi)gr.m.er forensicater and
Council and the District WWII soldier
| —— | chairperson post is expanded
whgHIGTON " to a committee of three with
W T the power to grant charters

To the Nallonal Foreasls lemgme:

pamneracy’s strength liss 1a the wide-
spraed nnisrsianding VY tEo pegple of the mernlzg of
buman freedv. Tha% uaderdtandlos met oot be baken
fpr gvanted. I% mmst be emphagized over B4 OVET.
Therefore in bhe present orlole through whicn maniclod
is pausing, bters is wiusual need For the woTk of The
Hzt:onel Foremaic Leaghe.

T wich for your Copgrsss swery puccras and
irust lhat the young men smd womer paTilcipating im
the Hasiona)l Foressle Lesgue will 1ind It p modium
sayough wBioh kaey mar et emly atteln persosel grewth
inth mEy at the epme time Troaden the underebanding of
cvurrent ssclal, eccnom:e sad prlitical isEues oo tha
patk of lavge mumbers of pegale.

./f:j;,/m ,/%m.,&*‘

Fig. 1.3 39




1958-57
The 100,0002NFL
membership is recorded
5 in December
Fig. 1.6 School of N
Speech Arts 1950
U.S. President
YT HargyS’flnnnanls 1953-54
made an honorary .
l, ono Four members of the NFL National Student Congress
School of Oratory member of the NFL o "
- o appear on a CBS television network program, "Youth
Leads Texas” Furst| | from the Independence, Takes a Stand”
independent, private MO Chapter
school of Speech See Figure 1.7
Artsis featured in 1952
Rostrum as a leader First woman is elected onto the
in the NFL NFL Executive Council
See Figure 1.6 See Figure 1.8
| 1 MU E— e
1948 -49 1953
Karl E. Mundt elected to the
: 19051 -52 Aletter from U.S.
United States Senate ‘ President Dwight D
: Diploma seals for President Dwight D. 1955-56
advanced degree Elsenh;wer appears In Award of diamond keys
1948-49 graduates ofthe NFL ostrum 18 restricted to one for
. . SeeFigure 1.9
uncil m all members of are authorized
Council makes all s eauth each 1,000 members
the district committee elective and the concept of
by the chapters . =T degrees is created. The
THE WHITE HOUSE new Chapter limit is
Washinetan 700.
THE WHITE HOUSE
WASHINGTON
Dear Senator Fmdr
Ry 6, F50 v A VA i
tapadiyy i the National Student Comgeass a2
AT - e e A | ok
; i by fge ,i\;:{mmi chnf;z‘j 'Lcigﬁ; af J:-:;F;::b yot
s u-(:e'zo llzom h_u‘.epen:irmr,e Kigh Schuol and c::s.m’:; ‘gfj'u, i ;;)i;m a:m ,bl{,’:‘ﬂ m,_mfa
Sl S e e b e o s e r 1954-55
Hatt ol M::zc le::m;. ERERLECCT Cinrte ol the M;{‘ -r ér;: .‘:v?i w:sﬁe.\l;;o to you end vo ail Hrose An a.n.nuﬂl trop hy for
] I o aftendimy trs annial meefmy. - - .
it tmo ﬁ%“fmﬁ“r&;::f: £ e good vay G cumulative achievementin
e e e ity e b b0 evel greater sclvisya. 7 A i
menes in Lhe decdssd e, SR _(/m_'g}ft‘ E2 i dirmiar the NatIOIla.l Student
Very sincorely yours, .- i i
.//u 3 yours, e st Kt B Mo Congress is established, and|
(_{;.';;;k:;’ Foreasc Lesgus Dramatic Interpretation
4 Dlenvor. ‘gu{rjrmdc: Ith.II’nS as B.Natlol'lal
Tournament Main Event
Hss Wargarst Leredith, Flg 19

Indtrcbon in Speech,
Mllras gariswan [gh Schodl,
Independence, 15issourd.

Fig. 1.7




Fig. 2.3 President Johnson, Bruno Jacob, and Karl Mungt
For eadership |

1960-61
District tournament rules are

changed to apportion entries
1959-1960 according to Chapter size.
ADouble Ruby Award is Affiliate membership for schools
authorized for both students awaiting a Charter vacancy is
and coaches, and the established.
Leading Chapter Award is
restricted to one for each
1,000 new members and
degrees 1061 -63
Hawaii enters the National
Tournament for the first time

1963-64
Impromptu replaces Poetry
as a National Toumament
consolation event

1964
An honorary National Forensic
League membership is given to
U.S. President Lyndon B. Johnson
See Figure 2.3

1960
Vice President Richard Nixon
writes a letter of encouragement
to the National Forensic League

1961-63
National tournament entry fees are
abolished and a mininum of five years
of NFL coaching is required for each
diamond awarded to an instructor

SeeFigure 2.1
1961
OFICE OF THE YICE PRESIDENT ROSfmm covers hlghllg-ht
WASHINGTON )
famous forensicators, Hubert
Deeamber 7, 1859 ) y

Daar Mr. Javob: HUInPhICy, Lydla Clark-

J wili be mesi honored to have yoi HeStOH, and James Dean
uge the statenzent [ made atl the Sig- See Figure2.2
ma Delta Chi convenilon over my

signature Jn yorir literRiure. Huving
done a considerable amount of debat-
ing and prblic speaking in both high
schonl and college. I follow the work
of your ovgawization with great in-
teresl. Participelion in such aetivities,
in my opinion. provides excellent
training for thuse who might be cun-
sidering polivics 85 a CRIesT.

T want fo take Lhis opportumty to
wish you and your rollragues well as
your eontinue to stininte mova inley-
pat 1m Torensic activities.

Bincerely,
RICHATRD NIXON
e Fig21

Fig 2.2 Hubert Humphrey 41



imeline of

1964-65
Charter limit is raised to 19075-76
1,200 and the numberof NFL acquires its own
Charters granted to private 1070-71 building, after 50 years
schools is restricted to ) o on the campus of Riponl
maintain a balance between ,NFL E x;:%utwe Counctljl 18 College
private and public school Increased by two members
membership
1972-73
1970 A Chapter Award was pre-
1967 .68 Carol Zanto sented to the leading schoolin
. ) begins working each of the 44 districts. An
Bruno E. Jacob retires as National Secretary X ’
: ) . at the NFL. award was authorized for the
and is presented with a gift of anew car and o . . .
Sheisstilla leading affiliate school in the
funds for world travel from NFL Chapters .
AALEL staff member nation
an Aﬂi ates. o day
19066-67 1971-72
The requirement for 1967 Karl E. Mundt retires as
Diamond Key Award is Shelly Long wins President of the NFL.
set at 1,500 points and Original Oratory
five years of coaching. NFL National
Rules for entry into the Championship witha 1974-75
NFL Nat1ogal Tourna- speech o sex The Golden Anntversary
ment are revised to hold education of the NFL is celebrated
down its size. See Figure 2.4
"' A Philosophy of Debate"
By David Kanellis
A philosophy of high school debate should be 1974
¢onsistent with the goals of the larger community within "A Philosophy of
whieh the speeeh activity takes place. In other words, " :
unless a debate eoach can aecept our national crrccd and Debate byDaVld
live with it, he should perhaps not be handling this highly Kanellis outlines
important extra-curricular activity. :
The American creed stresses democracy rather SLlCCGSSﬁ]laIIdﬁllﬁﬂmg
than authoritarianism. A debater will find it difficult to coaching guidelines.
learn the rudiments of democracy in an autocratic sctting. See Figure 2.5
Democracy implics tenative knowledge in a world of g '
change. Authoritarianism implics absolute unchanging

dogmas, methods, ard answers to questions.

Translated into a philesophy of debate coaching
which I can accept and attempt to practice, it means the
following:

Avrticle continued on page 61 Fig. 2.4 Shelly Long




Excellence

1982
Toumaments begin using computers to
determine competition rounds.

1986
James M. Copeland begins

his 17 year historic career as
National Secretary

EDMFLITEHIZED
SPEECH |
TOURNAMENTSI! |

:-mmr :np\ er 2e d PTe-setting of all I.E. rowds

T1ly coupete agaips: li
mne ong from their echool, |l

SITLTTENT \pwke d unnecess
Lhe smrll ': T z'

i &, AT 8Ral;
|:J.-T il t phus u in vour en We take care of svery

The Bradley Foundation of Milwaukee
grants NFL. money for a video

education project.
See Figure 2.7

lllll b
lI.I.I.ﬂ.'BiE wer 200 satisfied customer:
RN TS ].»Et cstjsszzoo b
PTETAIT, | wrsr VaLLEY OMRtEn CLin |
723 THUSBER P, |
aunwu ch. 915m Prampe reply ‘ll
|
e e — =)
Fig.2.5

Advertisement for tournament software

SeeFigure 2.5 Fig.2.6
| Albert Odom
1982-83
Video taping of National Final 1987
Rounds is initiated. U.S. and Forensics as "Friendsics"
Foreign Extemporaneous article highlights how the NFL
Speaking are established, creates lasting bonds.
discontinuing the divisions of _ See Page 7
Boy's and Girl's Extemp
1988-89
19_77'78 . Point limits raised to 1992-93
Hall of Fame is established and 500 per catetory and Albert Odom retires from the NFL
Bruno E. J.acob names 1,000 overall Office after 25 years of service
first 11 inductees See Figure 2.6
T | — L
1995-98
1976-77 1983 -84 A National Junior Forensic
Humorous Interpretation is Qualifiers to the National League is founded for junior
added as a main event Tournament to come from and muddle school competi-
for the district and national NFL districts tion. Duo Interpretation is
toumaments. added as a main event.
1990-91
197980 Phyllis Barton trophy and scholarship
. . established for debate top speaker at
Lincoln-Douglas debate is . . ..
established as an NFL event Nationals. Six rounds_ of competition are
guaranteed at the National Tournament.

Fig. 2.7
Phyllis Barton 43



I'listory

oRE RUNDRED v, o

MLincoln

Financial Group®

Maldng

Figure 3.1
N oseons T 2001
| ; | "*’UNITED NATIONS
Fig.2.8 NFL point recording “‘-L OUNDATION
goes online }?/‘F
1907-98 2004-05
Barbara Jordan Youth Debates NFL forges partnership with the
on Health are sponsored fOI oD United Nations Foundation on The
urban debaters by the Kaiser ] People Speak, a public debate and
Family Foundation at the NFL New debate event, Ted discussion initiative. A new NFL
National Tournament Turner Public Forum website is launched.
Debate, 18 CIeated See Figl.lI'B 34
2005
) ! 99.8 -99. 2003-04 NFL celebrates its 80th birthday at the
The Lincoln Financial Group NFL hosts 32 students LFG/NFL Halls of Independence
becomes the sponsor of the NFL from 8 countries in first Nt nach )
) . . . ational Tournament in Philadelphia,
and the National Tournament international competitions PA
See Figure 2.8 of Ted Turner Public See Figu;'e 32
Forum and legislative
debate.

F1g 3.2 Independence Hall

44




www.forensicsgear.com
Gifts under $5 every day!

BUTTONS AND MAGNETS $2.99

2.25™ buttons and magnets in a lazge selection of designs and colors.
Select styles also sold in 10-packs for $24.99,

“I have never in my life learned
anything from any man who
agl‘eed with me.” - Dudley Field Malone

CROSS-X

“He who establishes
his argument by noise
and command shows that
his reason is weak.”
Michel de Montaigne

I FORENSICS

BUMPER STICKERS $4.99

Our bamper stickers are made of durable
vinyl and measure a generous 10" x 3"

OVAL STICKERS $3.99

5" x 3" oval stickers printed on 4mil vinyl using water and UV resistani inks.

See our entire selection of buttons, magnets, and stickers online at www.forensicsgear.com

forensicsgear.com carries shirts and gifts for forensics enthusiasts.

n’r
New items are added monthly. The items on this page can be found 100% 30-Day
exchugively at www.forensicsgear.com. Don‘t forget to visit our Official Money Back Guarantee
NFL shop! Forensicsgear.com is owned by NFIL Alumni Naomi J. Cooper. On All Products!

All degigns are copyright N.J. Cooper Design, 20085.



THE UNIVERSITY OF [OWA

National Summer Institute 1n Forensics

June 20-luly 3, 20056

For program information and
online registration visit our
web site at;

www iowadebate com

Bulding the founaaton of
Lineoln-Liagplar Debate ons

student g a time.

Dot let the sun sat on your career Join lowa's
staff of champions and become a member of a rich
tradition of success this summer and shine Al
staff members have extensive experience. and col-
lectivety have wan evary national Lincoln-Douglas
debats award In the country  Why g0 somewhers
and learn from a student when you can learn from
the coach who taught them? lowa offers an inten-
sive learning environment that 1s fun and produc-
tive for students, in additon to being well super-
vised lowa is always on the cutting edge of debate
theory and practice and our curricutum has been
proven successful throughout alf regions of the
country and has produced champion after cham-
pion

-
L

& Registration Deging
February 1, 2005

e Ganeral Institute’ open to
students without previous

institute experiance

® Returnees: open 1o
students with previous
institute experience.

* Senior Philosophers: open
to students entering thelr
senor year who have
attended lowa in the past




(3BT & HEAD START AN
RECEIVE OOLLEGE CREDIT!

A staft of champions training champions!

Bell, Stephania” Sophomare, University of Chi- Pedticiotta, R} Director, Cary Academy Former

cago. Winnar Barkley Forum and Stanford Ediitor of the Rostrum LD Edition lowa's first LD staff had 3

Cohen, David: Junicr, UCLA. Winner Collegs Rodriguez, 1! Director, San Marino HS  2nd natiohal champions, and that
alory ) icnal eat ; sh i i

Preparatory Schoot National Invitationa place at Worlds Championship tradition continues today!

Coody, Michele' Director, St James School Warren, Willie. Former Director, Hoover HS

NFL Double Diamond, ¥ey Coach, TOC Advisory Winner Samford.

Board Sl nimibers n each division ad-

Woodhouse, Cynthia. Director, lowa City West.

vance preparation of matetials an
Doss, Jeff Senicr, Tulane. Winer Wake Forest. Coachad winner of I0wa Hawkeys Invilatonal

) [ntensive and stryctured cohadyie

‘ | | and Westside. tensive and strictured edile

Garvin, Andrew: lunior, UC Berkley. Winner of [ ) . } T

GIOSE commurication among faculty

the TOC Woollen, John (Doc) Director, Enlos HS.
Double Diamond, Key Coach. Cver 125 and stullents attention 1o tne indr-
Halvorson, Seth, Ph.D. candidzts in Fhiloso- ’ ‘ L Ny (T e i R
7 students to NFL Natonals vicdal in Dianing instrudlion, exden-
phy, Columbia Director of the Senior Philaso-
; . siye gulded and independent prac-
phers Program Yaverbaum, Danjel: Dean of Faculty, Pierrepornt SFELRRE A GepEad e hISa
) ) School. Coached NFL Mational Champions, tce digersity In teachers, students
Hogan, Tim. Sophomors, U niversity of Minne-
Director 3emor Philosophers Division . and curnculim. and our beust that

sota. Winnar University of lowa Round Robin,

Minnesots State Champion students benefil from a vanety of

Inotsye, Mie' Lesngton, MA  State SUPIOEChes make [owa anigue in 15

Champion and considered by many to arfenngs for any lavel of expenence

be one of the best LD speakers of the LEvdetatar and the BEST OPTIONI

decade.

King Kandi- Director, Winstor: Chur-
chill. NFL Executive Councll, Key

Koshy, Cherian: Former Diractor, [owa

Appls Valley, NFL Dizmand Coach
National Summay [nstituts In Forensics
/0 Paut Bailis, Diregtor

Winnsr St Mark's, Brong, Valiay, FAT BAILEY AND MARILEE DUKES ARH CELEBRATING 812 interrationsl Center
Hopkins, and MEA THEMR {8TH YEAR AS DIRECTORS OF IowaA's LINCOLN- lowa City, iows 52242
DouUGLAE DEBATE INSTITUTE,. THEY HAVE COACHED 3
LD DEBEATERE T NFL cHAMPIONSHIP S, AND 8 LDERS
oo -~ . A
Patton, Spencer: Sophomore. Yander: TO FINALIST POSITIONS AT THE NATIONAL TOURNAMENT Phone: 319-335 0521
bilt. Winner lowa Caucus and OF CHAMPICNS. THEY REQUIRE THAT ALL STAFF MEM- Fax 319-335-2111
BERS HAVE DEM ONETRATED EXCELL ENCE AT NATICONAL E-mall: pad-talluszuiowa edy
Homewaood LEVEL LINCOLN-D OUGLAE COMPETITICONS

Olson, Kelsey. B.A Loyola Marymount,




)]
e
=
@
>
ALt
]
@
-
k-
[ 1]
>
-
=
—_—
-
-

ti‘! ff Jf J’d’ )‘?J’ fJﬁ LJ ()‘(J 5 t I."!.'.'-!' el ?'.-';'f)” tﬂ'r .‘.ﬁl el s
National institute in Forensics

We invite you to come and see why UTNIF continues to be one of the largest and most accom-
plished summer forensics programs in the country. Just a few reasons why our students keep com-
|ing back year after year: Incomparable education, superior resources, unmatched facuity, reason-
able rates, and best of all— your summer in Austin, Texas!

Some projected core faculty members for Individual Events 2005: Randy Cox (UT), Deborah Simon (Milton Academy,
MA), Peter Poher (George Mason University, VA), Meg Howell (Albuguerque Academy, NM), Casey Garcia (George
Mason), Mark Banks (UT), Brandon Cosby (formerly Evansville Reitz HS, IN), Nance Riffe (Univ. of Alabama), Jason
Warren (University of Texas}, Mana Hamid, Kristyn Meyer & Kris Barnett (UT/Star Charter), David Tannenwald (Brown
University), Josh Bone (Yale), Scott Chaloff (Yale), Courtney Wright, Natalie Sintek, and Melissa Messer (Western
Kentucky), Paul Davis and Ryan Hubbell (Arizona State University}, Erik Dominguez (Desert Vista HS, AZ) just to
name a few— plus the entire University of Texas Individual Events Team, and more acclaimed coaches and former
state and national championship competitors from across the country!

www.utspeech.net

& Individual Events Main Session: June 25-July 10

Individual Events Naegelin Extension: July 11-14

Dept. of Communlcation Studies Phone: 512-471-1957

; Ulll1iverdsity St;t;on Fax: 512.232.1481 Keep an eye oul for information on our Capital of Texas
all Code A1l . . . .
Austin, Texas 787121105 Emall: mreox@mall.utexas.edu Student Congress Institute— details coming soon!

NOTE: Faculty lislings contingent upon agreements and subject to change without notice.
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NATIONAL INSTITUTE
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COME SEE

WHY THIS SUMMER
WWW.UTDEBATE.COM




The 2005 Spartan

Debate Institutes
East Lansing, Michigan

DEBATE TEAM

Your Debate Future Starts Here

NEW! SDI Strategy Forum Premier Four-Week Program
Featuring innovative curriculum Learn from the Best!
focused on preparing you to debate Charles Olney  NDT Top Speaker, Harvard Coach

: Christine Malumphy ¥ Round Debater, Harvard
against the top cases from other Dave Stoanee NDT Chomgion, MSU

. . th .
institutes. Spend a 5 week in East Elizabeth Repko  CEDA National Champion, MSU
Lansing focused on case negative Greta Stahl NDT Champion, MSU

.. . s s Mike Eber Director of Debate, Michigan State
strategy. Admission is limited (0 a Ryan Galloway Director, Augustana College

maximum of 24 students also enrolled Tim Mahoney Head Coach, The Harker School
in our 4-week program.

Superior Instruction and Faculty 2004 NDT C

Will Repko Head Coach, Michigan State

The Spartan Debate Institute 1s known . hamplons

for its comprehensive curriculum and e & 2
focus on personal skills development. -
Students receive more high quality
evidence and practice debates than
anywhere. Tournaments conclude
each session, and SDI students receive
exclusive access to our Evidence CD.
Multiple Sessions to Choose From
2-Week Camp. July 1022, $1000
3-Week Camp: July 10— 29, $1450
4-Week Camp. July 10~ August 5, 83100
SDI Strategy Forum: August 6-12, $§700

Now accepting enline applications! Please visit our new website.

http://debate.msu.edu

MICHIGAN STATE UNIVERSITY DEBATE — A TRADITION OF EXCELLENCE
National Debate Tournament Champions: 2004 | CEDA Seasonal National Champions: 2002, 1996 | CEDA Finalists: 2002, 2000, 1997,
1995 (Champions), 1994 | CEDA Top Speaker: 2003, 1996 | National Debate Tournament (NDT) Finalists: 2000 |
CEDA Semifinalists: 2002, 2001, 1999 | NDT Semifinalists: 2004, 2003, 2002, 2001, 1998, 1968




July 1'7-30, 2005

SUMMER FORENSICS INSTITUTE

The only way to stand out from the crowd..

|
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|
is to D€ a part of it.

WHY CHOOSE BRADLEY?

[. Bradley's summer camp creates winners. Take a look at last year's numbers:
$2% of campers were breaking during the regular season
50% were in regional finals
25% were in state finals
20% were in national cutrounds

2. Bradley's forensics team Is successiul. Since 1980, Bradley's team has won 33 national team
championships at the National Forensics Association, American Forensics Assocation, and Interstate
Oratorical Asscciation national tournaments. In the past 20 years, Bradley's speech team has won over
100 individual national championships. This matters because our coaches will be your coaches. And our
speech team will show you what award-winning performances lock like.

3. We focus on process over product. While most camps send students home with a single polished
product, we send students home with a process they can use to make all their products polished.

4. Compare our price.We are imminently affordable, and there are NO hidden charges or add-ons.

5, Our coaches travel, judge, and coach on a national circuit. They know what other judges are looking for
and can help you create itl

——F— — Want more infol——— - _
Elizabeth Binning: Continuing Education Program Director 231 ,;_E u p P V4
(309) 677-2377; ebinning@bradiey.edu B l{i . LL‘I
Dan Smith: Institute Director UNIYERS)|)TY
(309) 677-2439; dan@bradley.edu
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(GFORGE MASON INsTITUTE

OF FORENSICS
great Minds In Forensics

COME LEARN IN THE NATION’S CAPITOL!
Congress
o Will have the opportunity to visit the Capitol Building and
White House

- Individual Events (NFL, CFL)

o Extemp — will have the chance to attend:

= Library of Congress

= Lectures by Nobel Laureates in Economics
o Oratory — will have the chance to attend:

= National Press Club Lectures
o Interp — will have the chance to attend:

» Live performances at the Kennedy Center

...And more educational and fun events to be announced!

George Mason (Jniversity
With Dr. Peter Pober

CONTACT
INFORMATION

Dr. Peter Pober

e

July 23-August ¢, 2005 $999
Extended Session AUgust ¢-7 $399

Debbie Simon, (Mitton Academy
Tony Figliola, Holy Ghost Prep ‘
1
|

PHONE: (703) 993-4119
FAX: (703) 993-1096
E-MAIL: ppober@gmu.edu

Brandon Cosby, Evansville Reltz
CaseY GarCia, George Mason
Stacy Endman, Stuyvesant H.G.

pamm—

Meg Howell, Albuguergue Academy
Jitmy Ficaro, (zeorge Mason
Michael Chen, Georege Mason
Rosiyn Crowder Wintner

Mark Banks

Kris Barnett

David Tannenwald, Brown

Josh Berrier and the GM{J Team

YV VVYVYVYVYVYVYYVYYY

...And severa| others.

WEBSITE:
http://www.gmu.edu/

i departments/comm/

' forensics/gmuforensics/




Our 27th Year. ..
The Midwest Debate Institute

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

Why MDI?

Repeater Curriculum

History of Competitive Success
Dedicated & Experienced Faculty
Affordable Tuition

Individualized Attention

Practice Rounds

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

Our staff has:

Over 200 years coaching experience

Over 25 coaching diamonds

Coached nearly 400 nats qualifiers

Hall of Fame members & nominees

Coached national winners, semi-
finalists, quarterfinalists

Hosted & staffed multiple NFL Nats

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

s aall Visit us on line at:
At the Center of Debate . . . www.midwestdebate.us

in the Heart of the Nation.




LIBERTY DEBATE INSTITUTE

hitp:/iwww.liberty.edu/debate

The Liberty Debate Institute is a summer workshop open to high
school students of all experience levels in both policy and Lincoln-
Douglas Debate. It is sponsored by Liberty University and the Liberty
University Debate Team. It is designed for beginning students who
want to learn how to debate in the classroom or in competition, as
well as for intermediate and advanced (junior varsity and varsity)
debaters who want to sharpen their debating skills and knowledge
while getting a head start on preparing for the competitive debate
season.

if you are looking for a place to dramatically improve your
argumentation and speaking skills, your knowledge of this
year’'s national topic, and your understanding of debate theory,
then the Liberty Debate Institute should be your choice for a
summer debate workshop.

* Workshop Features

+ Affirmative case and topic-specific negative
research and strategy
* Instruction on effective and persuasive
speaking skills
« Debate theory instruction, discussion, and analysis
* Professional administration and dorm supervision
= Extensive practice debating and camp tournament

* Elite Performance Lab

A three week policy lab tailored exclusively for the championship
debater and headed by a top level college coach.

DATES AND PRICES

One Week Policy Lab & Coaches’ Workshop June 18-June 25 $475
One Week Lincoln-Douglas Lab June 19-June 25 $475
Two Week Policy Labs June 18-July 2 $825
Three Week Elite Performance Policy Lab June 19-July 9 $1300
One Week Policy Lab Second Session June 26-July 2 $475
Two Week Home School Lab June 26-July 9 $825

For a brochure or more information, contact:
Brett O'Donnell, institute Director
Liberty University
1971 University Boulevard

Lynchburg, VA 24502
(434) 582-2080 » bodonnel@liberty.edu = www.liberty. edu/debate




WA '{ | Wake Forest Summer Debate | - 'T O
Workshops WS

Unique Features of the Wake
Forest Summer Programs

* 3, 4, 5 & 7 week programs
* Free laptop use for all
* Year-round Planet Debate
* Safe, suburban environment
* Experienced, mature faculty
* Multicultural learning environment
* Reasonable costs
* 50 years of continuous workshops

* Average of 5+ years of staff experience

Be a part Our Faculty

of the Ross Smith, Debate Coach, Workshop Director,

Wake Forest (25 yrs)***
Wa ke D e b ate Stefan Bauschard, Coach, Boston College (10

iti years)***
Trad ! tl S Fr. Raymond Hahn, Cathedral Prep (15 years)*
Jarrod Atchison, Coach, U. of Georgia, (4
years)*™*
Justin Green, Director, Georgetown (7 years)*

Workshop Dates & Prices

3 Week Summer Workshop: Jenny Heidt, Director, Westminster (7 years)***
June 19-July 8.’ 2004 _$1675 JP Lacy, Coach, Wake Forest (11 yrs)***
4 Week Policy Project: Jim Lyle, Director, Clarion (6 years)**
July 3-July 30, $3200 Dr. Tim O'Donnell, Director, Mary Washington
5 Week PASS: (12 years)**
June 26-July 30, $3600 Bill Shanahan, Director, Fort Hays (20 years)***
7 Week Fast-Track: Kim Shanahan, Hays, KS (18 yrs)*
June 19-July 30, $3950 Ed Williams, Coach, Woodward (15 years)***
- *3 week, **4 week, ***Both, Fast-Track
° oPlanet
®DEBATE

Prices for all workshops include a Gold Subscription (minus teacher resources) to Planet Debate
($289 value), and Debater's Research Guide ($30 value).

Please visit Wake Forest Debate at:
http://www.wakedebate.org



Marquette University Debate Institute

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

*Commuter opfions available. See web site for details.

Entering our 26" year, MUDI has provided
students the best opportunities for both topic
research and skill advancement in the state
of Wisconsin, and the wide array of national
attendees over the past few years speaks
volumes about the ongoing success of the
institute.

Through proven theory and skill development
techniques, MUDI alumni have achieved
outstanding success nationwide. Our research
facilities are first rate featuring the new state of
the art Raynor Library - a $52 million dollar
facility. And if skill advancement is your goal,
we will help you get there through a series of
proven drills and practice debates.

Above all, MUDI is affordable. You will not
find a better value. And to prove it, every
student leaves with all camp evidence in print-
across both policy programs!

Our faculty indudes locally and nationally
suwcessful coaches and debaters.

Select faculty indude:
ty For Information,
Tim Dale, Ph.D. candidate at Notre Dame University

Jessica Hager, Director of Debate, Madison West H.S. CI““I“" Hunl IIIEI'I"“'.E Dll'ﬂ'“ﬂf,

Andy Nolan, Assis?ont Pebate Coach, TI‘lUI’ﬂﬂS “ﬂﬂnﬂn afl

Marquette University High School

Thomas Noonan, Director of Debate, thﬂmﬂi-ﬂﬂnﬂﬂﬂ@m“quE"ﬁ-Edu
© Marquette University

Rachel Raskin, Debater, UW-Oshkosh or 414-288-6359

Doug Roubidoux, Director of Debate, UW-Oshkosh
Kevin Thom, Ph.D. candidate at Johns Hopkins University
(other faculty to be announced)

“With twenty-five years of experience, MUDI provide
gquality instruction at an affordable price.”

www.mudebateinstitute.com




@enter for public speaking

' summer at the center

ExecuTiVE DIRECTOR, CHERIAN KOSHY

July 10-24, 2005

MACALESTER COLLEGE

VA aRaw T L u T P P S S gk Bk 2

Our Focus on Education
AFFUHDABLE The Center was founded in 2002 as a partnership
Tuimon! between high school coaches and educators in order to
i provide students with the tools to achieve excellence
thraugh speech. Today, the founders and staff of the
Center are dedicated to teaching students basic
B.,E_E_LQ.E..NE principles and advanced skills to improve their
$1.500 performances. Qur curriculum has been reviewed by
numerous educators to ensure our students receive the
M most rigorous and comprehensive knowledge,
$1.000 backgraund, and skills for their craft. Where possible,
our institute follows coilege textbooks and students
U_H_B_.w learn from a staff that is dedicated to education.
$500

Qur Focus on Success
Unlike other institutes that use any warm body to instruct students, we carefully select the
SeveraL TUITION best-of-the-best from only the high schaol speech circuit.
Our staff is comprised of high schoal coaches who are
DISCOUNTS ARE successful at major national caliber tournaments such as
AVAILABLE! the National Farensic League and National Cathalic
Forensic League tournaments. QOur strategy is to bring
together the most successful coaches (0 assist the most
A DIVISION FOR promising students to become champions. In addition, the
Center emplays several former high school competitors
EVERYONE ON YOUR who consistently serve as judges at the nation’s largest
1 and most prestigious tournaments to provide our students
TEAM! with real-life experience with competition scenarios. These former competitors know what it
takes to make the difference between a semifinal and a final round performance. Center
students have already been crowned champions of tournaments across the nation.

EXTEMP

INTERP Our Focus on Value
ORATORY The Center ensures that every single student receives full value for their tuition. All
instructors are available to all students especially within
LD each of the divisional structures. Each student returns
Pouicy home with lecture notes, handouts, textbooks, cuttings,
CONGRESS files, and critiques from our staff and guest judges. As one
of the highest priorities, the Center’s curriculum, lectures,
COACHES SEMINAR and fab schedules are all reviewed several times to
ensure the most value for students. Students will find that
our schedule gives them little free time. We attempt to
T2 a2 B provide students with a semester’s worth of work into
fourteen days and fifteen nights. We have scheduled
THE NATION! several supervised free-time events throughaut the institute to give students a chance to
relax and get to know one anather. Everyone comes away having a great time while
learning more than they thought possible!

Our Focus on YOU!

Personalized attention, guaranteed 1:6 staff to student ratio, and fantastic facilities are just
SUMMER AT THE CENTER the beginning. Every aspect of the Center is dedicated to ensuring that you not only get the
ADIVIEION OF CPS CoRPORATE most for your money but the best time while you are here. No effort is spared— come see
ConauLTin, LLP the CPS difference!

PO Eox #1163

BlUrnsvale: MN 55337

IRFOECENTERPBELICERSAKING O

www.centerdpublicspeaking.org/summer.htm







Next season doesn't begin with the fall
tournaments. Next season begins al Westemn
Kentucky University! At WKU, we realize that

becoming a great forensics competitor takes more
than flash and style. It takes heart, substance and
hard work to make national final rounds. Held
June 26-July 1, 2005, on the WKU campus in
Bowling Green, Kentucky, the WKUSFI is an
excellence choice, both for students who are only
beaqinning their forensics careers and others who
have already performed in national final rounds.
At the Westem Kentucky University Summer
Forensic Inslitute, we take a hands-on approach to
camp combining structure with a relaxed,
comiortable atmosphere that sirikes a balance
between educational and competitive interests
while allowing students to learn at theirr own pace.

yeristy
L4 summer’

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

The WKU Institute offers personalized, intensive
study In the four forensics areas
Debate: Lincoln-Douglas
Public Address: Original Oratory
Interp: Prose. Poetry, HI, DI, Duo, and Solo Acting
Limited Prep: Extemp and Impromptu

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

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

hitp:/hwww.wku.edu/forensics/sfi
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e Delicious Pizza ©

» Classic Ice Cream

e Sweet Cookie Dough

¢ No Minimum Purchase

e Guaranteed Home Delivery
e 100% Quality Guarantee

e Nationwide Delivery™
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Call 1-88841%—%93




Former NFL President and
U.S. Senator Karl E. Mundt

Exploring our 80 Year History...
"Speech as a Peace Maker!"

By Karl E. Mundt
Published September 1939

The night before this is written, I heard one Mr. Hitler of Germany deliver his
address before the Reichstag which definately cast the lot of Germany in favor of the
use of arms to "defend the honor and reputation" of the home-land in that age-old
deceptive phrase used hy all nations going to war since the days when the cave-
dwellers were fighting the tree-dwellers.

In the midst of his histrionics, Adolph the Awful, made a series of wide-
spread allegations to support his point of view and then said substantially, "If I am
wrong or if I have failed to state the case completely, I urge any of my hearers to arise
and point out the fallacy." Silence, eloquent, fearsome, and totalitarian, followed his
oratorical challenge. No man disputed his assertions; no opposition spokesman

offered arejoinder.

Future historians may well conjecture what might have happened to Germany, Poland, England, France, Italy,
Russta and other countries bordering the etermnal power pot of Europe, if some well-trained, persuasive, logical, and
convincing ORATOR or DEBATER has arisen from his seat in the Reichstag and challenged the contentions of Herr
Hitler. He could not have been denied the floor; the rostrum, the radio, and the listeners of the world were his at that

momentous minute for he had been invited to speak.

Speech is a dangerous art in the equipment of bad men, but it is a peace-making, soul saving, many building
art in the equipment of public spirited citizens in sanely governed countries. And it can even change the insanity of
Communism, Nazi-ism, or Fascism into the orderly processes of self-governnient once its advantages are widely enough

and ably enough practiced by sufficient people.

The confusions of today are a challenge to the men and women of speech in this country to set up back-fires
against blasts of propaganda which always threaten us in time of war. Speech IS a peace-maker when properly exer-
cised. You as a student or teacher of speech can become a peace-maker through the exercise of your special art and
thus help preserve the peace and democracy of America at this critical state m the world's history.

"Philosophy of Debate” by David Kanellis continued

A debater should have a veice in selecting his partner, writing his case,
determining his debate position, and deciding where and when he will practice
and compete. He sheuld also be allowed to decide whether he wants to debate
both sides of a question or just one. Too many debaters have gone through high
school at a definite disadvantage because of an idiosyncrasy of a coach who
inflicts his values on the debaters.

Too much emphasis is placed on winning and too many coaches take it
to heart when their teams lose. The decision is only a small part of the debate
process. Developing communications skills, learning to get along with people,
and clarifying values are far more important than collecting trophies.

It should be the debate coach's job to question answers rather than to
answer questions. The debater’s job is to leam the skills necessary to come up
with new answers to old questions, and, in turn, to question these answers.

More learning takes place on the school bus, in cars, in the halls, and at
the coach's bouse than in any formal debate between two schools. The debate
coach should be a person for the debaters to enjoy, not one to fear.

A good debate coach should listen to debaters and learn how they feel.
There is a big difference between how many debaters act during a debate and
bow they behave in a one-to-one conversation in the halls. Coaches should
encourage debaters to extend the one-to-one relationship to the debates
themselves.

Debate coaches have perhaps the Most challenging job in education.
It seems to be the one activity where the students are often far more gifted and
intelligent than their teachers. We should be aware of this unique situation and
meet the challenge.

"Friendsics"
By Anthony Kling '88

Forensics generates a competitive
pature. Individuals often become obsessed with
winning. While winning is a noble goal, and a
competitive attitude stimulates individual
improvement, hoth can become so over self-
emphasized that people care more about the
event they are in than the friends they meet
along the way. Competition can often eliminate
the best value of a tournament, the value one
might call "Friendsics".

Once the person ends his speech or
debate round and takes his seat, his aggressive,
and often arrogant, nature should end. He
should try to take pleasure in others' speeches --
laugh at the jokes, be shocked by the facts, be
impressed by the analogies -- like others had
courteously done for him. People want to win
just as much as you do, and your egotistical
attitude could turn against you.

It might be called Forensics behind the
podium, but anywhere else it should be known as
"Friendsics”.

61



NORTHWESTERN UNIVERSITY
National High School Insttate

Forensics - Individual Events

Offering intensive study with some
of the nation’s finest coaches in:

¢ Oral Interpretation
¢ Limited Preparation

¢ Lincoln/Douglas Debate
¢ Original Oratory

Two-Week Program: July 10 - July 23, 2005
Three-Week Program: July 10 - July 29, 2005

= - r. . - 3 -
- An optional third week offers participants
increased one-on-one coaching and the
opportunity to prepare an additional

event for the 2005-2006 season.

APPLICATION DEADLINE:
May 2, 2005

“For a brochure and appﬁcation, (:.a]l l~800—662—1—\fHS-I of 847—491—30é6.

For more information, visit www.northwestern.edu/nhsi




The most talented extempers in the country attended Northwestern
University’s second Tournament of Champions in Extemporaneous
Speaking and enjoyed a supremely challenging competition.

These exceptional competitors proved their mettle, winning the NFL
National Championships in USX and IX and qualifying for countless
other USX and IX Octafinals, Quarterfinals, Semifinals, and Finals.

You can join the ranks of such elite speakers and have one of the most
competitive and rewarding experiences of your forensics career at the
third annual TOC Extemp!

Extempers, Coaches, and Judges, You Are Invited to The

Northwestern University

TOC EXTEMP

May 13th-15th, 2005

This spring, the Northwestern University School Of
Communication and NU Speech Team proudly welcome the best
high school extempers in the nation to our beautiful lakeshore

campus in Evanston, lllinois.

The Third Annual Tournament of Champions in
Extemporaneous Speaking features an unparalleled
celebration of extemporaneous speaking and forensics.

eI 8 in six preliminary rounds with a break to quarterfinals.
a rigorous warm up for NCFL and NFL nationals.
TG quality ballots from the most experienced extemp judges.

131G our gorgeous campus, just minutes north of Chicago.

A preliminary list of qualifying tournaments are available on our tournament
website. Invitations will be mailed and posted online in November, 2004. Visit
www.focextemp.com for more information.



i | UTNIF 2005

=i Lincoln-Douglas Debate
=== The University of Texas National Institute in Forensics
S~ July 12-27, Extension Week July 28 to August 1
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WERE The Intellectual’s Institute
TE2XAS

Why choose UTNIF for LD?

It’s simple, the UTNIF creates a climate for learning that is
unmatched for the price.

Price: UTNIF offers a national quality debate education at
the most competitive rates in the country. All proceeds from
the UTNIF go to student scholarships and programs.

Resources: The resources at the University of Texas are
unparalleled. UTNIF LD students enjoy access to the UT
Library system, the 6th largest in the Nation, high speed
internet connections, and a staff dedicated to compiling
research that can be used throughout the season.

Staff: The UTNIF staff includes some of the finest debate
minds in the nation. We are thrilled to welcome:

Stacy Thomas, Hockaday school, curriculum director.

Kris Wright, Marcus HS, UT philosophy major

www.utdebate.com

Outstanding returning staff: Chetan Hertzig, Boston Col-
lege Law; Karima Porter, Harvard; Reed Winegar, Harvard;
Kristen Ray, UT Plan II Honors

www.utdebate.com

Note: Faculty listings contingent upon agreements aud subject to change.



THE UNIVERSITY OF

TEXAS

The 2005 University of Texas National Institute in Forensics

Why learn to debate at the 2005 UTNIF?

Because you want to be a part of the “Debate Marathon.”

why will most every debate institute spend more time in the library than in the classroom debating? Ever get the feeling
that students debate way too little at debate camp? The problem for most debate institutes is that students have to
produce files as a prerequisite to having debates. As files are prepared, the evidence production process inevitably lingers
on forever encroaching into “debate time.” Students end up becoming assembly lines for efficiency’s sake, where one-
person types cites, one-person tapes, one writes tags and sc on.

We are proud to announce our way out of this mess. We call it, the “Plan 1 Debate Marathon.” Imagine a debate
workshop where the first ten days of the camp are spent actually debating. Full on debates, with complete affirmatives
and well-researched negative strategies. Imagine five different affirmatives to choose from, all of them researched by a
staff of college debaters and coaches who have written some of the most successful arguments ever. Now imagine
receiving all five affirmatives as you check in on day one. Couple this debate-intensive experience with electives each
afternoon where students get to choose seminars which best fit their needs and interests. After ten days, we'll have a
tournament, then we’ll break into research groups and you students will test out there new skills in the library producing
their own arguments and filling holes, and then we'll end with a rematch. That's right, a second tournament! If you want
to learn debate by debating the topic, this institute is for you. If you want to learn new ways to pretend you're awake
during lectures or start a poll on the most comfortable couch in the library, there are many other workshops for you.

Because you think you can be part of the “Experienced Seminar.”

We present our premiere program at the UTNIF, the “"Experienced Seminar.” This curriculum is designed for more
competitive debaters desiring a more rigorous orientation. Longer than the Plan 1 "Debate Marathon,” the “Experienced
Seminar” program is modeled after the teaching methods employed by our own college programs. Students who are
accepted for the program will work as a team researching both sides of the topic, sharpening both their knowledge of the
topic and debate in a cooperative and interactive seminar-style environment. As dignitaries, students will be encouraged
to examine their own debate practice as it relates to the own lives and what it means to become responsible debate
citizens. Group seminars will be held reqularly on recent advancements in critical theory, the philosophical underpinnings
of the topic, and in-depth explorations of the public-policy slice of the resolution. Coaches will receive reports detailing
their students’ work and progress halfway through the program. This program will be lead by David Breshears (Texas),
Jairus Grove (Texas) and Brian McBride (Redlands / Northwestern).

This summer we are offering a three-week program (June 20" - July 1™ and an extended six-week session (June 20" —
August 3% as an alternative to other long-term institutes for those wishing to submerge themselves in the camp
experience. Acceptance to the Experienced Seminar will be determined on a rolling admission. Students will be netified
within two weeks of their applications completion Applications will soon be available at

Because you want a debate camp to tailor to your specific needs and interests.
UTNIF Plan It and Extended Plan Il Program

The Plan Il program*, named after UT's famous academic program for advanced undergraduate scholars, will include
many of the elements of the Plan | curriculum, but it is designed for those serious students of debate who are looking for
arigorous preparation for the upcoming debate season. However, the I)rogram's dual emphasis on both personalized and
community learning will set it apart from other institutes. students will have great latitude in selecting their affirmative
and negative lab groups. Of course there will be structured lectures on debate theory, praxis, and topic specifics. We also
promise numerous mini-debates and practice rounds.

If you want to get a head start on the rigors of Plan 11, try the Extended Ptan Il Program. just like Plan I, except the
extended version starts three days earlier. Students who arrive early for the Extended Plan Il Program should look
forward to an incredibly low student-staff ratio and a perfect mix of theoretical dialogue and speaking technique.

i We believe we have a program for you. Don't forget, we are the most affordable camp on the planet! We have reduced
' rates for our novice programs. Check out gur website for more information http://www.utdebate.cam

Plan | Debate Marathon June 20™ — July 8" Plan i July 12™ - August 3

Plan | Extensicn June 20™ — July 117 Plan Il Extension  July 8" — August 3™

Plan | Experienced Seminar June 2oth-JuIy 7™ Supersession (| & I} June 20" August %r

Novice Plan | June 23" - July 8" Novice Plan || July 129 = July 27"

NB: * UTNIF is not affiliated in any with the University of Texas Plan |l honors program.
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Hey, Public Speakers! Try to Know Your
Hearers, Rather Than Think What They Are

or Should Be!

By Wayne C. Mannebach

General Purpose

Many students of public speaking,
including orators, get frustrated because
they fear that their topic will not adapt to
their judges’ and other hearers’ interests,
However, students of public speaking per-
haps can improve their persuasive power
by studying the strengths and weaknesses
of other speech personalities who must
make certain kinds and qualities of adjust-
ment because of a very diversified audi-
ence. Perhaps the best personalities to
study are clergymen, for many of them face
the problem of audience heterogeneity yet
must assurne the mandate to preach in a
world of reality,
Heterogeneity and Inconsistent
Attendance

Clergymen of different denomina-
tions recently were asked to identify sig-
nificant problems they encounter while
speaking to their respective congrega-
tions. Most revealed that the people who
attend their services represent innumer-
able facets of society and are inconsistent
in their attendance, so that the clergymen
rarely can predict with accuracy the com-
position of an audience for a given ser-
vice. Perhaps the only deduction a
preacher can make about any given con-
gregation is that the people have some
interest in religion, but this factor also
prompts a response that says everyone
hag different interests in religion. This
problem has been as widespread histori-
cally as it is today. For example, Joseph
Glanvill, a seventeenth-century Anglican
preacher, remarked that some people came

to church to be entertained while others
came with a distorted zeal for religion. In
his Seasonable Defence of Preaching,
Glanvill set up a typology of religious au-
dience, using anonymous characters in dia-
logue fashion to represent the different
types in an audience. Each type Glanvill
identified has a counterpart in today’s
church congregation.

Glanvill presented five characters la-
beled A, B, C, D, and E. Character Arepre-
sented the Anglican layman who ideally
defended the conformist ministry. However,
Character A was not always a model church-
goer, nor was he successful in persuading
other [aymen to concur in his religious con-
victions about the Anglican Church. Char-
acter B represented people who believed
that too much preaching occurred. Charac-
ter B was not totally opposed to preach-
ing, but he contended that reliance upon
frequent preaching as a tool by which
people were won to the faith led to con-
tempt and disbelief. Character C repre-
sented people who preferred the homilies,
prayers, and catechetical instruction pre-
scribed in The Book of Common Prayer
rather than sermons composed by the min-
ister. Character C contended that preach-
ing had little value, for the preacher was
unable to change the nature of the hearers.
Character D represented people who broke
away from the established church, tumed
to nonconformist sects for spiritual gratifi-
cation, and indicted the clergy for preach-
ing erroneous doctrine. Character E repre-
sented Anglican laymen who belonged to
a parish in which the minister’s reading of
the prescribed homilies of the Anglican
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The Importance of
Creditable Evidence

Church was a substitute for plain preach-
ing. Character E criticized other members
of the laity for being insincere in their de-
votion and lacking the intelligence to un-
derstand divine matters. (1)

Other clergymen have written about
this problem, but have said little about how
to confront it today. Evidence reveals that
too many resign themselves to the condi-
tion of excessive diversity within their au-
diences and confess their inability to cope
with it. They should begin to confront this
problemn by gatning specific knowledge of
thelr entire congregations.

Gathering Statjstics and Identifying
Patterns

Many clergymen may have access to
information about their congregations, but
apparently few utilize this information so
as to know at least the statistics about their
congregations and identify patterns that
are based on the information. For example,
some of the data that can be gathered and
collated are:

1. Age. How many members of the
congregation fall into the following age
brackets: 1-7, 8-14, 15-18,19-21, 22-25, 26-
30,31-40,41-50, 51-60, 61-65, 66 and over?
Where are the concentrated populations?

2. Sex. How many men and women
are in each age bracket? What patterns
appear in the statistics? For example, are
more men than women under the age of

thirty?

3. Marital Status. How many single
men and women are in the group? How
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many fall in each age bracket? How many
martied couples are in the group, and what
age brackets do they represent? How many
people are divorced and how many remar-
ried ? How many widows and widowers are
in the group? How many children are in the
group? How many are adopted or foster
children?

4. Employment. How do the
people earn a living? How many blue-col-
lar and white-collar positions do they hold?

Does a certain type of employment
predominate? How many teachers, doctors,
lawyers, dentists, and factory workers be-
long? How many women are working, and
are they single or married? If married, do
they have children?

5. Economic Status. What are
the various incomes of the people, and how
many are in each category? How many
people own their homes?

6. Race and Ethnicity. What
races are represented in the congregation?
What ethnic groups are represented, and
how many are in each group? Do interra-
cial marriages exist? How many?

7. Organizational Affiliation.
What religious organizations or clubs do
the people represent? What sex or age
groups predominate in such organizations?
How many espouse the various political
parties or ideclogies? Does a certain politi-
cal ideology predominate?

8. Educational Background.
How many have been graduated from
grade school, high school, college, and
professional and graduate schools? How
many had public, parochial, or private-
school formal education, and for how many
years?

Utilization Is Better Than Insufficiency
After collecting and arranging into
patterns the above data, the clergyman
should refer to it when preparing his ser-
mons, for the latter should be designed for
a specific congregation, not a universal one.

By relying on a congregational profile, the
clergyman is less likely to address an age
bracket that is not in the audience, or to
talk as though the majority of the hearers
are wealthy when the contrary is true.
Moreover, the clergyman is more likely to
be cognizant of any exception to the gen-
eral patterns, especially of the religious
implications involved.

Insufficiency occurs when the man
in the pulpit looks at his hearers once a
week, rationalizes that they are all the same
in the eyes of God, and then proceeds to
communicate as though all of the people
are of one age, sex, marital status, economic
status, educational level, and political or
religious ideology. While most clergymen
are mildly aware that similarities and differ-
ences exist in their congregations, many
seem to lack a precise knowledge of these
factors and fewer adapt to these realities in
the preparation of their sermons and other
discourses about religion. They certainly
assume the responsibility to preach as me-
diators between God and man, but the in-
fluence of communication among human
beings is not fully realized when God’s
words are preached downwardly from the
clergy to the laity. In this sense the clergy-
man follows a pattern of one-way commu-
nication: froin God, to the preacher, and
then to the laity. When preparing to preach,
the clergyinan should conceive of himgelf
as being the mediator between God and his
real congregation for a meaningful three-
way communication. The clergyman serves
this role best when he accounts for his con-
gregation as he finds and knows them, not
as he thinks they are or should be.

‘When the clergyman has knowledge
regarding any one category, he is more likely
to observe the potential for many sermons
about age and religion, education and reli-
gion, or all other categories and their reli-
gious implications. Also, given any con-
cept in religious discourse, the clergyman
will see that it may have a relationship to all
or most categories. I'or example, the gen-
eral topic of crime and what religion has to
do or say about it generates a variety of
specific concepts about crime. Other per-
spectives are crime and age brackets, crime

and sex, crime and education, crime and
employment, crime and race, and crime and
group affiliations. The clergyman can bet-
ter focus on these perspectives, if he has a
profile of data about his congregation.

Knowing Similarities and Dissimilarities

In practice, clergymen generally note
and adapt to some of the most obvious simi-
larities that exist, but all too often they fail
to observe and account for the differences
that exist. For example, when a clergyman
recently addressed a group of fathers and
sons, he spent most of his time discussing
the problems of parents in rearing their chil-
dren. He apparently failed to account for
the younger half of his audience, as is
shown by the reaction of one teenage son
who said after the experience: “After the
speech there was a question and answer
session that proved to be a slight success.
The audience participated in the discus-
sion, but the opinions were one-sided. The
fathers were the ones who spoke, and the
sons were afraid to voice their reactions.
The speech would have had greater suc-
cess, if the fathers and sons were sepa-
rated.”

Some clergymen attempt to control
the diversity of congregations by employ-
ing practices that may or may not be use-
ful. For example, some schedule services
for different age groups. Some advertise
onreligious billboards and in bulletins and
newspapers their sermon topics and the
intended audiences. Some look for patterns
of attendance by certain people at certain
times, and adapt their sermons to the an-
ticipated groups. Thus, it is common to
hear a preacher direct certain portiens of
his sermon to the young, the old, and the
married people present. Little evidence is
available to believe that one approach is
necessarily better than another. The cler-
gyman who aims at influencing the reli-
gious beliefs and actions of his congrega-
tion should try several approaches. How-
ever, before he attempts to preach, he
should begin with a profile of congrega-
tional data as a reference point.

Some clergymen have commented
that they conduct religious instructional

. » Rostrum . o
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services for each of the various age groups,
and, therefore, these people are receiving
intense religious instruction.. Such reason-
ing has prompted some clergymen to ig-
nore these people in their sermons. Other
clergymen have commented that the family
is the basic unit, and, therefore, they have
directed their sermons to the family unit.
These attitudes result in preaching prac-
tices that ignore conscious and rational
audience analysis. The presumption that
religious instructions are the same as
preaching loses sight of the fact that in-
struction often is limited to exposure to, or
drill in, the tenets and historical data of a
specific denomination. Also existing is the
presumption that, ifreligious instruction is
offered early in life, the recipient will apply
it for the rest of his or her life. However,
many clergymen fail to give religious in-
struction outside of the regular services and
because of this the only contact with him
for many people is the regular service to
which the sermon occurs. With respect to
the family unit comment, to direct a sermon
constantly to the family unit is to overlook
potentially significant factors that may ex-
ist and be important at the time of the ser-
mon. This, too, reflects a lack of knowledge
about the significant differences and simi-
larities that may exist in the composition of
the entire congregation, or of one specific
group within the congregation..

The Unseen Audience

A knowledge of the external charac-
teristics of a given congregation is rela-
tively easy to gather and examine, but some
factors operating in the speaking situation
are not clearly observable. The counterpart
of speaking is listening, and clergymen can
better prepare their sermons, if they are
aware of the probable thoughts of the au-
dience during a given sermon.

Many people have reflected exten-
sively on the subject of listenmg. For ex-
ample, Ralph Nichols makes the speaker
acutely aware of some of the behavior of
listeners and generally advocates educa-
tion for the magses on how to listen in so-
ciety. Most likely it is impractical for busy
clergymen to instruct their congregations

on how to listen, but perhaps some inno-
vative clergymen care enough to do some-
thing about 1t when and where they are
able.

Some people who attend church ser-
vices are uninterested in the substance of
the sermon. After they leam what the ser-
vice 15 about, they suddenly lose all inter-
est in the rest of it. This is a factor that
clergymen must consider when preparing
their sermons. Other people lack motiva-
tion to listen, and this should prompt cler-
gymen to consider the motivational bases
for their sermons. The immediate point is
that listening is a silent process, and lack
of interest in the clergyman’s concepts
leads to low levels of attention.

Other listeners tend to correlate inef-
fective oral and visual habits of delivery
with the substance of the sermon. If they
do not like the clergyman’s vocal or physi-
cal behavior, they often rationalize that they
dislike the substance of the sermon. Thus,
clergymen must consider what they can do
to improve their delivery. A thought-pro-
voking clergyman, observing that some
preachers say very little but are visually or
vocally dynamic, may conclude that his
delivery is of no consequence. Clergymen
often tend to believe that religious ideas
will prevail in spite of ineffective delivery.
Nonetheless, investigation reveals that the
humnan behavior of a listener often is influ-
enced more by delivery than by any other
component of oral communication.

Clergymen address some people who
are easy and other people who are difficult
to excite intellectually and emotionally.
Members of a congregation who are easy
to excite may concentrate on something
which the preacher has described, and their
resulting excitement gver it causes them to
fail to listen affectively to subsequent com-
munication. Such people can put them-
selves through a process of mental intro-
spection and shut out the world immedi-
ately adjacent to them. Likewise, people
who are so predisposed to preaching that
they have a low level of expectation of help
or inspiration from sermons can develop a
patterned behavior in which they have ac-
climated themselves to being comfortable
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in the listening situation. They are so fa-
miliar with the preaching of a particular ¢ler-
gyman that they seem to build up an immu-
nity against his preaching over a period of
time,

Professor Nichols revealed that good
listeners tend to focus on central ideas, but
only about 25 percent of persons listening
to a formal talk are able to grasp the
speaker’s central idea. Nichols recommends
the employment of conventional organiza-
tional thought-patterns, transitional lan-
guage, and recapitulation to increase the
listeners’ ability to locate the important
ideas of a given discourse. In short, cler-
gymen should use tools of discourse to
create conceptual focus for the members
of the congregation.

Human behavior is such that atten-
tion can be faked in the listening situatjon.
Many people tend to exert themselves to
concentrate on the sermon, if for no other
reason than out of respect for the preacher.
Then, at any given point in the oral-aural
situation the listeners’ minds can go in one
direction while their physical symptoms
fead one to believe that they are attending
to what is being said. The religious arena is
not exempt from this listening habit. Other
people choose not to feign attention, For
example, one person commented after a
Christmas sermon:

His language was clear in convey-
ing his meaning, but it sounded as
if  his only motivation was that
he had to give a sermon. The mem-
bers of the congregation were look-
ing around, staring at the floor, and
in general not paying attention.
Consequently the application of
his Christmas message was lost to
many in attendance.

The zealous clergyman may over-re-
act to this phenomenon of latent attention
by employing all kinds of devices for grasp-
ing and sustaining the attention of his au-
dience. Perhaps nothing could be more di-
sastrous, for he may succeed in keeping
his listeners awake, but fail to influence
their religious thought and behavior. The
danger is that the clergyman may concen-
trate his energy on one aspect of speaking
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while he excludes a comprehensive ap-
proach to homiletic preparation. Serious
preparation of inventive, stylistic, struc-
tural, and oral-visual aspects of the sermon
tends to increase the amount of real atten-
tion by the listeners.

Distraction is another phenomenon
that occurs in the listening situation. People
are notorious for mentally creating their
own distractions. For example, when a ser-
mon becomes dull, the listener can think
about some problem or soime pleasant ex-
perience he or she is having. People who
need relief from sleep-inducing sermons
also find distractions in the physical sur-
rounding, such as the clothing of certain
people, the beautiful church windows, or
the numerous items of the church’s aids to
worship. Many churches have eliminated
the distractions of crying babies and noisy
children by building soundproof rooms or
by providing baby-sitting service. These
devices may eliminate certain obvious dis-
tractions, but the silent potential for dis-
traction is much more difficult to combat.
Clergymen have a constant need to make

certain that their sermons relate directly to
the reality of the audience. In this way they
minimize the boundares of silent fantasy
and other processes of distraction.

The last phenomenon concerns the
ability of the listening mind to receive dis-
course at a rate relatively faster than is com-
monly expected. Many clergymen think that
in order to be understood they must speak
very slowly. Clergymen must understand
that the mind is faster than the tongue.
Sometimes a faster rate of speaking may
help to sustain attention, and it certainly
allows the clergyman to cover more sub-
stance in a given amount of time. Clergy-
men could lessen the time normally given
to a sermon and be just as effective. The
era is over when the hourglass determines
the length of the sermon.

Conclusion

Clergymen, orators, and other public
speakers should always remember that ef-
fective communication demands that reli-
gious and other concepts should be sup-
ported with creditable evidence, valid logi-

cal processes, well-grounded emotional
appeals, and speaking behavior that dis-
plays the speaker’s intelligence, good will,
and sound character; that structure should
be precise for the intended message; that
language should be clear and impressive;
and that vocal and physical delivery
should enhance the speaker’s message.
None of these critena can be accomplished
successfully, if the speaker fails to at least
try to adapt to the specific occasion and
especially to the homogeneity of the audi-
ence. In short, public should always try to
discover as much data as possible for any
given audience.

(Dr. Wayne C. Mannebach directed
debate and forensics at Ripon
College for nine years, and for the
past twenty-nine years he has
taught English at St. Mary's Central
High School in Neenah (W),
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A "Family"™ Reunion

E. L. Myers High School, PA

A "family" reunion occurred recently at the
speech and debate tournament held at E.

L. Myers High School in Wilkes-Barre,
PA.

William Murray, a coach for
Mechanicsburg High School was Michael
Nailor's coach. Nailor, coached Keith
Brosious at Shikellamy High School.
Brosious moved to Elk Lake High School
where he coached both Jon and Eric Allen.
Jonisnow an assistant coach at Elk Lake.
To complete the cycle, Eric, a student at
Messiah College, is a judge for
Mechanicsburg High School.

(starting from the left)
William Murray, Eric Allen, Keith Brosious, Michael Nailor and Jon Allen.
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Under the Direction of Melissa Maxcy Wade

The Emory National Debate Institute has been contributing to the education of high school debaters for twenty-nine years. The curriculum is
steeped in the most fundamental aspects of debate: presentation, research, and critical thinking. An excellent combination of traditional argument
and debate theory and an emphasis on current debate practice makes the Emory National Debate Institute one of the most successful year after
year. Novice, mid-level, and varsity competitors have found the Institute a worthwhile learning experience because the staff has the expertise to

teach all levels of students and the experience to adjust to a variety of student needs.

Features of the Policy Division
Under the Direction of Bill Newnam

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

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

Flexible curriculum: 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 held tested curriculum
for the two week period, dependent upon their level of experience.

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

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

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

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

food, lab photacopying fees, entertainment, a t-shirt, and a hand-
book—the works.

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

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

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 lab groups on building speaking
experience and providing constructive critique. A typical day involves
three classes dealing with philosophy or technique and theory, followed

by five hours of practical lab sessions.

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

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

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

For an application, write or call:

Melissa Maxcy Wade
P.0. Drawer U, Emory University
Atlanta, GA 30322
Phone: (404) 727-6189 - email: lobrien@emory.edu - www.emory.edu/BF - FAX: (404) 7275367
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The Scholars Program at the

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

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

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

Special Features of the Scholars Program

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

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

Amazing staff-to-student ratio: We 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 instructor.
Furthermore, we offer a small group theory seminar menu targeted to students’ needs and interests.

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

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

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

IMPORTANT!! Considerations
When Selecting and Reserving
Hotels In Philadelphia

By J. Scott Wunn

1. All schools should stay at one
of the NFL recommended hotels. The
NFL has negotiated the lowest rates
available at these properties for our
members and has chosen them for their
convenience in tournament participa-
tion.

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

3. All Hotel Properties and Com-
petition Venues are accessible from one
main interstate-1-95 North and South.
1-95 goes from downtown Philadelphia,
by the stadium (registration location),
by the airport hotels, and then down to
Wilmington.

4, Key Travel Times to Note:
Airport to Downtown--(10 to 15 min)
Downtown to Wilmington Area--(40 min)
Airport to Wilmington--(3¢ min)

5. Atfirst glance, driving times to
Wilmington from Downtown may be
concerning to teams (40 to 45 minutes),
however, accessibility from 1-95 will
make travel easier than some previous
National Tournament locations.

6 The Congress Headquarters
Hotel is the Downtown Philadelphia
Marriott.

7. Restaurants and food markets
are in abundance near the downtown
hotels. The Airport properties are lim-
ted.

8. All schools with a public forum

Please Read Before
Selecting Lodging

9. All schools with competitors 1
both debate events and speech events
should consider staying at downtown
properties as ALL debate competition
will move to downtown Philadelphia
beginning on Wednesday AM.

106. NO SCHOOLS SHOULD
STAY IN WILMINGTON. Beginning
with the Schwan Student Party 0B
Wednesday, ALL competition will move
to downtown Philadelphia for the re-
mainder of the week.

11. The Airport properties are €X-
cellent for all schools with speech com-
petitors only as they are 15 minutes

team and/or congress competitors
should stay at one of the downtown
hotels (Marriott, Courtyard, Hilton Gar-
den) as all competition for these events
will take place downtown and morning
traffic into Philadelphia will be difficult.
Schools with Public Forum or Congress
students who also have speech com-
petitors will find it nearly impossible to
drive into Philadelphia from the Airport,
drop off public forum and/or congress
competitors and then drive to
Wilmington for the speech prelims in
time for the morning rounds.

closer to Wilmington and only 15 min-
utes from downtown.

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

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

~~Register Your Qualifiers for Nationals~~

Reminder: All national tournament registration forms are found at www.nflonline.org,
under 'National Tournament’, '"Forms'.
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¢ 2005 HALLS OF INDEPENDENCE

NATIONALS

Philadelphia, PA
TENTATIVE SCHEDULE AND VENUES
Subject to Change

Contest Venues in Wilmington, DE:

St. Mark’s High School and The Salesianum School

ontest Venues i

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

Philadelphia Marriott Downtown and the Kimmel Center for the Performing Arts

Date/Event

Sunday, June 12

Tournament Staff Registration
Tournament Registration

Tab Room Meetings

New Coaches and Schools Reception
Opening Ceremony

District Chair Reception and Meeting
Late Registration (not recommended)

Monday, June 13
All Main Event Speech

Policy and LD Debate
Student Congress
Public Forum Debate

Tuesday, June 14%

All Main Event Speech
Policy and LD Debate
Student Congress

Public Forum Debate
Supplemental Re-Registration

Wednesday, June 15th
All Main Events Speech

Policy, LD, Public Forum
Supplemental Events

Student Congress SemiFinals
Schwan Party
Re-registration-Consolation Events

Thursday, June 16%
All Main Events Speech
Policy, Public Forum, LD

Supplemental and Consolation Events
Student Congress Finals

Duo, D1, HI Finals and Schwan Coach
Diamond Ceremony

Fridav, June 174

Finals and Awards

78
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Time

8:30am-%am
Yam-4pm
Qam-2pm
10am-11lam
Noon
1pm-3:30pm
S5pm-7pm

9am-3pm
3pm-10pm
8am-6pm
9am-4pm

9am-3pm
3pm-10pm
gam-Opm
9am-4pm
4pm-10pm

9am-5pm
9am-6pm
9am-5pm
8am-6pm
7pm-10pm
8pm-10pm

9am-Noon
9am-8pm
9am-Tpm
Bam-6pm

4pm-9:30pm

8am-9pm

» Rostrum

Location

Lincoln Financial Field-Philadelphia
Lincoln Financial Field-Philadelphia
Lincoln Financial Field-Philadelphia
Lincoln Financial Field-Philadelphia
Lincoln Financial Field-Philadelphia
Lincoln Financial Field-Philadelphia
TBA

St. Mark’s and Salesianum-Wilmington
St. Mark’s and Salesianum- Wilmington
Downtown Marriott/Roman-Philadelphia
St. Joseph’s Prep-Philadelphia

St. Mark’s and Salesianum-Wilmington
St. Mark’s and Salesianum-Wilmington
Downtown Marriott/Roman-Philadelphia

St. Joseph’s Prep-Philadelphia
Locations TBA

The Salesianum School-Wilmington
St. Joseph’s Prep-Philadelphia

St. Mark’s High School-Wilmington
Downtown Marriott-Philadelphia

National Constitution Center-Philadelphia
National Constitution Center-Philadelphia

U of Arts or Roman (TBA})-Philadelphia
St. Joseph’s Prep-Philadelphia

University of the Arts-Philadelphia
Downtown Marriott-Philadelphia

Kimmel Center for the Performing Arts

Kimmel Center for the Performing Arts
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* Application Deadline May 15

lune 20 - July 3, 2005

. Jo A - = (o-Executive Directors:
Drake UI]IVETSITV -. ; & g_ Eric Palmer and

Steve Schappaugh

Advisor:
Tim Shealf

1D Instractors:

Tom Evnen

Kandra Oyer

Paul Schiang

Dave McGinniz
Arthony Berryhill
Stephanie 31. Amaur
Casey Trambley-Shapiro
Fabien Thayamballi
Josh Marshall

Ernie Rose

Adwait Parker

Ryan O'Hara

Hirsh Jain

Chetan Hertzig

Des Moines, IA
www.nsdebate.com

Visit our website for complete
details and current topic analysis!

Email: nationalsymposiumaqmail.com n

Tuition information
Residential Tuition: $1,750
Commuter Tuition: $1,150

Join us for an amazing two
weeks in LD debate instruction

from some of the finest debate
minds in the nation.

Learn from the best, become a cham

UGODI 2009

University of Central Oklahoma Debate Institute

June 18 - July 1
Edmond, Oklahoma

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

For more information call (405) 974-5584 or
visit our web site at www.ucok.edu/debate_team
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Banncl)lckburn ravel Make your
i t there!
Wwill get you ere resorvations
PROUD SPONSOR OF
today!

National Forensic League

SPECIAL DISCOUNTS WITH
DELTA & AMERICAN AIRLINES

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

BANNOCKBURN TRAVEL MANAGEMENT

CONTACT YOUR DEDICATED NFL AGENTS AT:

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

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

avis

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

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

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

[ Include Avis Discount Number: J096428

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

B




Interested in
globalization?

Want to add new analysis to your
debate or extemp speeches?

Get Ahead of the Curve...
www.globalscholar.org

Whether you're interested in national security
strategy, health care, or corporate responsibility,
globalization is changing the parameters of nearly
every issue up for debate. Given globhalization’s
importance, the non-profit Americans for In-
formed Democracy has created an intensive two-
week leadership seminar called Ahead of the
Curve, which is designed for high-achieving high
school students, especially debaters and extem-
pers who have a passion for international affairs.

The Curriculum

The curriculum of Ahead of the Curve is based on
the "intreduction to Clobalization" courses offered
at America's top universities. The curriculum is
fast-paced and is designed for rising juniors and
seniors who have experience with honors or ad-
vanced placement-level courses in the social sci-
ences. The first week of the Ahead of the Curve
seminar features an overview of globalization's
many dimensions: political, economic, cultural,
social, and legal. The second week focuses on
America's role in this profound process.

The Faculty

The seminar is taught by Seth Green, a leading
scholar and practitioner in the globalization field.
Green has worked at the Brookings Institution,
Taxpavyers for Common Sense, The American
Prospect, and Lazard Freres. and has contributed
tc major newspapers and television programs,
including the Christian Science Monitor, Miami
Herald, C-SPAN, CNN, and MSNBC. Green gradu-
ated summa cum laude from Princeton University
and earned master's from the London School of
Economics and Oxford University on a Marshall
Scholarship. (Many years ago, Creen was a two-
time NFL National Finalist and CFL National
Champion.)

The Date and Location

The seminar will take place from July 10 through
July 23, 2005, at state-of-the-art International
Center of Michigan State University. In addition
to in-depth classes on globalization, students will
enjoy nightly workshops on public speaking,
writing college admission essays, and mastering
the SATs. The program costs $1,500, but scholar-
ships are available.

Your Ticket to a Great Summer!

While the Ahead of the Curve curriculum is in-
tense, the student life is fun and dynamic, in-
cluding movies, hikes, sports, and visits to inter-
nationally renowned
museums. Ahead of
the Curve is a great
place to meet tal-
ented and motivated
individuals and to
form lasting friend-
ships!

To apply, fill out an
applicaticsi online at
www.globalscholey.org

Questions? Call (202) 270 6268 or email us at: info@globalsholar.org




National Debate Forum
July 23rd-August 6th

At the Milton Academy campus, minutes from Boston.

WHAT MAKES NDF YOUR TOP
CHOICE IN SUMMER LD
INSTITUTES?

e Top Instructors from Across the Nation
o Affordable Tuition
e Individual Attention
e Superior Research Facilities
¢ Supervised Dormitory Living
e Low Faculty to Student Ratio
e 15 Practice Rounds
¢ Advanced Seminars
e Individualized Repeater Curriculum
e A Decade Long Championship Curriculum
e Novice and Varsity Labs
o Office Hours with ALL FACULTY
e A Decade of Champions, Late Elimination
Rounds and State Championships
e 2004 Alumni Have Over 55 TOC Bids
e 2004 Alumni Have Been in 2 of the Final
Rounds at TOC Tournaments this Year
e A Debate Family Atmosphere

2005 Faculty, Application and Program Information
www.nationaldebateforum.com




Spend Your
Summer at

Students sefect
one of the following
Seminars:
Acting Workshop
Arli Studio Experlence
Basic Animation Technigues

BodyWorks: Human
Physiology in Health and
Disease
Discavening the Art in
Architecture
Electric guitar Jazz, Rack ¢ Study with USC instructors

and Sj:yund
Exploring Entrepreneurship * Participate in small classes
HYORLCRan IO Uehais with lots of individualized

Introduction to Robatic . -
Desian instruction

The Critics Cholee! Film . -
Study * Earn three university
Landscape Architecture E|ECti\l’e credits
[ntroduction to Video

Game Desigu * Get a taste of CO“ege life

F!aj,-'l.u:rihrug

S-er:tr'lj"'rll-"g e PartiCipate in academic
Shaping the Self: The fiEIdtrips

sychizlogy of Personal
Deyeiopment

summerDance * Meet and work With
Technical Theatre: students from across the

Constructlon and Lightine
Fatthe Staae country and around the
Writing Technlgues far the world
College Bound Stutlent

T - P
[___, A g
For information about the curriculum of the

UNIVERSITY individual Seminars and to find out more about the
T TUSC Surnmer Seminars, contacr our website ar
I ﬂﬁ www.usc.edu/summer. To request a brochure, e-mail
LIFORNIA us ar www.summer@use.edu. If you have any
questions, call our offiee at 213-740-5679




The Stanford National Forensic Institute offers unique national caliber Stanford National
programs conducted by the Stanford Debate Society of Stanford Univer-

sity, aregistered student organization ofthe Associated Students of Stanford Fore n Sic Institute _

University. p
2005 Dates & Prices: _..os
The Three Week Program: The Three Week curriculum balances Policy Debate '

improving students debate technique through expertly critiqued practice

rounds, with in-depth discussion of debate theory and the topic for the Three Weck Program

year. Students will work with each other and the faculty on research .
and argument construction to create a full set of evidence available to July 23 - August 12, $2450

all SNFI students. Students may also apply to the Swing Lab, a special ) ",,.'
program within the larger Three Week session. The Swing Lab pro- Fourth Week Extension ‘
gram is designed to provide a continuation of participants prior camp . g, ‘
experience with an advanced peer group and the finest instructors. To el i 10,511 A

be eligible to apply students must have previcusly attended at least one
previous debate institute during the summer of 2005.

“SNFI features lots Of ﬂ
The Four Week Program: The Four Week Pr(?gram is fully 1nt:egrated “evidence, plenty of snigefat
with the Three Week Program, but adds an additional week, which fo- f . gt
cuses primarily on technique and practice rounds. Students are guaranteed instructors, and qual i -
to get 16 fully critiqued practice rounds in the final week! In addition to «pmeﬂbmraunds witlt g+
the average of 12 rounds during the three week program, which effectively k_\ critiq ues.”

means that participants will have nearly 30 rounds by the end of the ; '
summer, the equivalent of a semester or more of experience by the start of

the school year! Four Week students are welcome to apply to the Swing A
Lab for the first three weeks of the camp. ' 5

'ﬁt:ie q

Faculty: The SNFI faculty is composed of current and former com-
petitors and coaches from successful programs acorss the country.
Intitially confirmed staff for summer 2003 include:

Matt Fraser, SNFI Program Director, Director of Debate, Stanford

Robert Thomas, SNFI Academic Director, Policy Debate Coach, Stanford
Dr. Anne Marie Todd - San Jose State Casey Kelly - U of North Texas
Dave Arnett - UC Berkeley John Hines - U of North Texas
Michael Burshteyn, UC Berkeley Corey Turoft - formerly USC

jon sharp - USC (CA) Cyrus Ghavi - Emory University
Beth Schueler - Whitman College Guarav Reddy - UC Berkeley r
Toni Nielson - Cal State Long Beach Judy Butler - Augusta Prep fas)
Bob Allen - Emory University Condy Creek - UC Berkeley

Jenny Herbert - Stanford Debate Liang Dong - Stanford Debate
David Houska - Stanford Debate Bobby Lepore - Stanford Debate

Phone: 650-723-9086 * Web: www.snfi.org * Email: info(@snfi.org




g Dates & Prices
S —
\?‘*\? July 23 - August 12
i P B Ve, ‘_\\'?ﬁ\ Residential Cost: $2450
= ‘Gf V . x“& Al Commuter Cost: $1950
- % Y .F “ =) P : LA
":i:'i’ i 3 Al L S il

Stanford National
Forensic Institute

2005 Swing Lab

The SNFI Swing Lab Program is a preparatory program available for advanced policy

debate students. Students must be varsity level and must have previously attended at

least one rigorous debate institute during the summer of 2005. Faculty include some of  Phone: 650-723-9086
the most respected debate educators, the curriculum is rigorous and carefully executed, Web: www.snfi.org
and students receive more debates than any other program of similar quality. Email: info@snfi,org

B
\

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

‘Students will have access to a wide variety of Quistanding Faculty. The Swing Lab
will be directed by jon sharp. As a debater, jon and his partner won the West Georgia
and Harvard tournaments, and the Dartmouth Round Robin. As a coach, jon has
quallﬁed teams for the NDT every year; while assistant coach at West Georgia, the
squad appeared in the finals of CEDA Nationals an unprecedented three times running,
and won back-to-back CEDA National Championships in 2000 and 2001. jon has
[directed the Swing Lab at Stanford for almost a decade.

Admissions to the Swing Lab are selective and soley at the discretion of the program
directors.




StanfordNatlonal
Forensic Institute

Individual Events

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.

Dramatic Interpretation...Humorous Interpretation
Oratory...Extemporaneous...Impromptu.. Expository
Thematic Interpretation...Prose...Poetry...Duo Interpretation

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. Seminars are designed to cater directly to areas of student interest.
Workshops are provided to instruct new competitors in basic speaking tech-
niques, and novice workshops meet the needs of both new 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 comprehen-
sive script library. 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.

2005 Dates & Prices
July 30 - August 12
Residential Cost: $1770
Commuter Cost: $1410

Phone: 650-723-9086
Web: www.snfi.org
Email: info@snfi.org
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Questioning Cross-Examination

By Scott Cheesewright

I was only a freshman. It was the fi-
nal round of my National Forensic League
national qualifying tournament, and I was
theroughly unprepared for the question
which was quickly approaching. This was
the 'old days' of the original cross-exami-
nation period, with a question which was
'notto exceed one minute,' and my two min-
utes to answer. Just before prep began for
the round, I was given a basic synopsis of
the rules - then off I went. I gave my speech,
and the sound of clapping ushered in my
dooin. The girl who spoke before me ap-
proached, and asked her question. [
stumbled through my piecemeal answer,
My crash course lesson on cross-examina-
tion harshly and quickly indoctrinated me
into the world of National Forensic League
final round extemp.

Sadly, my experience with cross-ex-
amination 1s not an isolated case of a nov-
ice externper. Intwo primary forms, and in
various venues, cross-examination has
showed its (sometimes ugly) face in extemp.
Today, the new three minute multiple ques-
tion cross-examination period is used by
the National Forensic League only in the
final round of the naticnal tournament. But
the NFL forbids the use of cross-examina-
tion at national qualifying tournaments,

This article considers primarily the
purpose of a cross-examination period in
extemp. It then explores whether this pur-
pose could be better served with an ex-
panded use, and what rounds and or situa-
tions it might expand mnto. The article at-
tempts to answer such questions as what
impact cross-examination has on judges, at
what levels such a peried is necessary, and
whether or not cross-examination has had
a positive impact on the event.

To begin, we must evaluate the pur-
pose of cross-examination, to determine
whether these goals are being achieved.

Should Cross-Examination Be Expanded?

Extemp today has often been plagued with
internal debate about the correct ratio of
evidence to analysis, with some coaches
and students contending that over-use of
evidence has commonly held back the de-
velopment of an analytical style. Shawn
Augsburger, a two time California State tour-
nament competitor, and current judge, ar-
gues that extemp is moving in a dangerous
direction, with students knowing how to
cite sources, but lacking adequate analyti-
cal style and knowledge!. Cross-examina-
tion could attempt to reinedy such a prob-
lem, not by limiting source quality, but by
forcing a competitor to 'know their stuff.

The cross-examination also allows
the questioner to have an opportunity to
try to challenge judges image of their com-
petitor, while helping themselves, Coach of
22 national champions in the past 20 years,
William Bennett solidified this idea in a lec-
ture in June of 20042 He explained that the
primary purpose of questioning is to find
omissions of an opponent, inaccuracies,
and to solidify a positive judge opinion.
By properly using the cross-examination
period, a student may further their cause,
while testing the oversights of other
extempers. Such a 'check on abuse' (to steal
insight from debate) aids in developing the
qualify of analysis, and developing strate-
gic extempers.

But even in utilizing this cross-exarmi-
nation there are fallbacks, one of which is
how to avoid appearing too aggressive.
This difficulty was addressed by Former
NFL Secretary, James M. Copeland ina 1994
article published in the Rostrum®. Among
other strategies for cross-examination,
Copeland suggests assuring not to be
overly attacking, long, and complex during
questioning. He advocates finding the
happy median between that and the extreme
on the other side, being too open-ended

and 'puff ball' in asking questions.
Copeland addresses at the end of his ar-
ticle the final round of NFL nationals in 1984
where the incumbent national champion
attempted to make a joke, which backfired
and may have taken a serious toll on his
scores inl the round. The true implications
of the cross-examination period have had
profound impacts on final round perfor-
mances, and on overall rankings in the NFL
national tournament.

While strategy and winning plays a
role, there is also the ubiquitous require-
ment of any addition to speech and debate;
that it adds educational value to the activ-
ity. Any cross-examination period will have
an impact on the lone realm of success, but
also plays an integral role in the develop-
ment of skills which will translate into other
facets of the single-minded extemper's life.
Cross-examination demands entirely new
skills of an extemper - or more accurately,
ensures that they are using the skills of a
truly 'extemporaneous' speech. As coach
Rita Pritchard said last year, "The question-
ing strategy and the ability to give a spon-
taneous response are both great learning
tools*." Often, externpers can be very success-
ful, while also maintaining their reance on their
‘tubs.’ Cross-examination pulls extempers out of
their usual element, often removing the reliance
evidence, and rewarding not only the use of a
great wealth of knowledge, but also the 'off the
cuff skills' that should be seen in every extemp
speech - at its best it is allowing for education
by force.

Cross-examination in extemp can
serve many purposes. We need to estab-
lish the basic criteria with which the ques-
tioning period can be evaluated. The first
purpose is to ensure that extempers are
keeping up with current events and trends.
Secondly, questioning makes it more likely
that extempers develop skills of impromptu

r > Rostrum .
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° oPlanet

@ DEBATE

Free Community Resources

Judge philosophies, case lists,
Novice Learning Center, sample
downloads, sample research links

Print Handbook Delivery

Harvard Affirmatives

Harvard Counterplans

Harvard Disadvantages

Harvard Kritiks

Harvard Impacts

Strategy Guides

Wake Debater's Research Guide
Wake Debater's Topic Guide

PLF product delivery

Lincoln-Douglas, Teacher
instructional resources, Ted
Turner, Extemp, evidence file
downloads

Electronic subscriptions

Gold: Includes accesstoa
30,000+ card evidence database,
year-long evidence updates,
Wake's Debater's Topic Guide,
teacher instructional resources

Pilatinum: Gold plus Lincoln-
Dougias.

Master: Includes access to all
products delivered electronically
at our site. Includes individual
accounts for up to 30 debaters
from your school.

Lincoin Douglas Subscription: $89
Pubiic Forum Subscription; $129

Comprehensive resources
for Policy, L-D, Ted Turner,
and Extemp

Since our launch on July 1,
2002, Planet Debate has
grown rapidly. In less than
two years, over 17,000
pecple have registered at
our site. Hundreds log-on
every day. Thousands have
purchased individual

products and site-wide
i 7 subscriptions. We have
%ﬁy”m‘“ ! ' established partnerships with
- leading debate workshops

Our offerings, which orignally focused exclusively on Policy
Debate, have expanded to include Lincoln-Douglas, Ted Turner,
Extemp, Teacher Instructional Resources, and an online debate
institute. In the Fall of 2004 we began offering print products for
delivery.

Our growing economies of scale, our commitment to work only
with other non-profits, and our elimination of costly "middle men,"
enable us to keep our prices very low. All of our print products are
well-below market prices. Our subscription rates are impossible
fo beat. If you have 20 debaters on your squad, you school can
gain access to every electronic resource at our site for
$39.75/student 30 debaters? Even cheaper -- $26.50/student.
That's less than most handbooks.

Please take a moment to visit us on the web if you haven't
already. We are confident that you will have a positive experience
at our site.

Sincerely,
Stefan Bauschard, President, PlanetDebate.com

Dallas Perkins, Director, Harvard Debate
Sherry Hall, Coach of Debating, Harvard Debate
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MEAN GREEN HIGH SCHOOL SPEECH & DEBATE WORKSHOPS

Why attend the Mean Green Workshops?

The first and only institute officially affiliated with UNT!

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

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

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

Computer lab access at one of U5 News & World Report’s "Most Wired” universities,
in¢cluding wireless access in every building!

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

UNT Proud!

AN N NN

o Cross-Examination/Policy Debate *Director: Brian Lain

Featuring Brian Lain, Calum Matheson, Jonathan Paul, Asher Haig,
Nicole Richter, Jason Sykes, Jason Murray, Justin Murray, Julian
Gagnon, Kuntal Cholera, Zaheer Tajani and more of the nation’s finest
teachers and competitors to be announced SOON!

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

o Lincoln-Douglas Debate *Director: Aaron Timmons

Featuring Aaron Timmons, Dr. Scott Robinson, Steffany Oravetz,

Perry Beard, Lynne Coyne, Jonathan Alston, Cindi Timmons, Tyler

Bexley, Sam Duby, David Wolfish, Kelsey Olson, Thomas Brugato,

Jennifer Love, Matt Kinskey, Gary Johnson, and other top-notch faculty!
Scholars Session (Top lab leaders—same prices and dates as below!)

Two-Week Session ($1350): June 26-July 9
Three-Week Session ($1800): June 26-July 16

s Student Congress *Director: Dixie Waldo
One-Week Session ($650): June 25-July 2

o Teachers’ Institute: Directing Forensics

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

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

For more information, write: director@meangreenworkshops.com
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speaking, and learn the strategy for suc-
cessful exchanges in cross-examination.
Third, extempers are forced to find a bal-
ance between strategy and impressing
judges. The final purpose is that students
will gain knowledge, and learn new skills --
not only for extemp, but for life as well.
Sadly, however ideologically sound the
concept of cross-examination is, there still
arises the question of whether the ques-
tioning period achieves its goals.

One of the primary concems about
cross-examination is that the efforts of a
competitor may not be rewarded by having
an impact on the judge and an improved
ballot rank. California forensics instructor
Ron Underwood expressed this worry in a
meeting of the California High School
Speech Association, when he contended
that the majority of judges do not change
their decisions based on cross-examina-
tion®. This worry, if confirmed, could de-
stroy the intent of a cross-examination pe-
riod. Former national trophy winner, and
current coach and extemp judge, Jesse
French, agreed with the worries of
Underwood in an interview on July 20,
2004¢ French explained that in almost ev-
ery instance of judging a round with a
cross-examination period, his opinion of the
round was not changed by the question-
ing. Mr. French, however, clarified his rea-
sons, claiming that this was largely due to
the fact that the best extempers - those who
give the best speeches, and know the most
-- are the same extempers who are best pre-
pared for the cross-examination.

If judges don't change their opinion
of a speaker based on the cross-examina-
tion period, there would be very little rea-
son to continue it, let along expand its use.
But there still may be an opportunity and
reason to support questioning. Mr. French
and Mr, Underweod argue that in most situ-
ations the cross-examination period will not
change ajudge's opinion. While seemingly
important cbservations, they may actually
solidify the success of cross-examination.
Most extempers have prepared well
enough, so the questioning doesn't pose a
problem for them. The example of the 1984
final round, on the other hand, demon-
strates the still pertinent role of cross-ex-
amination in extemp. The faux pas of one

extemper and the tact that was used to turn
his joke into his downfall is truly valuable.
The purpose of cross-examination may not
be to play a major role in determining ranks,
but rather to catch the anomalous extemper
who isn't fully prepared. The impact of
cross-examination 1s important, but will
have a decisive impact only in isolated in-
stances.

Would extemp be aided by expanded
cross-examination use? Karen Jardine pro-
posed in a meeting of the California High
School Speech Association that cross-ex-
amination should either be used in all
rounds or no rounds at all”. The idea offers
advantages and downsides as well.

Emory Bucker wrote at the turn of the
century, "More cross-examination are sui-
cides than homicides." Bucker may have
struck on exactly the reason cross-exami-
nation shouldn't be expanded to all rounds
- extemporaneous suicide. If questioning
periods were expanded to all rounds, not
only would it be time consuming, it could
be impractical for tabulation purposes, as
coach Reed Niemi pointed out. Novice
extempers would be at a disadvantage’. A
novice extemper is still developing their skill
in analysis, and quick thinking, to add an-
other pressure of having to deal with more
experienced extempers could damage their
career, but also may discourage people from
becoming involved.

The cross-examination period, how-
ever, does have the potential to serve a
great purpose, outside of just the presti-
gious National Forensic League national
tournament. Nerman Kamel argues in 2003
that the limited use of cross-examination
damages extemp’. Kamel suggested the ex-
pansion of cross-examination to include fi-
nal rounds of all tournaments, as well as
possibly expanding to include semi-final
rounds at major tournaments. Certainly ex-
panding its use to NFL district final rounds
appears warranted.

The proposition of a cross-examina-
tion period in all final rounds has great va-
lidity. Cat Hormer Bennett clarified in July
of 2004 that current competitors are sent to
nationals with little to no questioning
preparation, and will often not gain enough
from cross-examination®. Nor will they be
able to do a good job. Expansion of cross-

< » Rostrum

examination into non-national champion-
ship final rounds would give those students
who consistently are competing at top lev-
els the opportunity to practice better their
trade, and become more skilled.

Kamel's other suggestion, the expan-
sion to include other influential rounds,
such as semi-finals, may pose some diffi-
culties. Once again Jesse French contends
that an expansion would only damage
extemp, for it would reduce the respect and
unique nature of the final round. 1t could
also unduly separate extempers too early,
so that those who haven't had the oppor-
tunity to make it to final rounds could have
an extra difficulty ever advancing so far.

The debate will undoubtedly con-
tinue. Should cross-examination be ex-
panded? The National Forensic League
should begin to publicly consider the im-
plications of the current system of cross-
examination. By using cross-examination in
all final rounds the four criteria for the pe-
riod would be most forwarded, and the NFL
may just be helping our beginning
extempers, rescuing an occasional future
freshman from my ignoble expetience.

Please Note: During its Fall 2004 meet-
ing, the NFL Executive Council lifted the
ban on cross-examination at NFL District
Tournament. The use of cross-examima-
tion in both International and U.S. Extemp
is now the decision of each individual
District committee.

*This paper was developed as part of a CDE summer
institute scholar's class on writing with William H.
Bermnett.

! "Analysis: The Forgotten Key to Extemp Success,”
Extempprep.org 17 July 2004,
<hitp:/fwww.extempprep.org/analysis. html>

2 William H. Bennett, "Strategies of Cross-Examina-
tion,” CDE Pre-Nationals Camp, Candlewood Suites,
Salt Lake City UT, 12 Jun. 2004.
#"Cross-Examination In Extemp,” Rostrum, ed. Feb.
1998., 17 July 2004 <hp./idebate.uvm. edu/NFL/
rostrumiib/CopelandFeb98. pdf>

4 Minutes from California High Sehool Speech Asso-
ciation 5/17/03.

 Minutes from the California High School Speech
Association 5/17/03.

¢ Jesse Freneh, personal interview, 20 Tuly 2004.

! Minutes from the California High School Speech
Association 5/17/03.

# Cat Homner Benneti, personal interview, 7/21/04.

(Scott Cheesewright is a senior at Durango
High School, in Durango, CO.)
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The National Forensic Consortium presents

THE NATIONAL DEBATE

INsTITUTE - D.C.
2005 Dates & Prices

PoLicy Novice PROGRAM
June 30 - Juwy 17, $1845
PoLicy 30 Rounp PrOGRAM
June 30 - Juy 17, $2365
LincoLN DoucLas PROGRAM
June 30 - Juwy 13, $1685

THe NaTionaL Desate 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 NDI-DChas a hand-picked
staffofthe best instructors in the nation, and the program curricula have been carefully developed and successfully
implemented over the last 10 years.

30-ROUND POLICY DEBATE PROGRAM . No other program in the country offers students the opportunity to improve
as quickly and extensively: each student is guaranteed the opportunity for:30 full-length debates with extensive post-round
critiques. Such concentrated and directed practice allows students to make improvments in argumentative sophistication
and technical proficiency thatnormally take a semester orlonger. The staffis carefully selected to provide a balance between
high school coaches, assistant coaches, and current college debaters, and the 4:1 student:staff ratio ensures that each student
will receive individualized feedback from every instructor.

Pouiicy peEBATE NOVICE PROGRAM . The curricu-
lum of the Novice Program is designed to help intro-
duce students with little to no experience to policy
debate. Through lectures, small group discussions and
classroom activities students will master the critical
thinking and public speaking skills necessary to suc-
ceed. Students will learn to apply their knowledge in
debate rounds through multiple critiqued practice de-
bates and argument drills and will graduate prepared to
compete during the 2005-2006 debate season.

LincoLn-DouGLas PrRoOGRAM: The NDI - D.C.
program focuses on the teaching of theory and technique
in combination with a balanced emphasis on practicumns
and original research. The program is designed to accom-
modate students of all levels of experience, with separate
labs and primary instructors for advanced and beginning
students as appropriate.

Conract Us:
Phone: 510-548-4800
Web: www.educationunlimited.com

email: debate @ educationunlimited.com
1700 Shattuck Ave. #3053, Berkeley, CA 94709




2003 International Summer
speech and Debate Institute

idea

LOCATION:

The institute will be held at the United World College of the Adriatic
campus, which is located on cliffs overlooking the beautiful Adriatic. In
addition to the formal sessions, the campus offers opportunities for swim-
ming, hiking and other outdoor activities. Siteseeing excursions to nearby
cities such as Venice and Trieste will be offered.

Date: June 30 - July 14, 2005

Lincoln-Douglas Debate & Speech

The L-D workshop will be for students wishing to work on 2005-2006
NFL debate topics. The Speech workshop will offer insttuction in Humor-
ous and Dramatic Interpretation, Original Oratory, and Extemporaneous
Speaking (including in-depth topic analysis). Students can cross-register
in speech and debate.

PRICE: 31,500 USD

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

Travel to and from Italy is not included. IDEA will be arranging
a group travel discount for students departing from and returning
to JFK International Airport in New York City.

What Makes Our Institute Unique:

Our camp provides the opportunity fot intensive debate and
speech preparation with the caring guidance of nationally rec-
ognized veteran coaches within an international community of
students. Past participants included students from the United
States as well as Uzbekistan, Macedonia, Slovenia, Azerbaijian,
Estonia, Albania, Croatia, Romania, Slovakia, Lithuania and

the Czech Republic.




= For further information contact:
Eric Di Michele (212) 288-1100, ext. 101,
edimiche@regis-nyc.org
Nina Watkins, IDEA (212) 548-0185,
’ nwatkins@idebate.org

STAFF:

Eric Di Michele (Institute Director) has been the speech & debate coach
at Regis High School in New York Cicy for over twenty years. His teams
have won the New York State Forensics Championship eleven times. He
has coached NFL national champions in Lincoln-Douglas Debate and
Foreign Extemp. (Seven of his students have been national finalists in
extemp). He was the co-chair of the NFL Lincoln-Douglas Debate Word-
ing Committee for five years. As a consultant with the Open Socicty
Institute, he has taught speech & debate seminars in over fifteen countries
— from Haiti to Uzbekistan.

Lydia Esslinger, long-time forensics coach and an NFL 5-diamond coach,
at Syosset High School on Long Island (NY), has extensive experience
in all areas of speech and debate. She has coached over twenty-five New
York State champions, and her students have advanced to semis and finals
in every event at CFL nationals. NFL achievements include semifinalists
and finalists in every speech event at nationals, a 1st place in Congress and

Dramatic Interpretation. Her past seven summers have been spent teach-
ing debate, extemp and interp in castern and central Europe, as a senior
consultant to the Open Society Institute. In her “day job” Mrs. Esslinger
teaches A.P. English, coaches acting, and has directed more than twenty
main stage musicals.

Noel Selegzi, (Guest Lecturer) has coached debate at Hunter College High
School in New York City for fifteen years. His teams have won numerous
tournament championships. In addition, he is the Executive Director of
IDEA. A student of social and political philosophy, he specializes in the
history of political thought ranging from the Ancient Greek philosophers
to contemporary political theory.

Marcin Zaleski obtained his International Baccalaureate ar the United
World College in Duino, Italy. In 1995 he became the coordinator of the
Polish debate program, and also wrote a book about debate. As a consul-
rant for the Open Society Institute, he conducted trainings throughout
Central and Eastern Europe. In 1999 Marcin was elected the President of
the Board of Directors of the International Debate Education Association
(IDEA), and continues to work as a debate trainer, curriculum developer
and a fundraiser for the debate program.

Additional Staff will be added in the
spring and will be posted on our website: www.idebate.org
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Speaking Across the Curriculum
Practical Ideas for Incorporating Listening and Epeak}ng Into the Classroom
The Galdormm: High Schoc & Cumoulum Commitiee

SPEANING RCNOSS
THECORRICHLOM

n l ! ' Speaking Across the Curriculum gives teachers ready-made speaking and listening activities that can be
— infused into any curriculum. Over 50 activiries help reachers encourage debate and discussion and teach
students speaking and listening skills. Students will learn how to outline a speech, build actve listening

. 4 A skills, develop a media presencadon, persuade an audience and speak spontaneously. Activities also help
.1 _ : J students analyze and evaluate arguments and sources, including web sites.
m Each activity includes background informarion, step-by-step procedure, materials needed, dps for reachers,
and assessment tocls as well as handoucs and evaluadon forms.

Price $24.95 / ISBN1-932716-00-9

SPEAK OUT!
A Guide to Middle Schoal Debate

i By John Maany and Ka

Speak Our!is a primer [or beginning and intermediate students pardicipating in class and contest debares.
Designed to support the Middle School Public Debate Program (MSPDP), the largest and fastest growing
middle school debate program in the world, it offers studenss clear, concise informarion on public speaking
| and dcbating. Combining the practical and theoretical, the text reaches srudents abour verbal and nonver-
| bal communication, how to research and present an argument, how to answer arguments, how to develop
1 : debate strategics and how to conduct a formal debate. Exercises following each section give students
| | hands-on experience with each topic.

| Price $22.95 / ISBN1-932716-02-5

Argument and Audience:
Presenting Debates in Public Seftings
Ken Broda-Bahm and Daniiela Kempf

SOURCEBOOKS ON CONTEMPORARY CONTROVERSIES

Aids, Drugs and Scociety
Anna Alexandrova (Editor)

Discovering the World Through Debate: A Practical Guide

to Ectucational Debate for Debaters, Judges and Coaches
(revised and enlarged adition)
William Drisceli and Joseph Zompeti

Many Sides : Debate Across the Curriculum
Alfred C. Snider and Maxwel Schnurer

Art, Argument and Advocacy:
Mastering Parliamentary Debate
John Meany and Kate Shuster

On That Pointl: An Infroduction to Parliamentary Debate
John #Meany and Kate Shuster

The Debatabase Book:
A Must-Have Guide for Successful Debate
By the Editors of DEBATABASE

Globalization and the Poor: Exploitation or
Equalizer? - William Driscotl and Julie Clark (Editoss)

Roma Rights: Race, Justice and Strategies for
Equality - Claude Cahn (Editor)

The Drug Dilemma: Responding to a Growing Crisis
Jason Stone and Andrea Stene (Editors}

The International Criminal Court:
Giobal Politics and the Quest for Justice
Joseph P. Zompetfi and Suzette W. Zompetti (Editors)

European Union: Challenges and Promises of a new Enlarge-
ment - Anca Pusca (Edior)

War on Drugs, HiV/ AIDS and Human Rights
Kasia Malinowska- Sempruch and Richard Elovich (Editors)




The International Debate Education Association and Willamette University are

pleased to announce the first annual

International Tournament
of Champions for High School
Parliamentary Debate

Willametie ﬂmwersnw Salem, Oregon / May 21- 23, 2005

.

72 teams will be invited to participate in this tournament.

The tournament will feature 6 preliminary rounds. All teams
with records of 4-2 are guaranteed to clear into elimination
rounds.

Rounds will begin at 1:.00pm on May 21st and run through
the early afternoon of the 23rd.

Teams arriving on the morning of the 21st are welcome to
attend a parliamentary debate workshop at Willamette Uni-
versity hosted by the university’s forensics program.

Costs:

Registration fee for this tournament is $50 per team and
will include dinner on the 21th and 22nd, lunch on the 22nd
and an awards brunch on the 23rd. Registration fees will
be waived for international participants.

Housing:

Housing for this tournament is available in Willamette dormi-
tories (singles and double rooms are available} for a modest
fee.

In addition, blocks of rooms will be reserved at nearby hotels.

Applications for this event are will be available beginning
September 1st at: www.idebate.org/HSparli.

Applications will be accepted through April 1, 2005 or until
all 72 spots have been filled.

For more information please contact:

Robert Trapp (trapp@willamette.edu) or Noel Selegzi
(nselegzi@idebate.org).



Debate & Oral

Interpretation Camp

Make the Connection this sunumer at the
Debate & Oral Interpretation Camp
v Sunday, July 24 - Saturday, July 30, 2005.

v Your option to participate in resoiutional analysis from the following:
Lincoin-Dougias or Individual Events,

v One-on-One Individual Attention.

v Utilize o laptop computer on a wireless campus in Yankton,
S0, overlacking the Missauri River.

« Cost is only $385 before July 1; enroliment is limited.

For mote information call

MouUNT MARTY 1-800-658-4552

—————— COLLEGE ———————— or visit |

www.mtmc.edu

Yankion, South Dakoia

SpeechGeek.com is the forensic
community’s newest source for quality,
affordable performance material and
gear. Each issue of Speech Geek costs

only $25 and contains five scripfts.

That's way less than other forensic
publishers! Why waste time pouring over
material when you can be
practicing, polishing and winning?

N ol eis SUNERIan e Se e VR atiiliG ..
Ml SpeG TS IEate B e kel ,




Lincoln Douglas and Individual Events

July 30 - August 12, $1770

Lincoln Douglas Extended Week /

Parliamentary Debate

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

Phone

650-723-9086

Web

www.snfi,org

Lincoln Douglas, Individual Events
and Parliamentary Debate

E-mail
info@snfi.org

Everything A Debate Camp Ought To Be:

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

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

= Non-Profit; SNFi is managed by and for Stanford University’s debate team.

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

¢ The 3 Week Program: The outstanding highlight of this program will be an extra
20 fully critiqued practice rounds! Students attending other camps during the
summer can avail themselves of this one week experience or students in the
regular camp can extend their stay for a total of 30 practice rounds between the
two programs! All these practice debates are followed by expert criticism and
discussion for improvement.

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

= Superior Faculty: Initially confirmed staff for summer 2005 inctude;

Dr. Michael Major, Program Director

Jon Gegenhiemer, formerly of Georgetown University
John Lynch, The Head-Royce School

Ranjeet Sidhu, University of California, Los Angeles
Hetal Doshi, formerly of Emory University

Cherian Koshy, formerly of Apple Valley High School
Seth Halvorson, Columbia University

Jonathan Alston, Newark Science High School
Jason Fernandez, University of lowa Law

Kelsey Olson, Loyola Marymount University

Josh Anderson, University of Puget Sound

Colin Goodson, Apple Valley High School

Josh Fulwiler, Tulane University

Samira Vachani, Wellesley College




| 2 week session:
'I July 10-July 22, 2005
| $1300.00

BAYLOR UNIVERSITY

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

+ Ouistanding Faculty at every level

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

+ Extensive library resources for all of our students
Students have access to the physical and electronic holdings of the Baylor

University libraries. In addition, a reserve collection created just for our
workshop, will assist students in preparing for their upcoming season,

¢ Challenging curriculum for every experience level

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

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

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

For teachers we emphasize the information necessary to administer a
speech program and to effectively prepare your students

BAYLOR UNIVERSITY
DEBATERS AND TEAGHERS' WORKSHOP

We offer instruction at the novice, junior varsity and varsity level

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

Dr. Matt Gerber
P.O. Box 97368
Waco, TX 76798-7368
Phone254-710-1621 Fax: 254-710-1563
Email: Mate_Gerber@baylor.edu
www.baylordebate.com

POLIGY, LD AND TURNER DEBATE
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The 2005 NDCA Convention

By Tara Tate

As part of the mission to fur-
ther professicnal development for
coaches in Policy and Lincoln-Dou-
glas debate, the National Debate
Coaches Association will sponsor
their 2005 convention on April 1 in
Atlanta, GA. The convention will be
held in conjunction with Wooedward
Academy’s Novice and Junior Var-
sity National Champienships and
will be held at the Hilton — Atlanta
airport.

The convention will offer pan~
els to directors and students for the
purpose of fostering growth provid-
ing forums for discussion about
ways to improve the activity. We
hope that the planned panels will be
avenues to further debate education
for both coaches and students. Pro-
fessional development credits wilk
be available to coaches who partici-
pate.

The convention will highlight
topics of interest to Policy and Lin-
coln-Douglas debate coaches and
students. The NDCA will also try to
branch out this year and include a
panel that discusses ways of incor-
porating Student Congress and Pub-
lic Forum into debate curriculums.

One of the highlights of the
2005 NDCA Cenvention will be a
panel presentation by Dr. David
Glass on the 2005-2006 civil liberties
policy topic. Dr. Glass is the presi-
dent of the National Debate Coaches
Association, author of the civil lib-
erties topic paper, and successful

coach at Edgemont High School (NY).
We are excited to be able to provide
this unigue opportunity to coaches and
students of policy debate. We are ex-
cited to be able to provide one of the
first public presentations on next
year’s topic by one of its crafters. This
is a “must-sec” for anyone who wants
to get a jumpstart on next year’s topic.

Another panel for coaches of
policy debate will focus on critical ar-
guments, presented by Jenny Heidt,
director of Westminster (GA) and
coach of the 2002 TOC champions. This
presentation will focus on some of the
cutting-edge directions that critical ar-
guments have undergone recently and
how coaches can best teach those tech-
niques to their debaters. The panel
discussion will also focus on ways
coaches can teach their debaters to
better answer critical arguments,

Innovations in Lincoln-Douglas
debate will also be showcased. As an
outgrowth from a forum held at The
2004 Glenbrooks, panels are tentatively
scheduled that deal with the new di-
rections that are occurring in regards
to Lincoln-Douglas theory. Other Lin-
coln-Douglas panels are being consid-
ered as additions to the program.

Back by popular demand will be a
panel presentation for students on
judging debates. Many high school
juniors and seniors will be judging at
the Junior Varsity and Novice National
Championships. The NDCA feels that
this panel has empirically provided an
invaluable teaching tool to high school

Hearing

from
NDCA

debaters as they develop their judging
skills. This panel will be presented by
Dan Lingel, director at Dallas Jesuit
(TX) and former president of the NDCA,
and Kevin Hamrick, director at Lake-
land (NY).

Another feature of this year’s
convention is a “Lesson Plan Swap.”
Individuals wanting to participate in
this curriculum trade should bring
twenty-five copies of their favorite les-
son plan, with compiete explanations
of objectives, activities, and lecture
content. Participants will swap their
lesson plans with others. The NDCA
hopes this allows coaches to take back
knowledge and tangible opportunities
that can be immediately implemented
into their curricula.

We hope you and your students
will utilize this unique opportunity to
participate in the NDCA Cenventien in
April. Any member of the NDCA is al-
lowed to participate as well as any stu-
dent whose coach is a member. To be-
come a member, please visit our website
at www.thendca.com. We hope to see
you in Atlanta!

(Tara Tate is Director of Debate,
Glenbrook Scuth High School, IL.
Tara is a member of the Executive
Board, NDCA and Chairperson for
the 2005 NDCA Convention).
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Summer of Champions 2005!

“Developing

Champions
One Round
On the campus of at a
St Edwards University _ B
Austin, TX Time.
LD Staff: Policy Staff:

Dave Huston, Highland Park HS, TX
Shelley Livaudais, Lake Travis HS, TX
Joey Seiler, University of Texas, TX
Kris Wright, Marcus HS/Univ. of Texas

Sara Baker, Notre Dame HS , CA

Mark Batik, J.D., Glenbrook North HS, IL
Alex Pritchard, Westwood HS, TX

Tyson Smith, lfowa City West HS, 1A

Sean Tiffee, Hays HS, TX

Brett Wallace, George Washington Univ,, D.C.

Research Assistants:

Seth Gannon, Woodward Academy, GA

Ingrid Goncalves, Univ. of Chicago/
Greenhill School

Other RAs to Be Announced Soon!

Guest Lecturers:

Dr. Scott Deatherage, Northwestern Univ.
Alison Werner-Smith, ID, University of lowa

¢ Curriculum centered on Argumentation Institute Dates:
Skills, Theory Seminars, and Winning _
Strategies, including Low Student-Teacher Policy Debate: July 3-22

Ratios and In-Depth, Topic-Specific Analysis _
Lincoln Douglas Debate: July 3-15

Outstanding Research Availability, including
Free Access to Lexis-Nexis and Wireless Teacher Institute: July 10-15
Connections in All Campus Dorms and

Classrooms
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SUIT COUNTRY

FORENSICS INSTITUTE

Workshop in Policy Debate,
Lincoln Douglas Debate,
Public Forum
and Individual Events

July 17-30, 2005

YR
VA

DIXIE STATE
COLLEGE LF UTAH

Steve Bringhurst
(435) 6527901
brings@dixie.edu

Sun Counfry Forensics
3505 Mulberry Drive
St George, UT 84790

“Sun Country Forensics Institute is a great experience for
debaters at all levels, novice to national caliber would benefit
from this institute,”

Dan Shalmon, 2001 Cupeland Award recipient; debating at UC Berkeley; 2000 lab leader

THE PROGRAM — The Policy, LD and Public farum programs offer an interactive
learning environment for students af all levels [beginning, intermediate, advanced).
Learning is targeted to bath natianal circuit debaters and regional compefitors. The
instructional staff includes accomplished callegiate and high school caaches as well
as current callegiate debaters who are former NFL, Catholic and TOC Natianal
quolifiers.

OPPORTUNITY — Chaose either Palicy Debole or lincoln-Douglas Debate or
Public Forum and receive instruction and practice in individual evenis for na additional
cast. Debate labs are scheduled ta promate both debate and [E experience.

EXPERIENCED STREF — Ashley Anderson |Hallins Callege, YA); Stan Banks
{Bingham High, UT); Corol Borella (Weber St., UT); Travis Cochran (The Meadows,
NV}; Ryan Hoglund [Rawlond Holl, UT}; Kirk Knutson (The Meadaws, NV); Dave
Morquartt (U. of Richmand, VA}; Mory McDonnell (luan Diego High, UT); Melindo
Murphy (Albuguerque Academy, NM|; Luke O'Connell (Cotholic U., DC); Kim
Pullon {Pine View High, UT); Leslie Robineft (Jordan High, UT); Mike Shackelford
(Weber 5t., UT); Ben Warner {Southwest Missouri Stale)

CURRICULUM

POLICY — Lectures facus on the tapic, debate theory, unique and rival views of
pasitions, and “culting edge” argumentotion. Labs focus on research, position

briefing, refutation, rebuttol reworks, delivery, and proctice.

L0 — Lectures focus on philosaphy, values, criteria development, and several
relevant topics. Labs focus an affirmative and negative case construction,

delivery, research, and praclice.

PuBLIC FORUM — lectures and lobs focus on current event reseorch, crossfire
cross examinolian skills, argumentation, refutaiion, persuasion, and practice.

\f — Lectures and practice for all NFL events.

17 CRITIQUED ROUNDS — There will be 8 tournament rounds and

4 practice rounds [minimum).

RESEARCH FACILITIES

Dixie Stote College features o “state of the ort” computer lab.

* Each student will have full fime internet access including LEXIS-NEXIS and EBSCO.

¢ The institute library will cantoin over 300 books fram the University of Utah Library.

* All evidence is shared. The insfitute functions as a research team to produce
a high quality, uniform set of relevant evidence. includes 8 affirmatives, 12
offcose pasitions {DA's, caunier plans, kritiks).

(OLLEGE CREDIT — Each student will receive three (3) hours of fransferable
college credit {COMM 2020).

(OsT

$575 includes room {apartments, oir conditioned, pool) and board
{lunch and dinner)

Fly in/out of Las Vegas. NV.
$330 for commuters {no room and board)
Lab Fees {moximum]: Policy $60 / LD $30 / Forum $20

(OACHEs WORKSHOP
July 17-23, 2005

Coaches will recelve lesson plans far lupic anolysis, AR. and Neg. policy posilians, debate theory, LD

philasaphy, criteria and values, public farum and all NFL individual events.

COST
$345 includes room and board » $215 for commuters




<> NFL DISTRICT STANDINGS
(as of February 1, 2005)

Rank Change District Average No. Degrees Leading Chapter No. of Degrees
1 - Three Trails (KS) 220 Blue Valley North HS 544
2 +1 Calif. Coast 177 Leland High School 670
3 +2 Northern South Dakota 171 Watertown High School 413
4 +2 Heart Of America (MO) 169 Independence Truman HS 401
5 -1 Sunflower (KS) 168 Wichita East High School 287
6 -4 East Kansas 162 Shawnee Mission East HS 526
7 -- East Los Angeles 159 Gabrielino High School 699
8 +1 Show Me (MO) 158 Belton High School 401
9 -1 [lini (IL) 153 Downers Grove South HS 392
9 +4  Northern Ohio 153 Canfield High School 248
1 -1 Kansas Flint-Hills 145 Washburn Rural High School 363
12 -1 San Fran Bay (CA) 144 James Logan High School 702
13 +1 New York City 140 Regis High School 448
14 -2 West Kansas 139 McPherson High School 362
14 +7 Montana 139 Flathead Co High School - 388
16 -- Rushmore (SD) 137 Sioux Falls Lincoln HS 374
17 +1 Nebraska 133 Millard North High School 346
18 -1 Rocky Mountain-South (CO} 131 Lakewood High School 228
19 -4 Central Minnesota 128 Eastview High School 310
20 -2 Northern lllinois 126 Glenbrook North High School 355
21 -3 Florida Manatee 124 Nova High School 464
22 - Northwest Indiana 122 Plymouth High School 407
22 +4  Ozark (MO) 122 Central HS - Springfield 357
24 -~ Eastern Missouri 120 Pattonville High School 263
25 +1 North East Indiana 118 Chesterton High School 600
26 -1 Southern Minnesota 116 Eagan High School 347
27 +2 South Texas 115 Bellaire High School 730
28 -6 South Kansas 114 El Dorado High School 245
29 -3 Eastern Ohio 113 Perry High School 359
30 -- New England (MA-NH) 112 Lexington High School 390
30 +11  Inland Empire {(WA) 112 Gonzaga Prep High School 204
32 -- Florida Panther 109 Trinity Preparatory School 252
33 -1 Nebraska South 106 Lincotn East High School 297
34 - Utah-Wasatch 104 Sky View High School 242
35 -4 Carver-Truman {MO) 103 Neosho High School 427
36 +1 Hole In The Wall (WY) 102 Cheyenne East High School 31
37 -3 Great Salt Lake 101 Skyline High School 224
38 +1 Golden Desert {NV) 99 Green Valley High School 216
39 +1 Sundance (UT) 98 Bingham High School 260
40 -8 Michigan 96 Portage Central High School 219
41 +5  Idaho 93 Skyline High School 239
41 - South Carolina 93 Riverside High School 386
41 -4 Northern Wisconsin 93 Appieton East High School 297
44 -3 Southern California 92 La Costa Canyon High School 211
44 +2 North Coast (OH) 92 Gilmour Academy 278
46 -5 New Mexico 91 Albugquergque Academy 245
47 -6 Sierra {CA) 30 Sanger High School 282
48 +2 East Texas 88 Dulles High School 217
49 +1 Central Texas 87 Winston Churchill HS 338
50 -- Arizona 86 Desert Vista High School 300
50 -~ New Jersey 86 Ridge High School 279
52 -2 Southern Wisconsin 85 Marquette Univ High School 221
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Rank Change District

53
54
54
56
56
58
58
58
61
62
62
64
64
64
64
64
69
69
69
72
72
74
74
76
77
77
79
79
81
82
82
84
85
86
87
88
89
89
91
91
91
94
95
96
97
98
99
100
101
102
103
104

-5
+2
-6
+3
+3
-1
+1
+1
+14
+1
-5
-9
+1
-1
+1
+4
-1
-1
-4
-4
+1
+3
-6
+4
+6
-4
-1
+5
-1
-2
-7
+1
-7
-1
-2
+1
-1
+1
+3
+2
-4
-1
-2

Greater lllinois

Hoosier Crossroads (IN)
North Dakota Roughrider
Colorado

West lowa

Rocky Mountain-North (CO)
Vailey Forge (PA)

Lone Star {TX)

Western Ohio

Heart Of Texas

North Texas Longhorns
Ceep South (AL)

Big Valley (CA)
Pittsburgh

Western Washington
Wind River (WY)

West Los Angeles
Colorado Grande
Space City (TX)

West Oklahoma

West Texas

Kentucky

Northern Lights (MN)
East Cklahoma
Hoosier Heartland {IN)
Tennessee

Georgia Southern Peach
South Cregon
Mississippi

New York State

North Oregon

East lowa

Sagebrush (NV)

Gulf Coast (TX)
Louisiana

Tarheel East (NC)
Florida Sunshine
Carolina West (NC)
Pennsylvania

WI(TX)

Puget Sound (WA)
South Florida

Georgia Northern Mountain
Hawaii

Chesapeake (MD)

Tall Cotton TX)
Mid-Atlantic (VA & MD)
Maine

Capitol Valley {(CA)
Iroquois (NY)

West Virginia

Pacific Islands (GU)

NFL DISTRICT STANDINGS

Average No. Degrees

84
83
83
82
82
80
80
80
79
78
78
77
77
77
77
77
76
76
76
74
74
73
73
71
69
69
68
68
67
66
66
65
63
62
60
59
58
58
56
56
56
55
53
51
50
49
48
46
39
37
33
19

<. > Rostrum < »

Leading Chapter
Harrisburg High School

Brebeuf Jesuit Prep/ind'pls No Central

Fargo South High School
Cherry Creek High School
Dowling Catholic HS
Greeley Central High School
Pennsbury High School
Plano Sr High School

Sylvania Northview/Beavercreek HS

Carroll High School

Plano East Sr High School
The Montgomery Academy
Fred C Beyer High School
North Allegheny Sr High School
Gig Harbor High School

Kelly Walsh High School
Loyola High School

Centennial High School

Alief Taylor HS

Norman North High School

El Paso Coronado High School
Rowan County Sr High School
Moorehead Senior High School
Jenks High School

West Lafayette High School
Morristown West High School
Starr's Mill High Schoeol
Ashland High School
Hattiesburg High School
Monticello Central High School
Gresham-Barlow High Schoo!
West High School - lowa City
Reno High School

Gregory Portland High Scholl
St Thomas More High School
Cary Academy

Academy of the Holy Names
Myers Park High School
Greensburg Salem High School
Princeton High School
Kentwood High School
Michael Krop High School
Henry W Grady High School
Kamehameha Schools
Baltimore City College HS

Big Spring High School
Randolph Macon Academy
Poland Regional High School
Granite Bay High School

R. L. Thomas High School
Parkersburg South High School
Harvest Christian Academy

No. of Degrees

159
202
205
328
248
223
171
253
118
211
194
286
232
198
215
172
158
203
188
214
154
163
258
251
184
148
210
112
156
121
171
245
177
203
180
163
119
213
153
198
109
122
191
238
123
123
153

86
100

96

40

50

103
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Meet Sarah

Best Wishes
from

The NFL Staff

It is our pleasure to introduce to
the NFL, Ms, Sarah Louise Gildea. Al-
though Sarah has only been a member
of the NFL staff for a short time, her
history with the NFL is quite impres-
sive. Sarah earned membership in the
NFL as a student at Ankeny High School
in lowa on January 23rd, 1997. She
enjoyed an outstanding high school de-
bate and speech career. In both 1999
and 2000, Sarah qualified for the NFL
National Speech Tournament. She re-
ceived her Quad Ruby in 2000.

After leaving Ankeny High School,
Sarah attended the University of Iowa
where she eamed a Bachelor of Arts
Degree in Political Science and a Cer-
tificate in the Philosophy and Ethics of
Politics, Law, and Economics Program.
During her four years at the U of I, Sa-
rah worked as an assistant debate and
speech coach at lowa City West High
School.

During the summer of 2003 and
the spring of 2004, Sarah worked in both
Italy and Germany for the United States
Army as a ¢ivilian contractor in the Mo-
rale, Recreation, and Welfare Depart-
ment. In the summer of 2004, Sarah
began an 8-month internship with the
NFL. Her primary responsibilities have
been to organize and implement an ini-
tiative entitled The People Speak,

which is a public discussion program
sponsored in joint partnership with the
United Nations Foundation.

In addition to her outstanding work
on The People Speak, Sarah has as-
sisted in many important projects in the
national office. For example, she has
created many new pages of the NFL
website, including pritnary work on the
new “Coach Resource” section. Sa-
rah has also developed the inittal orga-
nizational structures for the new NFL
Teacher Workshop Program. She has
served as an assistant editor for Ros-
trum and has been responsible for de-
signing and authoring the coach profile
and student challenge sections in each
menth’s issue. Sarah has been a true
asset to the League over the past 8
months.

In May, Sarah will begin a sum-
mer internship in Austria with the United
States Department of State working for
the U.S. Mission to the Organization for
Security and Cooperation in Europe.
After her work with the State Depart-
ment, Sarah plans to attend graduate
school in Germany where she will pur-
sue a Master of Public Policy Degree.

&» Rostrum
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Photo by Sandy Krueger

“Interning for the NFL has been
an interesting, educational, and

entertaining experience.”

Meet Sarah

Top Ten favorites...

1. Traveling

2. Spending time with friends/family
3. Laughing

4. Meeting new people

5.
6
7
8

Making a valid & sound argument

. Reading
. Singing along to the car radio
. Listening to a new CD for the

firsttime

. Watching movies
10.

Peanut-butter chocolate malts

L 4 -



THE CAPITOL CLASSIC
DEBATE INSTITUTE

Washingronr D. C. ‘l

RETURNS FOR A SIXTH CONSECUTIVE YEAR IN JUNE 2005
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F MNATIONANL
FORENSIC
L EAG L E J say it well, The National Forensic

Mo matter how much you have to
‘ say, no one will listen if you can't

Thsnig yuth fir doukwsip League helps high-school students
develop a vital leadership skill:
communication. That's why
Lincoln Financial Group is a

proud sponsor of the NFL Prepare

to take your place among today's
leaders. Call 920-748-6206 to

ask about joining the National
Forensic League.

BI003 Lincoln National Corporation. Leln Anancal Group s the matkaing nama
CRNDI0A-5946

| i\
. .:H‘\'
= —?@3 Mational Tt:uumama&hflcrs

= I, »

Find
your
voice!

M Lincoln

Financial Group®

it saliiritns oo merld

far Lincoin Matieonsl Corp.and s affiliates.






