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CDE W. Bennett

For Beginners

BEGINNING DEBATE is designed for the student who has no knowledge of team
debate. Step-by-step each chapter introducers him (or her) to what it takes to com-
pete successfully at the novice and junior varsity level.

The text is not tied to any specific topic. You can use this book with any topic in
any policy debate class. And it is not necessary that the teacher know debate. The
learning experiences in the book, the simple short text, and the TEACHER'S
GUIDE (included free with orders of 10 or more books) make this a book that the
novice coach will enjoy as well as the novice debater.

The 13 simple chapters include over 50 learning experiences (crossword puz-
zles, word searches, quizzes, discussion questions, library forms, work-sheet,
self-tests, and more). Every chapter starts by telling the student why this concept
is important to know and then explains it in easy-to-understand language. ‘“‘How
To"' advice is integrated into every appropriate chapter, and in the learning
experiences at the end of the chapter.

Chapter topics, in order, are: Why Debate, Basic Ideas & Words, Rules &
Speaker Duties, Introduction To Research, Writing A Block, Writing An Affirmative
Case, Practice Debates & Tournaments, Flowsheeting, Voting Issues, Cross-
Examination, Delivery & Ethics, Counterplans.

The author is WILLIAM BENNETT, cne of the nation’s outstanding teachers. Mr.

Bennett is a past National Debate Champion and has coached several National
Champions.

One copy is $19.95, orders of ten or more are $15.00 each. One free TEACHER'S
GUIDE is included with each order of ten or more. Or you can buy the guide for $24.00.

VARSITY DEBATE is designed for second and third year students. It assumes
that the students already have a modest introduction to theory. This is a long,
complete book. . . not a superficial or quick read. Chapters are self-contained so
that you can pick and choose which sections to use and in the order you want.
Topics covered include:
e Kritiks
e Permutations
¢ Paradigms
* Advanced and Team Flowing
* Topicality
* Aff. Case Writing
* Decision Rules
¢ Parametrics
* Game Playing
* Research Methods
* Negative Block Construction
* Psychology
* Cross-Ex Methods
e Narratives
¢ Incrementalism
¢ Topical Counterplan
¢ Fiat Disputes
e Debaters’ Dictionary
* Policy verses stock issues
» Affirmative responses to common negative attacks
¢ Computer based research techniques

ORDER TODAY, you’ll be glad you did.

$29 for one
$24 each for seven or more

CDE, P.0. Box Z, Taos, NM 87571

THE BEST BOOK 4’4\
EVER WRITTEN ON\%
EXTEMPORANEOUS
SPEAKING

The Enlightened Storyteller
by Elijah Yip

Extemp and Extemp Commentary have long
lacked a quality work to guide the student to
success. HERE IT IS. Don't wait to order this
magnificent educational book.

Included are sections on preparation, research,
filing technigues, introductions, conclusions,
organizational patterns, fluency, practice devices,
critiquing, learning, blocking issues, and much
more.

And after the beautifully done and developed
text there are specialty articles to help you on
commentary, history and examples in extemp,
how to invest your research dollar, generic verses
topic specific introductions, advanced
organizational options, and much more.

It's the key tool that beginners need and
experienced students must have.

$27.00 for one copy, $18.00 each for 6 or more.
Au_thor: E. Yip

(505) 751-0514




THE CRUCIAL COACHING
TEXT AND TOOL
FOR DRAMATIC INTERPRETATION

A beautiful book fuli of insight, knowledge, and guidance. One of America’s premiere
theatre and coaching figures shares the essentials and learning and winning.

Sections include:

History and Purpose

Rules and Purpose

Finding and Selecting the Cutting(s)
Writing the Introduction

Using Your Body

Using Your Face and Voice

Creating and Perfecting the Theme CDE
Character creation and separation

Developing the plan to perfect the presentation
A source list of cutting possibilities

Also included are rule variations, regional variations, differences between high school and college interpretation, and
articles on postic interp, interpretation controversies, and coaching hints from national award winners.
Place your order today.

$24.00 for one book. $16.00 each for six or more. Use the order form (insert).

DRAMATIC

and Poetic

INTERPRETATION

Betty Whitlock

cox Nationally successful Interpretation competitors know that recent material has an advan-
tage. In these two publications Ted Scutti lists and carefully describes contemporary mate-
rial, what type of personality and desired effects each best fits, and what the setting and cen-

Humorous and Dramatic

INTERPRETATION
CUTTINGS LISTS tral idea are.
e Mr. Scutti, a multiple National Champion, also provides the sources the material can be
—— obtained from. Approximately 200 cuttings described in each.
— $15 for either the DRAMATIC INTERPRETATION CUTTINGS LISTS or the HUMOROUS

INTERPRETATION CUTTINGS LISTS, or both for $24.00.

A WONDERFUL
TEXT FOR
YOUR CLASS

Your beginning speech class will learn more and enjoy doing it with
this marvelous new textbook. Written by some of America’s finest
speech teachers the 40 activities are easily organized and brilliantly
explained.

From a first section on “Getting Students Started” to the last page

SUCCESSFUL SPEECH

40 Activities For The Beginning Class

Carol Anderson
Cat Bennett
Norma Garrett

Bob Jones

James Menchinger
L.D. Naegelin

Noel Trujillo

Cal Vandehoff

oy,

each of the 40 parts is simple yet complete, fun, and a pleasure to
use. Activities include: giving an informative speech, the sales speech,
mock trials, speech as a career tool, appearance as a communication
tool, ice breakers, impromptu speeches, the auction speech, group
work, an introduction to student congress, and the current events
speech.

Available plastic bound and paperback. Single copies are $29. 10 or

more $24 each. To order use the order form. Teacher’s Edition free
with order of ten books or more. Single Teacher’s Edition copy $45.00.

EtA. CDE
SECTIONS ON
Starting Off On The Right Foot
Practical Public Speaking

CHAPTERS ABOUT
Getting Students Started
Breaking The ce

Scholarships
The Salesman's Last Name
Mock Trial

Sales Presentation
Lincoln Douglas Debate
Rhetorical Criticism

Impromptu Speaking
Storytelling
Current Events Speeches

Communication Concerns Utilizing Video Portfolios Poetry Interpretation Policy Debate Group Communication
Group Communication Humor in Public Speaking Eulogy: A Fond Farewell Speech and Politics Student Congress
The Speech Teacher Nonverbal Communication nformative Speeches Advertising Constructing A Speech Course

Appearance as Communication The Persuasive Speech Speech As A Career Tool

CDE, p.0. Box Z, Taos, NM 87571




FROM NTC... ALL-NEW...
COMPLETELY REVISED 4TH EDITION!

: . ke Spee
Porifolio Pn;(lacm:liyi(ies ] S;.rve

The text that has improved students’ speaking and listening skills in courses
nationwide is now a comprehensive program that includes everything you
need to develop these skills in a logical, motivating manner:

@ FULL-COLOR STUDENT TEXT. Logically builds on existing skills in an “explain” and
“do” approach. Comprehensive coverage of every important speech topic—plus activities,
cooperative learning and critical thinking projects.

@ “WRAP-AROUND” ANNOTATED TEACHER'’S EDITION. Features on-page
information and teaching suggestions “wrapped around” actual Student Text
pages. Assessment tools, SCA guidelines, unit and chapter planners.

@ A WEALTH OF ANCILLARY MATERIAL. Teacher's Resource Kit, FOR DEm__"'s AND
Portfolio Product Activities, Assessment Strategies Test Book, Speech PRICING ORMATION
Library, Speech Strategies and Answer Key, Computerized Testmaker, CALL

Audiocassette, and Video Kit. 1-800-323-4900

0000000000000 060600000000080000600000000000000000s00sODS

&National Textbook Company
NIC

a division of NTC Publishing Group

4255 West Touhy Avenue * Lincolnwood, IL 60646-1975
1-800-323-4900 or 1-847-679-5500 » FAX: 1-847-679-2494 * E-mail: NTCPUB2@AOL.COM ADLLIS/L/ROS
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On the Cover: Lincoln Life President Jon
Boscia with L/D National
Champion Dan Vukelich

December: Focus on Coaches and Coaching .

LINCOLN LIFE: AN APPRECIATION

For the third consecutive year Lincoln Life is
the national sponsor of NFL's largest and most
popular event - Lincoln Douglas Debate. Lincoln
Life's sponsorship has been widely praised by de-
baters and coaches in all 100 NFL districts.

The financial support given by Lincoln Life
to NFL was sorely needed and is deeply appreci-
ated. NFL's programs to "train youth for leader-
ship” can not exist without corporate and founda-
tion support.

The generous scholarships
presented to the Lincoln Douglas
national champions are a spec-
tacular recognition of their debat- |
ing excellence as well as an impor-
tant incentive for all L/D partici-
pants. (The grand beau geste of
President Jon Boscia, who an-
nounced to the awards assembly
crowd at the Nova Nationals, "Let's
double the scholarships” was a
ringing affirmation of L/D debate
and its participants.

The well chosen district
qualifier awards, elegant histori-
cal volumes about Abraham Lin-
coln and fun Lincoln Life L/D
Sweatshirts, are a most welcome
reward for hardworking debaters
who excel at the district level. And special pre-
sentation luncheons held in some districts gener-
ate fine publicity for the student debaters and the
activity itself.

Above all, the very best thing about NFL's
relationship with Lincoln Life is that Lincoln
people care: about values, about students, about
education. The presence of Lincoln Life President

Jon Boscia
President, Lincoln Life

Jon Boscia at the National Tournament, with sev-
eral regional CEO's and top home office execu-
tives, is a personal statement of the support that
should make every NFL citizen proud. For these
executives to interrupt their busy schedules to
attend district and national events to celebrate
student achievement, speaks volumes about what
kind of company is Lincoln Life and what kind of
people work there.

Jon Boscia and his staff (es-
pecially Vice-President Art Ross
the original supporter of Lincoln
Life L/D and hardworking com-
munications specialist Amy
Haycox) are constantly looking
for new ways to promote L/D De-
bateand reward NFL students: A
major publicity campaign isin the
works; an internship program
where national winners work at
Lincoln during college vacations
has been announced.

Lincoln Life is determined to
improve the quality of life in
Anmerica. The wonderful Lincoln
Museum highlights the important
past events in thelife of the Great
Emancipator. The new "Spirit of
Lincoln Award" seeks to honor a
Lincolnesque figure at the present moment, in
whom lies the Lincoln legacy of truth and fair
dealing. And NFL Lincoln Life Lincoln Douglas
Debate trains youth in values debating so that
they may impact the future.

Lincoln Life and Lincoln Douglas Debate. It's
the perfect fit! And NFL says to the Good People
at Lincoln Life, "Thank you!"

The Rostrum provides an open forum for the forensic communit v. The opinions expressed by contributors to the Rostrum are
their own and not necessarily the opinions of the National Forensic League, its officers or members. The National Forensic
League does not recommend or endorse advertised products and services unless offered directl 'y from the NFL office.
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On File

A ready-made file for extemporaneous speakers.
A first-stop research tool for debaters.

Discover how easy it is to
research complex issues
and stay abreast of contemporary

thinking with the new Issues
and Controversies On File.

Each bi-weekly issue brings you
evenhanded, up-to-the-minute

coverage of the most pressing

debates in the nation. It’s a com-

plete, convenient resource, one your school will use again and again.

Each issue supplies you with...

An overview and analysis of three hot topics

Pros and cons of every issue

Background information to put it in context

Facts and statistics to back up the arguments

Key words to incorporate into speeches and debates
Up-to-date contact information

Extentensive bibliographies to continue research

A comprehensive index to pinpoint information.

For fast facts and balanced stories of every important issue in
the news, get Issues and Controversies On File: the best new

periodical for debaters and extemporaneous speakers.

To Order: Call Toll-Free 1-800-322-8755

Fax Toll-Free 1-800-678-3633

s e Cumulatlve |ndex every month:’ -

. xSturdy 3-post binder for
o mstormg issties and mdexes '

GLOBAL WARMING
MEDICARE & MEDICAID
DEALTH PENALTY
ABORTION

AIDS FUNDING

‘OFFICIAL ENGLISH’
LAWS

LOBBYING REFORM:

SCHOOL VOUCHER
PROGRAM

& MUCH MORE!

* Our uncondmonal guarantee
of satisfaction :

* Free replacements for lost or
damaged issues

* A low annual subscription price
of $325.00 a year e

Facts On File, Inc.
11 Penn Plaza ,
New York, NY 10001-2006




LINCOLN LIFE LINCOLN DOUGLAS DEBATE CHAMPIONS

NATIONAL FORENSIC LEAGUE ¥
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Winner Dan Vukelich and 1995 winner Justin Osofsky and Art Ross of Lincoln Life present an

coach, Tom Backen, Benilde-St. $8,000 Lincoln Life scholarship to L/D Champion Dan Vukelich.
Margaret's HS, Minnesota.

At Right: Dan Vukelich poses L LIN
with 800,000 Lincoln pennies o
presented to him at Lincoln Life -
L/D Debate National kickoff on
Sept. 24, 1996. The pennies are
symbolic of the $8,000 Dan will
receive from Lincoln Life for
winning 1st place in Lincoln Life
L/D Debate at the National
Speech Tournament.

The Final Four: John Couriel, Charles Sexson, Dan Vukelich, and Jamal Dan I‘f_’ith lDalf“_iel M(;D;)élald,
Watkins. Couriel won the Atlanta Paralympic Games L/D Contest. CEO, Lincoln Financial Group

of Missouri, Inc.
November 1996 5



Lincoln—Douglas Debate’s

by
R. Eric Barues

Publishing

Since 1948

Dynamic Duo!

Lincoln-Douglas Debate: Values In Conflict « Jeffrey Wiese

Published in collaboration with Hutchinson Research Association

The most complete Lincoln-Douglas textbook available. A detailed appendix presents
an outline of arguments to numerous L-D topics. A separate teacher’s manual features
objectives, activities, additional L-D topics, bibliography, ballots, quizzes, and
answer keys.

This is the perfect companion text for R. Eric Barnes’ Philosophy In Practice.

FEATURES
* Understanding L-D theory * Preparing cases
¢ Understanding values * Developing rebuttal strategies
* Choosing the values to debate * Improving delivery skills

* Researching values topics

Philosophy in Practice: Understanding Value Debate + R. Eric Barnes

Philosophy in Practice is a new kind of Lincoln-Douglas text for both debaters and
coaches. It explains the major philosophical theories and concepts in terms that are
understandable to students at all levels, while remaining true to legitimate
philosophical interpretations. This book provides authoritative insights into the real
strengths and weaknesses of each theory, as well as practical strategies for attacking
and defending these theories.

No other Lincoln-Douglas text has ever done so much to contribute to a genuine
understanding of the philosophical theories and concepts employed in this event.
Philosophy in Practice is the perfect companion piece to Jeffrey Wiese’s
Lincoln—-Douglas Debate: Values In Conflict.

If you’re ready to start debating with power and authority, call now for debate’s
Dynamic Duo; Jeffrey Wiese’s Lincoln—Douglas Debate: Values In Conflict; and
R. Eric Barnes’ Philosophy in Practice: Understanding Value Debate.

1-800-845-1916

1-913-862-0218 outside US
www.clarkpub.com clarkpub @cjnetworks.com




OF ELEPHANTS AND ONIONS

December, 1979 -- NFL AN-
NOUNCES THE CREATION OF LIN-
COLN-DOUGLAS DEBATE. The
interp coach groped the elephant
and said, "Oh, I know what this is; it
will be an actor and emote the part.”
"No," said the extemp coach, (Feel-
ing the elephant's tail) "It will be
analytical and well organized, no
emotion for me." "Aha," proclaimed
the oratory coach, (groping the
elephant’s trunk), "This will be easy,
just give it a thesis, a little reason, a
little emotion, and we'll be winning
this event in no time." "No," com-
manded the Debate coach, (Groping
the ear of the elephant), "This will
be a cinch. Why, it's nothing more
than one-man policy debate with-
out the plan.”

‘Well, our journey to "see" the
elephant has been full of groping
and hoping to find the real mean-
ing of L/D. "Yes, the interp coach is
right -- persuasion does have an el-
ement of the theatrical; but the
extemp coach is right as well -- this
is an analytical, well-organized
event; the oratory coaches’ points
are well-taken -- a thesis, a reason
and emotion are all necessary in-
gredients. The policy coach is quite
correct -- there must be clash and
cross-examination in L/D. But,
walit, we've missed something in our
groping, the body of the beast.” Con-
sequently, I would like to focus on
the area of L/D that seems to be
most troublesome, the manner of
reasoning process employed in this
values argumentation. It is my the-
sis that values resolutions cannot
be approached with the same line
of reasoning used for other types of
propositions. This contention arises
from the exploration of the "body
of the beast" itself. First, we will ex-
plore what values are, why they
have significance for us, and what
type of reasoning process is a natu-
ral outgrowth of the intrinsic na-
ture of values in conflict.

Body of the Beast

William Frankena, Professor
of Philosophy, writes in The Ency-
clopedia of Philosophy, that in its
widest use, value is the generic
noun for all kind of critical or pro
and con predicates, as opposed to
descriptive ones, and is contrasted
with existence or fact. In Social
Science, literature such as The In-
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ternational Encyclopedia of Social
Science, we find values referred to
as conceptions of the desirable, in-
fluencing selective behavior, regu-
lating impulse satisfaction in ac-
cord with a whole array of hierar-
chical enduring goals. Even fur-
ther, logicians such as Robert Paul
Churchill of George Washington
University writing in his book, Be-
coming Logical, tell us that value
judgments are assertions either
that an action is right or wrong, or
ought to be taken or not taken. So-
ciologist, Milton Rokeach, in his
book The Nature of Human Values,
tells us that values can best be de-
fined by looking at their function
which is to serve as standards that
guide ongoing activities and as gen-
eral plans employed to resolve con-
flicts and to make decisions.
Rokeach goes further to explain
that values are cognitive represen-
tations and transformations of
man's needs.

Thus, we see across the spec-
trum of disciplines from the phi-
losopher to the sociologist, to the
logician; value judgments are acts
of evaluating, recommending and
prescribing. The "body of the beast”
becomes more visible, for what
many consider to be one of the cen-
tral issues surrounding how values
arguments are to be debated is that
last word in the previous statement
-- prescribing. The PRESCRIPTIVE
NATURE of value judgments indi-
cates a need for a different kind of
thinking than that to which we are
accustomed in debate.

Prescriptive Nature

It is vital at this juncture that
we explore this prescriptive nature
if we are to find out how to reason
in L/D Debate. Professor of Philoso-
phy at Georgetown University, Tho-
mas Beauchamp, writes in his book,
Philosophical Ethics, that value
judgments are seen as having a pre-
scriptive nature or action-guiding
function that is totally absent in
purely factual judgments. Factual
discourse, by contrast, is not action-
guiding but dealing, instead, with
descriptions and casual explana-
tions of human or natural phenom-
ena. Beauchamp goes on to tell us
that the statements in these two
domains (fact and value) display an
unbridgeable logical difference.
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Thus, the prescriptive element is a
necessary condition of a moral judg-
ment, principle, or ideal.

Throughout the disciplines
there seems to be unanimity that
value judgments are prescriptive or
"ought" judgments. Sociologist,
Milton Rokeach, concludes that val-
ues have an "ought" character;
Churchill, the logician, says that
value judgments purport to say
what "ought" to be and not what is
the case; even those in the world of
Forensics seem. to concur. Profes-
sor of Communications, Ronald
Matlon, from the University of Mas-
sachusetts, wrote in The Journal of
the American Forensics Associa-
tion, Spring of 1978, that a norma-
tive (value) generalization ex-
presses a value judgment, not a
statement of fact.

Furthermore, as reported by
the University of South Florida Feb-
ruary, 1988 newsletter for Florida
Forensics, not only are value propo-
sitions normative in nature, but
that the word "ought”, although not
always explicit, is lurking beneath
the surface. There is no "ought"
word- in 'stealing is wrong’ but the
ought is implied just as has been the
case with so many resolutions we
have debated such at 'liberty is
more precious than law.'

Essence of Ought

This prescriptive quality, this
"ought” essence, has led many phi-
losophers logicians, social scientists,
and people in our own discipline to
conclude that you can't get to ought
from is; to put it rather bluntly as
does noted German philosopher,
Immanuel Kant, no greater disser-
vice can be done to values than to
try to derive them from examples
(is). Beauchamp writes that a fact
may be an empirically confirmable
or falsifiable statement about some
aspect of the world; thus factual
statement are either true or false.
A value, by contrast, is taken to be
an evaluative statement. David
Hume, noted philosopher of the En-
lightenment, has called this gap be-
tween fact, and value the entail-
ment gap and explains that you
can't leap it logically speaking. As
a result of this "gap” between Is and
Ought, many in our field of Foren-
sics have agreed with philosophers,
logicians, and social scientists that

-~ e————- - - - ]



factual statements cannot "prove"
value judgments. Maridell Fryar
and David Thomas tell us that it is
fruitless to try to prove a value judg-
ment with the facts. Erwin
Chimmerinsky of Northwestern
claimed that values can't be dis-
cussed in empirical terms. William
Frankena writes in his book, Ethics,
that our basic ethical norms and
values cannot be justified by
grounding them in the nature of
things in any strict logical sense.
This can be done only if right, good,
and ought can be defined in non-
ethical terms which they cannot be.
It then follows that ethics does not
depend logically on factsabout man
and the world, but how that world
ought to be. The rules of ordinary
inductive or deductive logic tells
this. To try to bridge the gap is es-
sentially to argue that A is B, Ais G,
without introducing any premise
connecting B and C.

Fact and Value

Beauchamp goes on to tell us
that no list of facts or descriptions
of what is the case could ever de-
termine what ought to be the case
or what is good. It is fallacious to
deduce value statements from fac-
tual statements because value
predicates are not identical in
meaning with factual predicates.
Therefore, no factual term entails
a value term and visa-versa.
Beauchamp illustrates for us with
the following: McFall cannot sur-
vive without Shimp's bone marrow,
therefore, Shimp ought to donate
his bone marrow. The sheer fact
that McFall cannot survive is not
alone logically powerful enough to
entail anything about what Shimp
ought to do. A further value
premise is needed to make the ar-
gument valid. McFall cannot sur-
vive without Shimp's bone marrow;
everyone ought to help others sur-
vive through transplant donations
involving minimal risk; therefore,
Shimp ought to donate his bone
marrow. Logician Churchill, agrees.
Moral judgments possess a sort of
immunity to direct factual confron-
tation; they cannot be refuted by
ordinary confrontation of counter
evidence. Professor of Communica-
tions Barbara Warnick, writing in
The Journal of the American Fo-
rensics Association, Fall of 1981, con-
curs and tells us that the kinds of
issues arising in a value dispute are
more or less distinct from those in
fact and policy disputes.

Let us suppose for a moment
that we, the blind groping to "see"
the elephant, can agree that the pre-
ceding construct of value judg-
mentsis”seen” by all. If value judg-
ments are normative in nature and
therefore prescriptive and there-
fore not to be derived from facts,
what do we do? How do we teach
our students to think about the ar-
guments in L/D?

How to Argue

I suggest, along with dozens of
others who have explored values
theory in terms of argumentation,
that a new (although already sug-
gested in the NFL Lincoln Douglas
principles) approach is needed. Let
us look at what some of the promi-
nent literature has to say. Barbara
Warnick tells us that the central
focus of argument on a values
proposition ought to be on the val-
ues which the respective advocates
are defending. The advocates's pur-
pose is to provide listeners with
good reasons for evaluating the
topic in the same way they have.
Rather than providing conclusive
empirical verification for a single
interpretation of the proposition,
advocates in a value dispute are
making recommendations and jus-
tifying their interpretation of the
principle(s) contained in the propo-
sition. This commonly referred to
as the open-ended defense of moral
principles. Professor Warnick goes
on to state that a characteristic of
value claims arises from the nature
of proof used in their support. She
concludes that values cannot be
proven with facts.

If we can't use facts and ex-
amples for proof what do we do?
How do we teach our students to
reason about value judgments? One
of the most well thought out ar-
ticles [ have encountered on this is-
sue was written by Professor of
Philosophy, Chaim Perelman, in the
Journal of Philosophy, December of
1955. In this article he tell us that
we cannot hope for any appreciable
progress in the study of the manner
in which we apply reason to values
by supposing, a priori, that such rea-
soning conforms to the modes fur-
nished by mathematical demon-
stration, or even by the inductive
method. Our reasoning is certainly
not limited to the application of the
deductive schemata of formal logic
or even to the application of the
rules of the inductive method. Ac-
tually, he says to reason is not only
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to demonstrate, it is also to deliber-
ate and to argue. Our reasoning
about values is essentially a process
of argumentation. This broadening
of our concept of reason, which no
longer limits the rational to the ana-
lytical, opens a new field of study
to the investigations of the logi-
cians. "It is the field of those rea-
sons which, according to Pascal,and
according to contemporary logi-
cians, reason does not know." With
an argument contrary to formal
logic there is always something to
say in favor of the opposite thesis.
We cannot imagine two mathema-
ticians starting out from the same
coherent axiomatic system, with
one demonstrating a theorem and
the other its negation. But we can
perfectly well conceive the possibil-
ity of two people of good faith ar-
guing on opposing sides of a thesis,
without either of them having the
assurance of convincing the other.
Raphael Demos of Harvard,
also writing in the Journal of Phi-
losophy, tells us that a scientific
hypothesis is predictive, there is no
prediction where moral decision is
involved. There can be no decisive
validation of a moral decision.
What is a validly acceptable hy-
pothesis for one scientists is so -- or
tends to be so — for all. This is not
true of oral decision. We may mea-
sure the weights of the principles
involved in a different fashion and,
therefore, arrive at different deci-
sions. There is no objective mea-
surement of moral weight. Moral
reasoning is, indeed, a unique type
of reasoning with moral principles
functioning as justifying reasons.

Function of Ethics

And, so, the elephant is slowly
becoming more visible. But, what
is our next step? As Stephen
Toulmin wrote in his book, An Ex-
amination of the Place of Reason in
Ethics, "On what foundation can we
build a rationale of value argu-
ment?" Heurges that we recognize
the function of ethics as different
from, but not inferior to, the funec-
tion of science. The function of our
most disciplined empirical lan-
guage is to correlate our experi-
ences in such a way that we know
what to expect. The function of
ethical discourse is to correlate our
feelings and behavior in such a way
as to make the fulfillment of
everyone's aims and desires as far
as possible compatible.

We are now faced with a val-
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ues proposition and have to coach
our students to debate it -- 'liberty
is more precious than law’, 'violent
revolution is a just response to op-
pression’, 'when conflict exists, a
public official ought to follow the
law, rather than his conscience'.
Values are in conflict -~ liberty vs.
law, justice vs. societal order, duty
vs. duty. What do we do now?
Rokeach tells us that a given situa-
tion will typically activate several
values within a value system and it
is unlikely that we will to able to
behave in a manner that is equally
compatible with all of them. Par-
ticular acts or sequences of acts are
steered by multiple and changing
clusters of values. At times we
must reorder our priorities. We can
conclude from this that the argu-
ments on a value issue would focus
on which values outweigh other
values. Debaters would be obli-
gated to work out a hierarchy of
values and explain why their hier-
archy should be favored. Professors
Facione, Scherer and Attig of Bowl-
ing Green State University, write in
their book, Values and Society, that
when values are in conflict we can
resort to three basic methods for
rational normative resolution hier-
archy building, compromise, and
problem dissolution. These are ex-
cellent strategies for any L/D de-
bater to explore in his search for
rational approaches to values in
conflict. I specifically recommend
the reading of their chapter on
these three approaches.

~ Standards

One of the most widely ac-
cepted criterion for moral judg-
ments I have encountered is the
concept of universalizability. Ac-
cording to this criterion, moral con-
siderations should apply in a simi-
lar way to all people situated in rel-
evantly similar circumstances. The
demand that morality be regarded
as objective was emphasized by Ger-
man philosopher, Immanuel Kant.
For him a value judgment is objec-
tive when it is valid for any ratio-
nal being. His most well-known
auxiliary of this is the famed cat-
egorical Imperative which is one of
the many standards that can be ap-
plied in values debating: act only ac-
cording to that maxim by which
you can will, at the same time, that
it become universal law.

Churchill in his book, Becom-
ing Logical , devotes an entire sec-
tion to moral reasoning on value
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judgments in which he lists nine
standards for judging the morality
of actions. The nine standards fol-
low:

1. Natural Law Standards:
Moral actions are those that are in
harmony with nature or with uni-
versal laws of nature.

2. Divine Command Standards:
Moral actions are those commanded
by God. v

3. Subjectivist Standard: Moral
actions are those one personally
likes or approves of or that make
one feel good or happy.

4. Egoistic Standard: Moral ac-
tions are those that maximize the
individual’'s own long-term inter-
ests or well-being.

5. Relativist Standard: Moral
actions for a given society are those
that a majority of the members of
that society accept as right or
obligatory.

6. Intuitionist Standard: Moral
actions are those that are consistent
with the individual's conscience or
that the individual intuits as a duty
or obligation.

7. Act-Utilitarian Standard:
Moral actions are those that pro-
duce the greatest amount of happi-
ness or well-being for the greatest
number of people.

8. Rule-Utilitarian Standard:
Moral actions are actions consistent
with rules that maximize the over-
all happiness or well-being of those
to whom the rules apply.

9. Kantian Standard: Moral
actions are those for which the
maxim, or rule, governing the
individual's action could be willed
to become a universal law for all
rational beings.

Levels of Justification

Churchill continues to lift the
"blinders” from our eyes as he indi-
cates to us that moral reasoning of-
ten involves different levels of jus-
tification. (I will apply this reason-
ing for you when I return to Profes-
sor Beauchamp's reasoning process
which coincides with Churchill's.)
Churchill goes on to tell us that
moral disputes can also be based on
controversies over the application
of moral standards. He claims, first,
there may be disagreement over
which moral principle is applicable
(which is relevant justice or lib-
erty). Second, there may be dispute
over the proper interpretation of a
particular principle. What does
‘'equal treatment’' mean? Third,
there may be disagreement over
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that we confirm o
clusion (in oyr case, th
bate.res'olutlon) through an ‘onion-
peeling’ process. "Justification in
ethics is always reasoned but is not
ropted In some basic list of axiom-
atic proposition, it ig not.deductive.
In successfully Justifying a moral
Judgment we occupy a sequence of
defensive positions that lead us
from Jl_Jdgment, to rule, to principle,
to ethical theory." He illustrated
that a person cannot evade reply to
a question, the truthful answer to
which he has good reason to believe
will abet or contribute to a wrong-
ful action by the questioner. Here
the rules of truthfulness, and pro-
moting good, stand in conflict. The
resolution of this problem requires
us to find a test based upon a
broader criterion which overarches
both conflicting values; perhaps we
could resolve this by means of the
Test of Conscience, selecting that
course of action in which we feel
greater clearness of mind. If the
matter cannot be resolved by the
test of conscience, then a search for
a broader principle must continue.
The discovery of a more general
reconciling test is no mechanical
matter; it requires insight into par-
ticular cases and circumstances
and admits of no ready general
treatment, the mediation and reso-
lution of criterial conflicts by more
general test renders the business of
ethical judgment in difficult cases
a matter of art rather than of sci-
ence.

Finally, we arrive at what [
think is one of the easier methods
to teach our students concerning
levels of justification. Professor
Beauchamp tells us that a moral
judgment expresses a decision or
conclusion (our values resolutions
aré such conclusions). The next
step in his process is for us to find a
moral rule that defends our conclu-
sion. This moral rule is broader in
scope than our conclusion. If we
were debating "violent revolution”
topic we might decide that a rule
that caused us to arrive at the af-
firmative conclusion would be that
(McCall to Page 20)
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DEBATES HAVE COME A LONG WAY SINCE

LINCOLN-DOUGLAS 'DISCUSSION'

When the most famous of all
election debates took place in 1858,
they had a kindlier name: joint dis-
cussions. There was no panel of
journalists, or even a single modera-
tor. And they were for U.S. senator
from Illinois, not president.

The abrasive issues surround-
ing Abraham Lincoln and his oppo-
nent, Sen. Stephen Douglas - popu-
lar sovereignty, local self-govern-
ment, obedience to the Supreme
Court's ruling on slavery in the
Dred Scott case, Union vs. a House
Divided over the extension of sla-
very into new territories - clearly
demanded discussion in the press
and in person.

So Lincoln proposed a series of

Jjoint discussions, asking Douglas "to
divide time and address the same
audiences during the present can-
vass." Fearing that the Republicans
would term a rejection cowardice,
Douglas accepted.

This was the agreed-upon for-
mat: seven debates over a three-
month period, opening speeches
one hour, replies 90 minutes, rebut-
tal by the first speaker a half-hour.

There was no hiding behind
studio lecterns, no "Larry King
Live,” no World Series conflicts; it
was one on one, rain or shine, with-
out makeup or microphones.

The average audience was
10,000 or more. There were no tick-

by Herbert Mitgang

ets; it was first come, first closer to
the platform. Some people came for
the pageantry, yet the big turnouts
spoke well for citizens willing to
stand and listen to three hours of
political talk.

At the first joint discussion in
Ottawa, 12,000 people stood in a
scorching August sun to hear the
candidates. Their words were re-
corded by "phonographic" or short-
hand reporters, the beginning of
this method of newspaper cover-
age. The discussions, including
heckling, also were hot.

The Chicago Tribune, which
was pro-Lincoln, said the debate
"gave greater satisfaction to our
side.” The headline in the pro-Dou-
glas Chicago Times went: "Lincoln’s
Heart Fails Him! Lincoln's Legs Fail
Him! Lincoln's Tongue Fails Him!
Lincoln's Arms Fail Him! LINCOLN
FAILS ALL OVER!

While the candidates dis-
cussed the issues, there also were
personal recriminations, mainly
among supporters but also between
the debaters. Douglas told a crowd
that Lincoln was once a store-
keeper who sold whiskey; Lincoln,
who did not drink or smoke, scored
a hit by saying he had left his side
of the bar long ago but Douglas still
imbibed.

The debaters went deep into
the wellsprings of liberty in the lan-
guage of the Constitution. Why was
slavery not mentioned openly by
the Founding Fathers? Where were
the words "slavery” or "Negro™ Dou-
glas saw this as justification for his
views, but Lincoln took a longer
look: "It was hoped when it should
be read by intelligent and patriotic
men, after the institution of slavery
had passed from among us, there
should be nothing on the face of the
great charter of liberty suggesting
that such a thing as Negro slavery
had ever existed among us."

At the final debate in Alton on
Oct. 15,1858, Lincoln summed up the
months of talking in these prescient
words:

"l have said, and I repeat it
here, thatif there be a man amongst
us who does not think that the in-
stitution of slavery is wrong in any
of the aspects of which I have spo-
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ken, he is misplaced and ought not
to be with us. Has anything ever
threatened the existence of this
Union save and except this very
institution of slavery? That is the
real issue. Thatis the issue that will
continue in this country when
these poor tongues of Judge Dou-
glas and myself shall be silent. Itis
the eternal struggle between these
two principles - right and wrong -
throughout the world."

On Election Day, Nov. 2, 1858,
Lincoln's total vote was 125,430 to
Douglas's 121,609. Yet Lincoln did
not gain the seat because the legis-
lature, not the voter, determined
who went to the Senate, a situation
that prevailed until the Constitu-

N Drreptiss

tion was amended in 1913. And
when the Illinois Legislature bal-
loted the first week in January,
Douglas received the 54 Democratic
votes and Lincoln the 46 Republi-
can.

Still, the widely followed de-
bates had a tremendous effect.
Even in defeat, Lincoln emerged as
the Republican from the West, a
man of national stature and a pos-
sible presidential candidate.

(Herbert Mitgang is a writer for
the New York Times. This mate-
rial originally appeared in the
Times and is used with permis-
sion.)

The Rostrum



WARRANCY: WHERE'STHAT LINK?

Since at least the times of
Plato and Aristotle, we have
grappled with the tension between
philosophy and rhetoric. That is to
say that we have been aware of a
distinction between, first, what we
rationalize in formal logic and
philosophical dialectic, second, how
we respond to persuasion.

Lincoln-Douglas Debate
stands at the crossroads of the two
disciplines. We profess a love and
need for philosophy, its history and
its logical syllogism. Debaters en-
gage in a formalized sort of dialec-
tic over normative issues. In the
same moment, these students test
our resolve, demonstrating time
and again that any proposition of
value can be valid and invalid at the
same time, depending on your per-
spective. L-D is a perfect synthesis
of Platonic and Aristotelian ideals.

The synthesis is not without
its problems, however. We are
faced with the necessity of creat-
ing arguments which are both
philosophically sound and rhetori-
cally appealing.

It was in the 1940's that
Stephen Toulmin took to the study
of this fusion. From the publication
in 1948 of his doctoral thesis, Fea-
son in Ethics, Toulmin's ideals
helped to shape the way we think
about ethics, reasoning, and values,
and his work gives us some direc-
tions to think about in constructing
value based arguments.

Toulmin began with a belief
that traditional logic, especially the
formal syllogism, is incomplete as
a tool for studying reason (Foss, et
al, 78). He studied the structure and
anatomy of effective arguments
across disciplines. While he did not
mean to prescribe how arguments
should be constructed, he did define
the basic vocabulary for the struc-
ture of arguments.

There are many elements to a
sophisticated argument, but the
basic structure is that data or proof
(grounds) leads from demonstrated
reasoning (warrant) toa conclusion
(or claim).

Obviously a claim will seem
unconvincing without support.
What Toulmin's model makes clear,
though, is that proof and claim are
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by Martin "Randy” Cox

not enough. They must be linked
together in some way. The reason-
ing, or warrant, must be clear.

In his analysis of arguments,
Toulmin noted that warrants were
often subtle. In practical conversa-
tions, we share certain assumptions
which create unstated warrants. In
debate, however, those warrants
must be made explicitly clear in
order to validate both the logic and
rhetoric of the argument.

Debaters must never assume
that an audience will accept mere
data as justification for a claim. In
every case, you must make your
reasoning explicit, and you must
warrant a conclusion. For example,
in 1935, Franklin D. Roosevelt deliv-
ered a speech to the Young Demo-
cratic Clubs of America. In that
speech, he offers the following ar-
gument:

[Grounds/ The rules that governed
the relationship between an em-
ployer and employee in the
blacksmith's shop in the days of
Washington cannot, of necessity,
govern the relationship between
the fifty thousand employees of a
great corporation and the infinitely
complex and diffused ownership of
the corporation.

[Warrant/If fifty thousand employ-
ees spoke with fifty thousand
voices, there would be a modern
Tower of Babel.

[Claim] That is why we insist on
their right to choose their represen-
tatives to bargain collectively in
their behalf with their employer.
(Lawler & Schaffer, 111)

Roosevelt's reasoning is clari-
fied in the second sentence before
making his final claim. Without
that warrant, the movement to the
claim would seem awkward (at
best) and confusing (at least). Ev-
ery proof, reason, contention, or jus-
tification that you offer to defend
or negate a resolution must be ex-
plicitly linked to the resolution
through a warrant.
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Grounds, Claims, and Warrants

Groundsin L-D does not refer,
generally speaking, to empirical
proof. Grounds refers to what
David Zarefsky calls "rhetorical
proof,” materials which support but
do not guarantee a conclusion (187).
Unlike science, which tries to dem-
onstrate a hypothesis through
mathematical proof or formal logic,
arguments based on persuasion and
values are dependent upon the in-
teraction between the speaker and
the audience.

The claim can be thought of as
the contention, argument, or justi-
fication at hand. The resolution it-
self is a claim.

Warrants are a bit more diffi-
cult to deal with. A "warrant" au-
thorizes the reasoning that gets you
from the grounds to the claim. The
warrant provides the explicit per-
suasive link between the proof and
the contention, and later between
the contention and the resolution.
It is perhaps easier to ask the ques-
tions, "What warrants that state-
ment?” or "Is the claim warranted?"

Warrancy is especially impor-
tant in value debate. When linked
to a proposition of value (a value
premise), warrants tap into "our
motives as human beings, as mem-
bers of our culture, or as unique in-
dividuals" (Campbell, 197).

David L. Vancil, one of my fa-
vorite writers on the structure of
arguments, frames warrancy in the
following way:

"Brush your teeth,” the mother says,
"or they will turn black and fall out.”

"So what?" says the child. "I don't
want my teeth.” (171)

Apparently, the mother and
child reason and value differently
because they have different war-
rants. Turning black and falling out
means little to the child if the teeth
themselves are unwarranted.

In terms of your actual debate
practice, here are some suggested
guidelines for case writing and for
refutation. Each of the following
guidelines were developed by

(Cox to Page 18)
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*The National Forensic League
does not recommend or endorse ad-
vertised products or services,” and
it's a good thing they don't. Once
again, the September Fostrum ar-
rives stuffed full of subscriptions
and generic block books. Those of
you who already shudder in revul-
sion at the mention of these ads
may skip ahead to the next article;
this piece is a friendly warning for
coaches and/or students whose
souls do not yet rebel against the
very notion of buying success in
high-school debate.

Perhaps the most compelling
reason to avoid mail-order evidence
is that it is a bastardization of any-
thing good that debate may repre-
sent. Rather than encourage stu-
dents to industriously prepare for
competition, these materials claim
to eliminate the need for prepara-
tion, for a price. Witness one cur-
rent outfit from Austin which
claims, "We don't publish a hand-
book until we would be ready to go
to a tournament armed only with
our handbook." At least four of the
other mail order houses promise to
include cases with the evidence,
thus saving students the minimal
labor of plugging the disjointed
quotes they buy into their own out-
line. These profiteers promise suc-
cess without the tedium of hours
spent at the library or in serious
thought. Mail-order evidence en-
courages students to try to buy
their way to the top, and it leaves
them with a warped understanding
of the evidence purchased and of
competitive ethos. What is the
value of a quotation, in any context,
when it does not reflect a true ap-
preciation or understanding for the
work of its author, but is instead
nothing more than a few words pur-
chased for the occasion? Students
who follow this path will surely dis-
cover that for all the ease of their
debate experience, they have
gleaned very little, except the habit
of claiming other people's work as
their own. It should go without say-
ing that it would be less than hon-
est for a student or a coach to sell
parents and administrators on the
virtues of debate as an intensive
workshop for research, thought,
and writing when, in fact, students
let mail-order people do the work
for them.

This is a good time to talk
about the mail-order people: who
are they? The answer, of course,
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varies with each outfit. The vast
majority of them are college stu-
dents who debated while in high
school. Their primary aim is to
make a profit, and they may not be
aware of the harm they do from an
educational standpoint. They see
an opportunity to make money, and
they take advantage of it. One
prominent outfit bills itself as "a
think tank or [sic] researchers”. At
the 1994 NFL Nationals, this distin-
guished think tank was repre-
sented by two young men in shorts
and t-shirts with a VCR which
played a loop tape of gorillas
screaming loudly (as Dave Barry
says, I am not making this up); the
noise of the gorillas drowned out
thought and conversation in their
proximity until your author threat-
ened the members of the think tank
and they turned the volume down.
The advent of ink-jet and laser
printers has allowed even the most
ignorant yahoo to produce impres-
sive-looking advertising. In any
case, you should not be deceived by
the claims of the ads. People who
are highly trained in moral and po-
litical philosophy do not hawk col-
lections of quotes to high school stu-
dents. People who do hawk collec-
tions of quotes to high school stu-
dents are not teachers in any nor-
mal sense of the term and cheat stu-
dents out of the most educationally-
valuable aspects of a forensics
background.

The content of the mail-order
materials is predictably poor. If you
buy from honest sources, you will
find that the quotes come from a
very limited number of books, be-
cause the seller of the quotes isonly
familiar with a limited number of
authors. If you buy from more ir-
responsible sources, you may find
a great variety of quotes, but you
will of course be aware that those
quotes are, for the most part, lifted
out of all meaningful context. The
authors' intentions may have been
twisted beyond recognition, but you
have no way to know for sure, be-
cause you didn't do.the research
yourself. In fact, you have no way
to know that the quotes are even
accurate or direct quotes. This is
not to impugn the integrity of any
particular producer of these perni-
cious materials, but simply to point
out that, as the hapless consumer,
you have no way to know the truth,
other than to take the word of the
college debaters. If youdogo to the
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trouble to seek out the original
source for each quote, then you
have wasted the $30 it cost to get the
mail-order quotes, because you're
doing the work anyway. These
products will tell you nothing about
a philosophy or a debate topic that
you can't find out for yourself. Any-
one who has $100 for a year's mail-
order research subscription has
$100 to buy a number of really good
books that will teach him/her more
and serve him/her longer than any
disjointed collection of quotes.

I should also say a few words
here about books of 'generic’ L/D
evidence. These are typically pub-
lished in conjunction with the topic-
specific booklets, but some of the
policy evidence publishers also pro-
duce large handbooks of 'generic’
L/D evidence. The same perils to
education and accuracy that befall
topic-specific booklets also apply to
these 'generic' sources. But in a
larger sense, it is appropriate to ask
what a college student can possibly
mean by 'generic' L/D evidence. To
seriously call the evidence generic
implies that it has little topic-spe-
cific content or value and that it is
easily available elsewhere (ie, for
free at a library). If thisis truly the
case, to read such evidence in a de-
bate round is wasted breath, and to
purchase it from someone else is
wasted money. Perhaps the compil-
ers of 'generic’ evidence merely
mean to suggest that the evidence
is frequently applicable to the is-
sues debated in L/D. If this is truly
the case, it is all the more reason for
the students themselves to be famil-
iar with the primary sources. It is
inexcusable for a student to repeat-
edly quote the same lines from an
author in many different contexts
without understanding that
author's work from a firsthand
reading. If you seek only a good
working knowledge of the most his-
torically-significant social and po-
litical philosophers, there are better
and cheaper means to acquire such
knowledge on your own.

You may also wish to consider
the fact that in their selection of
evidence for topic booklets and 'ge-
neric’ handbooks, college students
are increasingly likely to draw
from the post-modern drivel which
comprises most of their college edu-
cation in philosophy. One recent
.~ handbook "focuses on fifteen new,
contemporary, multicultural and
traditional philosophers including
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Richard Rorty, Alexandra
Kollontai, Marilyn French, Jean
Lyotard, and Molefi Asante.” If you
are not familiar with these names,
don't worry--you haven't missed
anything. If you are familiar with
them, you know that they have vir-
tually nothing of value to say about
L/D debate resolutions, unless you
wish to argue that there are no val-
ues and that language has no mean-
ing. Anyone who has actually read
Richard Rorty will agree that his
writing would be opaque to 99% of
high school students and is not con-
genial to brief quotation in a six-
minute constructive argument.
This same evidence-seller now has
a second book of 'generics’ which
includes James Baldwin, Betty
Friedan, and Jean-Paul Sartre.
Funny, but I don't recall the last
resolution on which someone
quoted The Feminine Mystique.
Mail order evidence is probably the
only avenue by which such trendy
"philosophers” (?) could creep into
L/D, but this is a good a place asany

...a friendly
warning for
coaches and/or
students whose
souls do not yet
rebel against
buying success...

to nip that trend in the bud. The last
thing L/D needs is to fill its debate
rounds with the sort of unintelli-
gible post-modern "critiques” that
have become all-too-common in
policy debate. Beware, mail-order
customers.

Some may still ask, "But what
if I need mail-order evidence to be
competitive?" HereI can only speak
from my own limited experience,
but my answer is, "You don't need
this stuff, period.”" In four years of
L/D debate, I never touched mail-
order evidence. I did spend lots of
time in the library reading and lots
of time working with my coach and
teammates on arguments. I don't
recall ever debating a student with
mail-order evidence and cases at a
top-level multi-state tournament or
round-robin, or in the elimination
rounds of local Alabama tourna-
ments. I did debate plenty of mail-
order debaters in preliminary
rounds, and I never debated one
who I thought was worthy to stand
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in the presence of anyone who had
Prepared for himself. The mail-or-
der cases were always an embar-
rassment, and the evidence was
read off the mail-ordered page in 2
tone of confusion; frequently the
mail-order arguments contradicted.
one another. (How do you think a
college kid mails you three affirma-
tive and three negative cases plus
50 pages of evidence seven days af-
ter the topic is released?) In my
experience, even the most under-
prepared student who did his/her
own work could easily defeat any
mail-order debater.

One situation I cannot effec-
tively address is the plight of the
team without access to a library. 1
don’'t mean the team without access
to a great research library; the Bir-
mingham Public Library is not a
collection known for its scholarly
depth, but it does well enough for
Vestavia Hills L/D. I mean the team
without access to any library at all.
While I hesitate to pontificate about
a situation I have not personally
experienced, my intuition is that it
is educationally preferable for stu-
dents who can't conduct their own
library research in any case to craft
their own arguments from a rudi-
mentary knowledge of philosophy
and an awareness of current
events, rather than for such stu-
dents to buy their arguments, ready
made, through the mail. L/D is not
rocket science, and the resourceful
team should be able to get by quite
nicely with a small core collection
of philosophical classics which are
readily available from many pub-
lishers and bookstores by mail. And
whether my intuition is right here
or not, these situations are not my
primary concern. What bothers me
are the many, many teams who
have easy access to wonderful li-
braries but still buy mail-order evi-
dence.

In sum, mail-order evidence
and cases are antithetical to the
value of education and the integrity
of competition; they are often of
dubious origin; and they are, at best,
a competitive liability. If enough
teams quit buying them, perhaps
they'll shrivel up and disappear.

(Jason Baldwin, one of the great
L/D Debaters won the TOC L/D
Championship debating for
Marilee Dukes at Vestavia Hills.
He was later a member of the L/D
Topic Wording Committee.)



ALVA GOT A FEW
IDEAS

It was Wednesday night, 10PM.
The affirmative cases were stacked
on my desk, and I was working my
way through the fifteenth gun con-
trol case when the phone rang.

"Hey, baby, it's Tom."

"You've got the wrong number."

"No,Idon't. It'sTom Edison. You
know, the inventor.”

"I thought you were -"

"Of course. But I got a special
dispensation to give you a call. The
guys and I were laughing at the
affimatives you jokers are running
on this juvenile crime topic.”

"The guys?”

"Sure. Well, Dorothy Parker's
here, but she's just like one of the
boys. She said to tell you 'girls who
wear glasses/never win top
speaker.”

"That'sso stupid-itdoesn't even
rhyme."

"No wonder your students can't
win in poetry, Bubba. Now listen.
You need ideas. That's my business.
We made up a little list of affirma-
tive cases that we'd like tosee. Gota
pencil handy?"

And hereitis...

) Environmental cases - from
MARGARET MEAD

Ban Barbie.

A. Sheinspires violence by kids
pulling the heads off and marveling
how Barbie's brain lookslike a green
onion. It's no wonder they go on
slasher sprees.

B. The skin tight clothes frus-

trate the dickens out of chubby little

fingers, so entire generations of girls
grow up to hang out with guys who
wear pants big enough to shelter a
homeless family. And we all know
what baggy pants lead to!

Environmental cases - from
KARL MARX

Overthrow monkeybars!

A. Monkey bars inspire physi-
cal manifestations of the capitalis-
tic impulse, to wit-crushing the per-
son who is on the rung below you.
This leads to lifelong undesirable
behavior.

B. Falling off the monkey bars
creates generations of workers who
cannot even spell bougeiosie, or
something like that. Darn that play-
ground!

Punishment cases - from
ROBESPIERRE

Execute the worst kid in
school as a highlight of pep assem-
blies

A. Kids are getting away with
murder. I didn't. I wouldn't have
even considered the crime if I had
known how it all had turned out.

B. Since our kids forget easily,
right after the fight song. .. BLAM!
You could even dress up the guy as
the mascot of the opposing school.
Talk about pumped!

Punishment cases (cont.) - from
GEORGE S. PATTON

Toob camps for dyslexics

A. Our teacher union domi-
nated publicschool system wants to
getall warm and fuzzy with morons
who put their vowels and conso-
nantsin the wrong places. We coddle
them as they use their wasted edu-
cation as an excuse for a killing ram-
page.

B. These maggots need to be
roused out of their bunks at the crack
of dawn and drilled about the impor-
tance of good spelling, grammar, and
especially penmanship. Those who
forget the exceptions to the "I before
E"rule willhave toget down and give
us thirty pu-hsups.

Punishment cases (cont.)- from
JIM HENSON

A date with Miss Piggy
A. Hundreds of young men are
notdisplaying the proper respect for
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females. This leads to unspeakable
results, therefore
B. HIIIYYAAAHH!!

Coddle 'em case - from ST.
FRANCIS of ASISSI

Puppy Love

A. These poor children are
lacking in love and affection. Since
Madonnaisn't available, we propose
that every juvenile delinquent be
given a cute adorable puppy.

B. This will teach responsibil-
ity in cleaning up after the animal.
The meaner the kid, the bigger the
dog. Budding Al Capones get Rott-
weilers.

Prevention case - from
LUDWIG VON BEETHOVEN

Shoot Johnny Mathis
A. Hot night. Cool drinks. He
walks over and puts on an old disc of
the Old Smoothie himself. She sighs.
B. Unwanted children. Notour
fault.

"Ithink I get the point. But how
will [ ever answer topicality?”
"We've already covered that.”

‘The Ultimate Answer for T -
from the MARQUIS de SADE

But perhaps we should let the
veil drop.

(Bill Davis coaches at Blue Valley,
(KS)and writes this regular Rostrum
column. His new book, a collection
of Rostrum columns, A Fool for Fo-
rensics, is available from Clark Pub-
lishing.)
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BALANCE NEGATIVES: A FINAL REJOINDER

Mark Weber's strident re-
sponse (March, 1996) to my article
against the use of balance negatives
in L/D (November, 1995) does noth-
ing to dissuade me of the rightness
of my original stance. Nonetheless,
two points of clarification are in
order:

1. Professor Weber argues that
the negative deserves the advan-
tage of the balance position to neu-
tralize the affirmative advantage
of the first and last speeches. Ac-
cording to Weber,

The reason that the affir-
mative speaks first and
last is because they [sic]
alone have the active
"burden of proof"...To
compensate for this extra
burden the affirmative is
given the opportunity to
speak first and last be-
cause they [sic] must
overcome the "presump-

by Jason Baldwin

tion" of the resolution.

In point of fact, rule 2 of NFL's offi-
cial Lincoln/Douglas Debate ballot
states, "There are no prescribed bur-
dens in L-D as there are in policy
debate; no 'burden of proof' and no
‘presumption.” In point of theory,
any affirmative advantage derived
from speaking first and last is at
least balanced, if not outweighed,
by the affirmative burden of refu-
tation in 1AR, which forces the af-
firmative to cover a 7 minute nega-
tive constructive in a 4 minute
speech, which is then itself subject
to a 6 minute negative rebuttal.
Neither fact nor theory provides
any reason to grant the negative
the additional advantages of a bal-
ance position.

2. Professor Weber chides me
for my claim that most experienced
judges reject the legitimacy of the
balance negative and interprets my
statement that [ have never seen a

balance negative win a major
multistate tournament as "irrespon-
sible arrogance,” "as if [Jason] were
the authority on what should and
shouldn't be debated on the na-
tional circuit." Contra Weber, my
statements about judges and debat-
ers do not imply any claim on my
part to universal authority; I do,
however, claim sufficient author-
ity to report my own experience as
a debater, which was that most ex-
perienced judges do not tolerate
balance negatives, and that no bal-
ance negative won first place at a
multistate tournament I attended.
These are the incontrovertible
facts of my experience, not value
judgments or, as Weber would have
it, character slurs; if they are, as
Weber charges, irresponsible arro-
gance, it is the truth, and not [
which is guilty of the offense.

(Jason Baldwin was TOC Champion)

(Cox from Page 11)

David L. Vancil and are described
in much more detail in his book,
Rhetoric and Argumentation.

Tests of Value Premises
(Vancil, 171-177)

1) So what?
--Is there anything really harmful
or beneficial about the situation as
described?
-Who or what is really hurt?
-Isthealleged benefit really "good?"
--Is there actually an evil in this
state of affairs?

2) Values Comparison

"This test reminds us that in the real
world, things are seldom so simple
that only one value is important in
an argument.” (Vancil, 174)

--Are there more important things
to think about?

--Are there situations where a lofty
value can be subordinate to an-
other?

3) Value Application

--Is the value being correctly ap-
plied or interpreted?

--Is the interpretation reasonable
given the case?

Is the resolution warranted?
When the competing subjects of
evaluation in a resolution are de-
fined clearly, each of these tests can

be answered by providing a specific
warrant which links your argu-
ments to the resolutional claim.

Argument Tests
(Vancil, 102)

In constructing "good reasons,”
it is essential that you apply a few
general tests for each argument.
1) Are the reasons true or accept-
able? (validity)

2) Are the good reasons properly
related to the claim? (relevance)
3) Are the good reasons sufficient
to establish the claim? To what de-
gree do the reasons warrant the
claim? (significance)

Is the argument warranted?
Every reason or claim which you
offer in support of a resolution
must be valid, relevant, and signifi-
cant. If a claim fails to meet one of
these criteria, then the claim will be
unwarranted, and easy prey for an
opposing debater.

Evidence/Proof Tests
(Vancil, 177-201)

1) How well does the evidence sup-
port the claim?

2) Is the proof an assertion? Is the
source expert? Is the source bi-
ased?

3) Is the proof relevant? Suffi-
cient? Consistent? Is the proof
contextualized (does it have any-
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thing to do with the claim at hand)?
Is the proof warranted? For
example, it is not enough to cite
John Locke in your case. Make it
clear to your audience why John
Locke is particularly appropriate to
address the subject. Provide the
explicit link between the source
and the subject (an authority war-
rant).
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TLC: TENDER LOVING C.A.R.E.
by Cat Bennett and Connie Link

The C.A.R.E. Committee met in
Denver, Colorado from August 1
through August 3 in order to discuss
ongoing programs and future plans
for implementation by C.A.R.E. Sev-
eral new ideas were generated and
are now being put into action. One
is the creation of posters for stu-
dents that “"tout” NFL and student
participation. The acronym C.A.R.E.
stands for Coach Attraction, Reten-
tion and Education. And, the com-
mittee continues to work and to
plan to fulfill all of the goals set
forth by that name and by the first
Denver conference.

One of the new ideas that
came out of our meetings was the
decision to create a monthly Ros-
trum column discussing services
that C.A.RE. is now providing the
coaches and the membership of
NFL. Two members of the commit-
tee have been selected to do this
ongoing column. They are Connie
Link of Heyworth High School, I1li-
nois and Cat Bennett of Taos High
School, New Mexico.

This month the spotlight is on

the C.A.R.E. Mentorships.
Mentorships are $300 grants that
are available to districts who
present a plan to recruit more chap-
ters into their district. Mentorship
applications are mailed to all Dis-
trict Chairs in the fall and applica-
tions can be completed by chairs
and/or their committee. In the past
two years, several chapters have
used these monies in a variety of
ways. Some states have combined
all their districts and have used the
combined money for statewide
projects. Others have used the grant
for mailings, for receptions at state
conventions, for setting up video-
tape libraries, for substitute pay for
chairs to meet with administrators
and coaches, for payment for judge
release for coaches so that they can
work in district tabulation rooms or
meet with NFL coaches at a local
tournament and for recruitment
pamphlets. Many practical and cre-
ative ways have been found to pro-
mote NFL at a district level.
Mentorships will be available
again this fall to those districts that

complete their application papers.
The committee will then choose
those districts that they feel will
use the money to best support
present chapters and recruit new
ones. :

Any district that is interested
in pursuing a C.A.R.E. mentorship
for their district should check the
mail and the Rostrum for applica-
tion forms. If you need further in-
formation, please contact:

Michael Starks

Cheyenne H.S.

2800 E. Pershing

.Cheyenne, WY 82001

307-771-2663
Michael is the chairperson for the
C.ARE. committee.

LOOK FOR THE TLC
COLUMN NEXT MONTH
FOR THE ANSWER TO
THE ONGOING
QUESTION:
"What is CCARRE.?"

(McCall from Page 9)

injustice is wrong. The next step in
the process is to find the broader
principle that guides us; injustices
to man ought to be corrected, and
finally Beauchamp urges us to ap-
ply an ultimate ethical theory; in
this case or ultimate theory might
well be the Kantian standard. Ac-
tually, [ would probably reverse the
rule and the principle and make the
more general statement that injus-
tice is wrong the principle and the
less general statement that injus-
tices to man ought to be corrected
should become the rule.
Beauchamp's illustration would
also be helpful to us at this point. He
discusses the case of Myron Farber,
the news reporter to whom the
court demanded that records be
turned over or face contempt of
court. Farber judged that he ought
notsubmit to the court's demand for
his records. (This was the ethical
judgment.) The rule Farber applied
in this case was his right to protect
freedom of the press (the press
ought to be free to protect confiden-
tial information). The general prin-
ciple was the right of the public to
be informed and the ultimate ethi-

cal theory was that of utility.

At this point I think if we re-
read those L/D principles and bal-
lot as adopted by the NFL, we can
see that 'what ought to be, is' for if
we follow those basic tenets that
have been described in this paper
as the methods of reasoning about
value judgments we will, at the
same time, be following those con-
cepts as set forth in the L/D prin-
ciples: clear use of values argumen-
tation throughout the round, estab-
lishing a values premise to support
the debater's position in the round
(ultimate ethical theory), establish-
ing values criteria based upon the
values premise (the principle and
the rule) validity of logic in relation
to the values as applied to the spe-
cific topic, logical chain of reason-
ing using the values, no isolated ex-
amples, no factual, statistical evi-
dence, no is. Hopefully we won't
have to grope much longer and one
day our elephant will be visible for
all to "see". Maybe we won't get too
teary-eyed from peeling onions.
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Be sure io furish all iformation caled for in item 15. regarding crculation. Free crculation must be Shown n tems 15d, e, and |

!f the publicalion had second-class aulhorizalion as a general or requester publication, tiis Statement of Ownership, Management. and
Circulation must be published: it must be prinied in any issue 1n October or the first printed 1ssus alter October, 1 he publicalion is not
published duning October

5. Intem 16. ndicate date of he 1ssue in wnich this Statement ot Ownership will be prnted,
8. ltem 17 musi be signed.,

Fatlure to iile of publish a staiement of ownership may lead ta suspension of secong-class authonzaiion.

PS Form 3526, Octaber 1994 iAeverser




MAKE THIS CHRISTMAS ...

Reward the special people in your life with NFL Gifts

NFL Gifts and Awards

NFL Letter Opener

Stylish. This pewter paper knife, engraved with
the NFL logo, is the perfect gift for one who opens
important documents. . . like debate ballots! A
sharp gift or award.

Crystal Paperweight

Gorham, of course. Full lead crystal 31/2" in di-
ameter with an etched NFL logo. This shimmer-
ing, translucent paperweight makes a stunning
gift or award.

NFL Honor Cords

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

NFL Pen

Cross, certainly! With the NFL key as a gold pen
clip, this sleek black pen combines smooth writ-
ing with NFL spirit and style. A very academic
gift or award.

Crystal Box

Elegant. A full lead crystal desk or dresser box
with ribbon weave sides, (41/2" X 3"). The NFL
logo is perfectly etched on the removable top. A
discriminating gift or award.

NFL Medallion Key Ring

A solid pewter medallion bearing the NFL seal is
chained to a useful key ring. This same item is
awarded to NFL All Americans.

NFL Mementoes

NFL Zippered Portfolio

Portfolio perfecto! This zippered 15" X 12"
portfolio made of heavy cotton duck is white
with blue trim and the NFL logo, of course.

NFL Tote Bag

Roomy. This17" X 12" X 8" heavy cotton duck
toteis great for carrying books and supplies.
White with blue handles, and the NFL logo.

Student Service Plaques
Perfect for chapter officers, tournament
helpers and other deserving students.

Student Congress Plaques
Parliamentarily perfect for awards at stu-
dent congresses. The NFL seal and a gavel
are inscribed in black on a gold tone plate.

Honor Plaques
Mainly for adults, this 5" X 7" plaque features
the NFL seal and room to engrave.

NFL Sweatshirt

Luxuriant! This heavyweight 100% cotton
french terry sweatshirt is 15% oversized so
itcan "shrink to fit". An NFLlogo shows your
style. Available in navy and white (M, L, XL).

NFL "Coach” Shirt

100% cotton "alligator” style knit golf shirt
with ribbed collar and front pocket. "Coach”
embroidered on the sleeve or front pocket.
Naturally the NFL logo preempts the lizard.
Available in blue and white (L, XL).

NFL Bumper Stickers

Colorful vinyl stickers which show your
spirit. Suitable for bumpers, books, or bags.
One (8" X 3") sticker proudly proclaims "NFL,
is football-Not!"; the other, "I Love NFL."




. -« AN NFL CHRISTMAS

Ideal gifts for Principals, Teachers, Students, Parents, Boosters

NFL Gift and Order Form
Order by December 5 for Christmas Delivery
# Item Price Amount

NFL Letter Opener $22.00

Crystal Paperweight 24.00

Black Cross Pen 45.00

Crystal Box 25.00
Medallion Key Ring 11.00
Zippered Portfolio 13.00

Tote Bag 19.00
Graduation Honor Cords 11.00

Student Service Plaque 7.00
NFL Honor Plaque - 7.00

Student Congress Plaque  7.00

NFL Sweatshirt

Blue (M, L, XL) 32.00

White (M, L, XL) 32.00

Coach Golf Shirt

Blue (L, XL) 24.00

White (L, XL) 24.00

Bumper Stickers

Not Football 1.00

Love NFL 50

Total Order

Shipping & Handling $3.00
entire order)

Total Cost

Phone or Fax Orders to:

National Forensics League
(414)748-6206 Phone
(414)748-9478 Fax




LET YOUR STUDENTS HEAR THE BEST!
CHAMPION SHIP FINAL ROUND AUDIO TAPES

"A great teaching tool”
i CURRENT FINAL ROUNDS

~ Events $10 per tape—Circle the year of each tape ordered. iy
Oratory: 1996 1995 1994 1093 FOR NFL USE ONLY '
L/D Debate: 1996 1995 1994 1993 SCHOOL NO. ‘
Foreign Extemp: 1996 19956 1994 1993 SHTP DATE
U. 8 Extemp: 1996 1995 1994 1993
Debate 1996 1995 1994 1993 ORDER NO.

SHIPPER NO.

Sets: $45 per set—Circle years ordered.

Complete Sets: 1996 1995 1994 1993
Tapes @ $10 $
Complete Set(s) @ $45 $
—_— All 4 Sets @ $170 $
Shipping ($1 per tape or $3 per set or $10 for 4 sets) $
Total $
GREAT PAST FINAL ROUNDS
Events Circle your Selections: $7 each; 3/$19; 10/$65
Oratory: 1964, 1965, 1966, 1967, 1968, 1971, 1972, 1975, 1976, 1977, 1978,

1979, 1880, 1981, 1982, 1983, 1984, 1985 1986, 1987, 1988. 1989,
1890, 1991, 1992

L/D Debate: 1980, 1981, 1982, 1983, 1984, 1985 1986, 1987, 1988, 1989, 1990, !
1991, 1992

Girls Extemp: 1967, 1968, 1969, 1977, 1978, 1979, 1980, 1981, 1082, 1983, 1984

Boys Extemp: 1857, 1964, 1966, 1967, 1968, 1969, 1971, 1972, 1976, 1977, 1978,

1979, 1980, 1981, 1982, 1983, 1984
U. S Extemp: 1985, 1086, 1987, 19088, 1989, 1990, 1991, 1992
Debate: 1860, 1977, 1978, 1979, 1880, 1981, 1982, 1983, 1884, 19085, 1986,
1987, 19688, 1989, 1890, 19981, 1892
Special: 1960 Drama, Poetry, Oratory, Boys Extemp, Girls Extemp on one tape
—— Archival Set (99 tapes) @ $476 $_______ Name
Tapes ($7 each; $19/three; $65/ten) $ School
Shipping ($1 per tape/ Address
$10 per Archival Set) $ ____ City
Total $ State ;
Mail to: NFL-Box 38-Ripon, W1 54971-0038




Don’t put all
your eggs in
one basket!

Diversification — putting your nest egg in
more than one basket — is a smart long-
term strategy.

Lincoln Life helps make diversification*
easy by offering a wide variety of
investment choices from money market to
balanced to aggressive growth. These
accounts have various risk/return
characteristics and are offered through the
Multi Fund® Variable Annuity. To find out
how Multi Fund® can help meet your
long-term retirement needs, and to get a
prospectus which contains complete
information, including charges and
expenses, call your Lincoln Life
representative at:

Lincoln National Life Insurance Co.
1300 South Clinton Street

Fort Wayne, IN 46802

Tel. (800) 348-1212

LINCOLN LSFEE |

* Diversification cannot eliminate the risk of investment losses.
Please read prospectus carefully before you invest or send money.
© Copyright 1996 Lincoln National Life Insurance Co.
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