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INDIVIDUAL EVENTS

NEW! The Oratory book that YOU need.
ORATORY Your instant key to success!

ORATORY contains sections on topic selection, topic research, organizational
options, integrating your perscnality, delivery skills, rewriting and drafts, humor,
a checklist for preparation, and an annotated bibliography. It also includes a spe-
cial chapter on writing orations for SCHOLARSHIP contests.

APPLICATION, COVERAGE AND SUCCESS.

Bob Jones of Canby, Oregon has written a book that gives you every tool you need
to produce a great oration. It is NOT a beok of abstract rumblings or history. Itis
a step-by-step masterpiece that is perfect for your needs.

Complete. This wonderful bookiet covers every aspect of preparation and
delivery essential to winning.

Guaranteed. Price: $18.00 for single copies, $12.00 each for orders of 6 or more.
BOB JONES “This book was the biggest single reason that | finally had a student qualify for nationals.”

G. Skerritt, Califomia
CDE “Your book made things so much easier to undersland and do, 1 wish all my books were this good.”
K.Forresi, Roosevelt H.S.
“I love the examples and Mr. Jones makes it seem so simple and clear. l've improved as a teacher, and my
students results have really improved, because of this book.” Dabra L. Kuntz, I.E. coach at Central H.5., Ohio

“Original and Innovative”
ST U%ENT CONGHtESS YOUR GUIDE TO
INFORMATIVE AND

QOurs is a unique book. And the authors who wrote it are part

of the reason why. One is an award winning coach whose stu- Ex POS]TO RY SPE AK [NG

dents always lead the way in Student Congress. The otheris a

former congress competitor who has done the empirical - For Anyone Interested In Leaming And Winning
research, interviewing, and reading necessary to synthesize the Complete Sections: (1) Beginning Steps, (2) Visual Aids, (3) Writing
best and most useful knowledge on the event, the Speech, {4) Delivering the Speech (5) Checklist, (6) Sample
FOR A SPEECH EVENT CENTERED ON HUMAN Informative Speech, (7) Appendices
INTERACTION QUR PEOPLE HAVE GIVEN YOU This is the text to help you
SONAL ELEMENTS. speaker you can be in exposi-
YOUR bogk will (}Onfaif; sec: F— tory speech events. lt is the
tions and discussions of: Stident Congrest only text to give you ap-
Rules proaches, examples, research
Procedures i hints. topi lecti ide-
Strategies % lints, topic selection guide
Preparation _ lines, organizational options,
%search - and a thorough checklist to
riting A Bi uide you,
Writing A Resolution .Ai g d I drzj"'.'r'a avened g
M viGuniol i ot aunurn a ma (1 NAI0ra

cial chapter on writing orations for SCHOLARSHIP contests.

APPLICATION, COVERAGE AND SUCCESS.

Bob Jones of Canby, Oregon has written a book that gives you every tool you need
tc produce a great oration. It is NOT a book of abstract rumblings or history. It is
a step-by-step masterpiece that is perfect for your needs.

Complete. This wonderful bookiet covers every aspect of preparation and
delivery essential to winning.

Guaranteed. Price: $18.00 for single copies, $12.00 each for orders of 6 or more.

“This book was the biggest single reason thal | finally had a student qualify for nationals.”
G. Skerritt, Califomia
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Sections include:

= History and Purpose
+ Rules and Purpose

+ Writing the Introduction
+ Using Your Body

THE CRUCIAL COACHING TEXT AND
TOOL FOR DRAMATIC INTERPRETATION

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

+ Finding and Selecting lhe Cutting(s})

Also included are rule variations, regional variations, differences between high school
and coltege interpretation, and articles on poetic 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.

DRAMATIC

and Poetic

INTERPRETATION

“"@

= Using Your Face and Voice

e Crealing and Perfecling the Theme

= Character creation and separation

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

CDE Betty Whitlock

CDE

Humoreus aud Dramatic
INTERFRETATICN
CUTTINGE LISTS

CUTTINGS LISTS

Nationally successfut Interpretation competitors know that recent material has an advan-
tage. In these three publications Ted Scutli lists and carefully describes contemporary
material, what type of personality and desired effects each best fits, and what the setting
and central idea are.

Mr. Scutti, a multiple National Champion, also provides the sources the material can
be obtained from. Approximately 200 cuttings described in each.

$16 for either the DRAMATIC INTERPRETATION CUTTINGS LISTS or the
HUMOROUS INTERPRETATION CUTTINGS LISTS.

new'

Chapter include:

2. Pre-planning the performance
- Finding Material
- Focus in plot
- Characters

3. Analyzing the script
- Reading the script
- Reading for the cutting
- Narrowing focus

4. Structuring the cutting

5. Piecing together the cutting
— Line splicing
— Narralive continuity

6. Infroducing the piece

7. Preparing the performance
- Character developmenl
- Physicalization
- Vocal variety, exploration
- Facial management

Mail to:

Fax:
Name

THE ESSENTIAL BOOK and TEXT
FOR LEARNING TO WIN HUMOROUS

A crucial book full of insight, pragmatic suggestions, strategy, and the tips
that separate competitors from finalist. Written by Robert D. Nordyke, one
of the most successful and watched coaches in America today.

1. Nature of the event (basic, skills}

History and Descriplion, values of
Participation, Scripl Selection, Seripl
Preparation, Nonverbat aspects,

Preseutation, Checklist, Annotated
Bibliography-

e s
F—NCDEE—
. Author:

M. Susan Linderman
Clemson University

HUMOROUS
INTERPRETATION:

Order Form

THETEXT

$24.00 for one book, $16.00 each for five or
more. Use the Order Form section headed
INDIVIDUAL EVENTS.

i A
R [

8. Taking the performance to the compelitive lavel
- Tournament proiessionalism
- The competitive environment
- High School verses college judge expeclations
- The compelilive environment

CDE, P.O. Box Z, Taos, NM. 87571
Phone:

(505) 751-0514
(505} 751-9788

Mailing Address

Appendices
- Preparation Checklist
- Character voice worksheet
- Physicalization workshest
- Selected Titles, Cutting list in
humorous Intarpretation

Oratory

Student Congress
Informative & Expository
Dramatic

Humorous

Readers Theatre

Drama Cuttings List

Humor Cuttings List

ooooooog

$18
$22
$22
§24
524
39

$16
516

MasterCard
| =
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The best forensics stuff on the Web!

forensics chat rooms

find your friends online or learn more about your
events. chat rooms for coaches too!

great research tools
find whatever you need to write a speech, research a case, find an interp piece,
and a whote lot more!

web publishing services
tet forensics2000 help you get your team on the web. whether you want to post
information about your tournament or list past national finalists, forensics2000 can help.

complete forensics directory
look up other teams and forensics organizations in the forensics2000 members
directory. check with us to make sure you're listed!

valuable forensics information
find out the latest I-d resolution, learn how to run a session of congress, get valuable tips
on delivering an extemp speech, and much more!

Brought to you by the
Florida Forensic Institute

3301 College Ave.--Sonken Bldg.

Fort Lauderdale, FL 33314

we -y (800) 458-8724 or (954) 262-4402
¥ FAX (954) 262-3973
E-mail: pesola@nsu.nova.edu
www.forensics2000. com/ffl
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Wiam Woons Tare, Ir., Presmest
MonTeoMERY BELL AcADEMY

4001 Harnivg

Nasivie, TN 37205

PRONE 5AME as Fax

615.269-3959

Downus D. Rosgrrs
Warertows HigH Scroor.
200 - 951 STREET NLE.
Wamuriown, SC 57201
PronE: 605-882-6316
Fax: 605-882-6327

Harolp KRLLER
DavENpoRT-WEST Hice ScHoot
3505 W. LocusT STREEY
Davenrort, [A 52804

Phong: 319-386-5500 Ext. 357
Fax: 319-386-5508

Guenpa FerGuson

Heritace Hate Hion ScHooL
1800 N. W. 122n0
OkLazoma Ciry, OK 73120
Puong: 405-749-3033
Fax: 405-751-7372

Frank SrERR4, VicE PRESIDENT
MunLEw HioH School,

3601 S. Lowety BLvp..
Denver, CO 80236

PHoNE: 303-761-1764

Fax: 303-761-05027

Bro. Rene Sternver FSC

La SaLie CoLrscs HicH Sceool
8605 CHELTENHAM AVE.
WyNDMOOR, PA 19038
PHonE: 215-233-2911

Fax: 215-233-1418

Tep W. BeLch

Grensrooxk North Hiok ScHooL
2300 SHERMER Roan
Norreereok, [L 60062
Puone: 847-272-6400

Fax: 847-509-2676

RoGER BRAMNAN
3448 TreesmL Drive
ManuaTTan, K§ 66503-2136
PoonE: 785-339-5163

JacqUELSE F. FOOTE, ALTERNATE
Souri ViEw Sr. High ScrooL
4800 ELx Rp

Hope MiLrs, NC 28348
Phowe: 910-425-8181

Fax: 910-425-2962

Don Crantres

Park HiL Hian ScHoon
7701 N. W. Barny Roap
Kaneas Crry, MO 64153
Puone: 816-741-4070
Fax: 816-741-8739

THE ROSTRUM

Official Publication of the Natienal Forensic Leqgue
(USPS 471-180) (ISSN 1073-5526)
James M. Copeland
Editor and Publisher
P.O. Box 33
Ripon, Wisconsin 54971-0038
(820) 748-6206
The Rostrum (471-180) is published monthly, except July and August each school year
by the National Forensic Leaguc, 125 Wason St., Ripon, Wisconsin 54971, Perigdica}
postage paid at Ripon, Wisconsin 54971, POSTMASTER: send address changes to THE
Rostrum, P.O, Box 3B, Ripon, Wisconsin 54971,

SUBSCRIPTION PRICES

Individuals: $10 one year; $15 bwo years. Member Schools $5.00 each additional sub,

Cn the Cover: NFL Coach Cathy M. Little, Southeast HS,
Bradenton (FL), at the "original” Rostrum in
Rome, site of many ancient orations.

Coaches Issue. The Lincoln Life L/T) Rostrum
will be moved to January for a special Lincoln
announcement. Guest editor, Minh Luong.

Next Month:

GATEWAY NATIONALS
HIGHS AND LOWS

37 M. Domma Ross

Mo sh T oun s n st /“fa,mﬂ.;x.n

Weather Summary

Dirt Devils - Latrine duty at Grace Church
KQ-/JLﬂ?, 0 Aqva é.ﬂ...ﬂ...n\- 42 R~ ElINino - The hot air in the main gym at Pattonville as
..Lm; /.Lo/ﬁ.e_ who Q!’é ngokl JJ(.L SL. the tournament started (6-15-98)
Low. . /\/Q foioma £ //«L; A Schoolk Lunar Eclipse -  Trophy duty in the wee hours of the night
Sprrch amd Dabats Ffounmoamrmt. (6-16-98)
A} — rd N —
— " ;ﬁa"’e o/ *Jl Q‘”DP — 5240? Mistral - The kot air in the main gym at Pattonville HS
A2 ovan. on the second day (6-16-98)
-+
LT ;“f/o'f'n' fhosa ana Fha Rainbow - Larger than life videos of the Awards Assem
L. S avtimmesmts all /.q_o/:k.n. bly at Grace Church (6-19-98)
B WAL Fhoy’na o ofa 4o
K 2 -~ 7 b oe a Santa Ana - The hot air in the main gym at Pattonville HS

chamie Lo tha waathin, whidhan
ensatad 37 eotho A matunz on
f/t.u_c,.;/o;alq,ln_a? tgyf.e_o La. J/.;;A/_s'
Q»-—ae WJ ;o o FA o«/LmQM.n._;wJ
a,lmo_r/u(n_/t.e_ Just as _ru/u_ﬂy as
JA.o._y o witdh sobans om a waatdain

Shooting Stars -

Siroceo -

during postings (6-17-98)

The stellar performances of the finalists
(6-19-98)

The hot air in the main gym at Pattonville HS
during final postings (6-18-98)

Q/. S .&;Q;QAJ'JAQJJL Rad e a().n._— Thunder & } Ragtime music and electronic games
¢ Lightning - (6-14-98)
foma FEL hishe st Aishs amd Fha
Rowa st LRows _m HLho /)/Lo;/L_Q__f_f a/ Wet Chinook - The hot air lingering in the main gym at
JA.R_ éQd‘.ﬂ_ﬁ)Q? Jo/L,wQaPo as ‘&J Py Pattonvilie HS (6-19-98)
bRows off Smto NFL 44!40/1.7. Whirlwind - Inspiring speech by Stone Phillips of NBC's

Dateline(6-14-98)

The Rogtrum provides an open forum for the forensic community. The opinions expressed by contributors to the Rostrum are

their own and not necessarily the ¢pinions of the Naticnal Forensic League, its officers or members.

The National Forensic

League does not recommend or endorse advertised products and services unless offered directly from the NFL office.



Announcing

http://www.aynrand

a new online resource for debaters:

.org/debate

The Ayn Rand Institute is pleased to announce the creation of a new site, devoted to distributing information

on applying Objectivism

to high school debate:
[ ARI Debate } Home =]
& = < RN a4 A A )
Back ¢ - Refresh T Mafl Favorfes Larger Smaller Preferences
L Address: (%) [Mip  aynrand.orgfdebaie/ |

OBJECTINVISM IN THE DEBATE ROUND

The High Schnol Debate Frupr{ ot the A Band [nstifule

Welcome to Objectivism in the Debate Round.

While Ayn Rand wrote her bast-selling novels, The Fountainhesd
and Atlzs Shrugged, trrore than 40 yaars ago, her idaas continue
kg this day to inspire and inforrn young and old alike.

while many read her novels in high schoel, seme take a
skep Further and begin to apply her idaas to thelr thinking,
Nowhere Is this mere true than in high school debate. Her
philozophy, Objectivism, 15 fast becoming an srgument of
preference for Lincoln-Douglas and palicy debaters, allha,

As a tadically unique world view, Objactivisrn heips debaters to stand
out from the crowd and offer unconventional but cogent arguments. As a
raticnal and comprehanslve philosophical framework, Objectivism gives
debaters the tools they need to analyze and evaluate a multiplicity of
opposing viewpalnts, A$ a philosophy which sticks to the facts, Objectivism
grounds a debatar’s posltion In the evidance of reallty.

This Web sita Is dedicated to presenting a wide array of information
about applylng Objectivism to debate, Rlso present is an array of leads ko
further information on the philsophy of Objectivism as such.

voul, | Dlwailf iz e n | o | st

DCopyright 1998, The Apn Rand Instreute. All rights Reserved, Please sddrass questians
about the opevatian of this Web sma to i b

8 Internet zone

T

This new site includes:

«Introductory essays on Objectivism by Ayn Rand and Leonard Peikoff.
»A new, comprehensive essay focusing on practical applications of Objectivism to both Policy and

Lincoln-Douglas debate,

*Objectivist analysis of Policy and L-D resolutions.

»Links to prominent Objectivist sites.

sInformation on ordering free Objectivist literature.
sinformation on an e-mail list devoted to discussing Objectivism in debate.
sInformation on getting answers to questions on Objectivist philosophy.

....with more in the works!

w AV RAND o

Still available: FREE copies of The Ayn Rand Lexicon and Objectivism: The
Philosophy of Ayn Rand for debate coaches. Just fill out the form and send to the

THE A1 RAND

QBJECTIVISH:
THE PHILOSOPHY OF

' AYN RAND

LEONARD PEIKOFF

address below, or email debate@aynrand.org.

Coach’s name School ]
School Address
City State Zip

Coach’s/Team’s E-mail
Coach’s/Team’s Homepage
Debaters at your school: ( )Lincoln-Douglas (Number__) « ( )Policy (Number__)

R e e
THE AYN RAND INSTITUTE « THE CENTER FOR THE ADVANCEMENT OF OBJECTIVISM
4640 Admiralty Way » Suite 406 < Marina Del Rey * CA » 90292 » (310) 306-4925 « htto./Awww,aynrand.org
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BY
KENNETH P. GRODD

PDIRECTOROF DEBATE
ST.PIUS X CATHOLIC HS.(GA)

ISSUES

B SMINUTE1AR'S

B RESOLUTIONSWRITTENWITH
MINIMAL CASE GROUND

B THE ABANDONMENTOF
FPRESUMFTION

M THE PRESUMPTION AGAINST
GENERICARGUMENTATION

B THETEACHING ATSUMMER
INSTITUTES

M NONEGATIVE DIVISIONOF
CONSTRUCTIVE LABOR

B THE TRENDTOWARDNEGATIVE
DISCLOSURE

Isitjustmyimaginationorarenega-
tive teams increasingly losing higher and
higher percentages of debate rounds. It
couldbemySoutheastern perepective,but
giventhefactthatinmypart.ofthe coun-
try, teams in break rounds almost always
cpttodebateontheaffirmative side ofthe
resolution, somethingmustbeup. Thisseems
trueevenoflastyear'senergytopic,tholgh
perhape a bitless so. Those teamswhodo
opttodebatebreakroundsonthenegative
areinvariably those who intend the offer a
Kritik position, and have the Kritik as the
only meaningfullyextended argumentinthe
2NRargument..Inotherwords, thoseteams
that desire to debate on the negativeina
policydebateroundarethosethathavean
essentially hon-policy position to offer. |
wouldventuretoguessifthoseteamsknew
thatthejudgewas aversetoanegative po-
siticn that dealt with philosophy and as-
sumptions, or didn't.evaluateclaims of in-
round abuse, thosesameteamswould much
prefer to debate on the affirmative. But
this article is not a condemnation of the
Kritik. Il leave thatimportant responsibii-
itytothose more articulatethanmyselfon
thisquestion. Thismodest article presents
both anevaluation of the negative decline,
and some suggestions of how that decline
canbereversed.

ifthe Southeasternexpericnceisin-
deed indicative of the rest of the nation,
thenthecriticalquestionis:whathas hap-
penedtonegativedebating?Whatisrespon-
sible for the increasing preference for the
affirmative in the minds of debaters and
critice? Sevenreasonspresent themselves;
thefirstthreshadanearlierancestrythan
the final four, but they are ali perhaps of
equalimportance.

First, D Minute 1ARs.

Whenlstarted my debate coaching
career, the four minute rebuttals were the
rule. Negative teams won mary rounds, in
my experience, because the overburdened
IARwouldfailtoansweranimportantissue.
The extended time uniquely assisted the
affirmative, as the negative hardly needed
five minutesinthe INE, and onlyheededita
little more in the final negative rebuttal.
Thelaw of unintended consequences really
presented itselfhere, with a clearly detri-
mentalimpactonthehegative.
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Secondly, Resolutions With
Minimal Case Ground.
Thisis perhaps notso truethisyear,

and the Kritik has offered a non-policy ex-
tensionofregative turf. Butindaysofyore,
the resolution repressnted a controversy,
hotnecessarilyaproblem. Theheaativecould
actuallywin a round with a solid harms ar-
gument or a reasonableinherency position
sincetheredidnt exist a public censensus
regardingtheissueunderconsideration.Not
somuchinrecentyears. Additionally,judges
don'trequire a'reasonablethreshold forthe
affirmativecaseside positions. Existential
levels of inherency are enough, minimum
present or even future harms are enough.
Mitigation of the affirmative case signifi-
cancehelpstheweighing process at times,
butcan'thopetowinmanyroundsbyitself.
Inshort,resolutionsdon't providemucharea
for case debate, and judges seem to have
raised thebarabovewhichacase argument
isworthmaking.

Thirdly, The Abandonment of

Presumption.

What happened to the affirmative
burden of proof? An entire debate can be
fought onnegative ground, with only nega-
tiveissuesbelngargued. Affirmatives, inthe
eyes of many critics, never need to extend
the case advantages. fthe affirmative de-
featsthe DA's, demonstrates the moronic
nature of the Heidegger Kritik, and s topi-
cal, they probably winl As a consequence,
plans that are offered represent a hand-
written sentence devoid of any additional
information such as mechanice and meth-
odsofimplementation. They areverypoorly
censtructed, probably because there is
little requirement that they be well-con-
structed. Affirmatives simply don't expect
togetattacked. Theroundisaboutdefeat-
ing thenegativebyreducing risk probability,
demonstrating topicality, ard minimizing
theKritik.Itisrarely about the affirmative
proposalascontainedinthepianwhichdoes
little more than mandating solvency and
providing spikestotheoff-caseargumente.
Areasonableburden of proof, or evaluating
the prima facie nature of the affirmative
appearstonolongerberequired.

Fourth, The Presumption
Against Generic-Argumentation.
it'ssortofachickenoregg question.
Do negatives lose generic arguments be-
causetheyaresoridiculous andfarfetched,
orbecausétheyareoffered sothoughtlessly

and introduced and advocated so poorly?
Donegatives obligatorily read the pre-de-
sighed Clinton shell at light speed without
evenattemptingtobringlife orrelevanceto
theissue because they know it's a bad is-
sue? Ordoes it notwinbecause theyrunit
sopoorly?Logicdictates that themorege-
nerictheargumentis, themoreintelligently
it shouldbe presentedinorderto compen-
sateforiteweaknesses.Negatives seemin
anawfulhurrytomakebad arguments badly.
But how can they make good arguments
when the INC is simply a reader, taking no
preptime,andsimplyspewingwhattheyare
told to spew? They can't. How many lost
rouhds before negatives realize that its
hardtovoteongeneric argumentemadeso
poorly?

Fifth, The Teaching At

Summer Institutes.

Don’'t get me wrong, summer insti-
tutes provide animportant service to the
debatecommunity.. Butforwhattheycost,
students should get a lot more than just
theresolutionallinks to the ClintonDAand
the other perfunctory generic arguments,
updatedbutrarelyreevaluated. [twouldbe
hice if every summer institute went about

thebusinessofdevelopingintheparticipant

anhintellectual understanding of the reso-
lution prior to worrying about debating it.,
Bring inexperts todeliverthe substantive
lectures onissues like energy. College stu-
dents or even college debate coaches are
seldom intellectually qualified to familiar-
izethestudentwith theconcepts underly-
ing the problem area, Invariably, their lec-

turesfocusonhowyouusetheresolutionto

win debate rounds. Any wonder negatives
can'targuecase. Theyknowalmostriothing

. aboutit. Debateinstitutes haveaheduca-

tional notjust aforensic obligationto the
participant.l argely, think, theyfalltomeet
that obligation.

Sixth, No Negative Division of

Constructive Labor.

When exactly did it start? Whereis
itwritten? Whyis it that all frontline nega-
tive positions need to be advanced in the
INC? It was always theoretically justifiable
toinsistthat counterplans and topicality
beadvancedintheINC, but DA's and case?
What is the theoretical defense of placing
theseargumentsinthe INC? Particularlyin
lightoffiveminute 1AR's? Constructives are
for constructing arguments, presumably
well-developed arguments, some of which

heedtimeduringtheroundtoprepare. These
days,affirmativeswillscreamabusetothe
godsifnegatives dare run anew argument

during that second constructive speech.
More and more, judges seem to feel that
new ZN positions violate some ethic. What
ethic? Andfromwhere diditemerge?What-

everiteorigin,itseffectisclearlyaverseto

theinterests of the negative

Seventh, The Trend Toward

Negative Disclosure.

This never ceases to amaze and rri-
tate tnel An always prompt.judge, | amin-
variably sitting In the room when the affir-
mative strolls in and announces the pian.
This announcementis arelativelynew phe-
homenon but probably contributes to the
searchfor truth. At least affirmative plan
disclosure is theoretically justified, given
the other affirmative advantages and the
fact that they go firet. Its not as though
theyhavetolistentoanyargumentsbefore
deciding on the affirmative 1AC. But then
strangely, theaffirmativewill ask the nega-
tive what they are running, and negatives
wilttell them! Beamme up Scotty! Doesn't
thenegative have to actually listen to the
1AC and thoughtfully consider which argu-
mente are best? Negatives seem to have
theirllstlessandlifeless canned arguments
readyupontheaffirmativeannouncing bio-
mase'? Does this somehow make for good
debate? This year 1 had the misfortune of
hearing a round where the negative argued
adefinition of topicality in the INC which 1
suspect they argue every round. It was a
bizarre definitionthat suggested thatyou
had to have multiple specific types of re-
hewable forms of energy advanced in plan.
What was weird was that the negative ran
this against the only case on the circuit
thatmettheobjection. The affirmative, an
inexperienced but talented due, read six
minutes of plan which, as | remember, ad-
vanced 12 specific renewable energy types.
The negative, blissfully uninterested in the
1AC, never picked up onwhat seemed an ob-
vious disqualifier tothat specifictopicalivy
argument. They extended the argument
throughout the debate, blissfully unaware
that theywere offering an argument that,
tactfullyspeaking,lacked intellectual orfo-
retisic credibility, as any nor-debater lis-
tening to it would immediately conclude.
Could anyone from the public sit in on this
kind of debate and enjoy it? Ferhaps that
should provide a test. Nevertheless in my
role as acritic of high echool debate, | am
constantlyforcedtolistentotheworsteight



minutesof negative debating possible, the
conttetmporaryINC.Ilhopeteamsdont mind
ifldontflowmuchortakethelrarguments

too seriously. t's amazing that no matter
how bad and generic the presentation of
1NC'sargumenteare, the 2N stillfeels they
havetoanswerthecross-examinationques-
tions, further devaluing the 1N, the sub-

staticeofthespeech andtheindividualwho
gave It,

Faced with the new axiom that in-
structs us that all negative positions, at
least in part, need to be advanced in the
INC (an axiom worthy of significant chal-
lenge),whatcanbedoneabsentchangesin
resolutional constructionoralterationsin
rebuttal times, to promote theinterest of
thenegative? Of thetwochanges proposed
here, one is relatively minor, though I might
suggest sighificant, whereas the other in-
volves a majorreevaluationofnegative du-
ties. They are complimentary propesals
thougheither canbe adoptedtothe benefit
ofnegativeteams,

FIRST PROFPOSAL

Thefirstproposalissitmplynottore-
vealthenegative argumentationbeforethe
round. It'sevenbetterifthenegativekeeps
anopenmind,listenstothelAlforthetrue
nature of the affirmative proposal for
change, any aiteration in the proposal if
heard before, or anynuance that could im-
pact on the negative argumentation, No
doubtthatpriortotheround,thenegative
should have a philosophy or a general ap-
proachtotheaffirmative, but tolockthem-
selvesintohard core, inevitably generic po-
sitions priorto athoughtfuliisteningforthe
1ACiscouttterproductivetothe pointofbe-
ingludicrous,

Additionallythecriticisforcedtolis-
tentotheiAC andtheINCwithoutanyhope
ofspontareity,withoutthe prospectofany
lifebeingbroughttotheissuespresented.|

justcan't decide whether this style of de-
bateiemoreboringormoreoffensive.

As acorollary,considerthe devalua-
tion of the cross-examination of the 1AC.
Wherethe cross-examination shoutd bein-
teresting,itoftenbecomestediousandper-
functory. The judge is clearly tipped off to
thefactthat the cross-exis nothingmore
thananattempttoallowtheINC, presum-
ablythe slower,morementally deficientde-
bater, tofind the necessaryfiles. But how
aboutthose timeswhenthecrose-exofthe
weak1AL ispenetrating, whenconcessions
are elicited, when the affirmative proposal
isclearlyindictedorminimized. Alas, it mat-
ters not. Such substantive, thoughtful in-

spectionis quickly forgotten as theINCis
doingtoreadwhatthe INClsgoingtoread,
regardlessofwhateverthe 2Nobtains from
thelAC. Andwhyshould itbeotherwisecon-
sidering that the INC is regarded so often
bythepartnerasastooge,achump,anin-

 effectual reader,whomerelyreads what the

ever-wise2Ndecided before the roundheor
ehe will read. Of course we know that the
INR will never be allowed to extend a sub-
stantive, potentially winning iseuc in the
block. The 2N probably will not even flow it,
proclaiming tothe judgethathisorherpart-
her, in case there was doubt, is indeed the
junior member of the partnership, if part-
nershipistoostrongaword. The job ofthe
INistoread, anythinkingwill bedonebythe
2N,and don't countonmuchofthat.

Beforethe second proposal, agitua-
tion report. Thewise actor In the hegative
drama,the2Nhasputthenegative sideof
theresolutionina uniquelytough position.
Having the IN merely read lifeless generic,
scripted,and non-adapted arguments, the
2Nisforced topick the best of agroup of
bad arguments in the block. The 2AC hae
undoubtedlydamagedthe lifeless negative
arguments,sincebeyond the perhapsobliga-
toryextension ofcaseadvantages,themain
goaltheyneed tomeetis the minimization
ofnegativearguments. And goodnessknows,
they have had time to prepare responees,
giventhattheyknewtheargumentsthenega-
tivewas going tooffer beforethe round. So
by the time the stronger negative speaker
standstopresentthe 2NC, the negativeis
devoid of momentumand perha psthe good
will of the person adjudicating thedispute.
Additionally, they had to endure what is
probably a meaningful cross-examination,
weakening themfurther.

Nowjust before the eecond,andcru-
clal proposal, amoment of reflection. Itie
forensically and educational appropriate,
andstrategically beneficial, that all debat-
ersintheroundaresignificant andempow-
ered.Verygoodteamsaretrue partnerships.
Good 1A read well and answer questions
thoughtfully, andin the 1AR, they coveris-
sues articulately and thoroughly. They are
part of the desision-making procees
throughoutandbetweenrounds. Goodnega-
tiveteameshould bethesame. Thereshould
benoassumptionthatonenegativespea ker
is the real debater, whereas the other, in-
variably the 1N, is less, This weakens the
negative, diminishes the potential contri-
butionofone-halfofthe team, dermoralizes
a student participant in the activity. Thie
mindeetwill carryovertowhenthat teamie
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debating on the affirmative, hurting them
therebut perhapsnotas much. Empowering
the partnership ie critical, ethically and
competitively.
SECOND PROPOSAL
Nowforthemuchawaited secondpro-
posal.[tsreallyverysimple andiogical.Given
the current debate reality, the most im-
portant negative speech in the round
must be the INCI How many rounds must
negative teams lose before they see that
their doom began with the thoughtlessly
read INC? TheIN should be the experienced
debater, prepared to confront and assail
the affirmative’s searchfortruth. Thefirst
negativeshouldtakepreptime,considerthe
affirmative proposal,construct meaningful
case arguments, thoughtfuilylink the affir-
mativetoDAswithlogic, analysis, and per-
haps rhetoric and humorexplainwhytheaf-
firmative violates the standards of the
Kritik, and articulate just whythe affirma-
tive reallyis non-topical, Suddenly the ge-
neric, iftheyexist,don't soundgeneric. They
sound thoughtful. And the non-generic are
interesting tolistento, andtoconsiderand
evaluate. Additionally, the cross-examina-
tionofthe1AC, acrusial opportunitytoreb
the affirmative of momentum could actu-
allybeincorporatedintothe nowattentive
N,empowering bothnegative debaters and
enhancingthenegativeside of the struggle.
Thenegative,underthisscenario,isthought-
fully attacking the affirmative early in de-
bate, indicting them immediately rather
than waiting for the 2N to hopefully say
something meaningfuinearlyanhourintothe
round. This forces the judgetotake notice
andallowshimorhertotakeanintellectual
interestinthe negative arguments.
Inthisscenario, the jobofthe2ZACis
made infinitely more difficult. Not knowing
what to expect was bad enough. Now they
are faced with arguments that cut tothe
eseence of what they propeose. No generic
sounding DA's Nowthe DA's arethoughtfully
linked and carefully explained, The solvency
arguments havesinewand substance. They
are really indictments of the epectfic sol-
vency, hot just a burich of generic solvency
carde. Given prep time, along with a
careful listening to the 1AC and com-
muhications with the partner, the ex-
perienced negative debater in the INC
cah make the quality of arguments
worthy of the activity. The ZAC will be
required tothink and not just read blocks,
Odds are they will be unable to make this
adjustmentwell. As aconsequence, theaf-
firmative replacesthenegative asthebor-
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ingandtediousteamtolistentoand evalu-
ate.

Consideralsothat thelNwillbecross-
examining the bewildered ZAC, Conceding
that the INis the moreexperienced of the
two,oratleastanequal parthnerinthe new
scenarlo, would this not be a particularly
importantcross-examination?infact,both
hegativecrose-examinationperiods should
become more significant and penetrating,
andelicitadmissionswhichcanbeincorpo-
rated. Before, even if the cross-ex of the
1AC was good, it was ignored. Now both
cross-examinationsbythenegativebecome
meaningful andrelevant. Judges will be dis-
tinctly more inclined to pay attention and
considertheinformationthatflow fromit,

Nowthatthe affirmative,inthe 2AC
was not provided an easy opportunity to
dismantle the INC's generic, lets examine
what.shouldhappenintheblock. Presurming
the negative followed current debate con-
ventionthatall argumentsareinitially pre-
sented in the N, the ZNC in concert with
thepartnerchoosesoutofavarietyofsolid
hegativepositions. Evenifthe2Nisless ex-
perienced than the 1N, they should be able
to rebuild certain negative positions that
were probably notwellindicted by the 2AC,
ThismindlessIN debateris nowa thought-
ful 2N, making argument extensions that
mayormaynotbe therealissuethenega-
tiveisgoingfor. Just asimportant, the INR
becomes acrucial speech, madebythemore
experienced debater. No longer can this

speechbeignored.ltcould possibly, perhaps
probably,containthe mostimportantnega-
tiveissue(s). Thecriticalnatureofthefirst
affirmative rebuttal, offered by the affir-
mativereader’, becomesevenmorecritical
since the tactical choices available to the
negative, approaching the 2NR, have been
enhancedandcannotbesoeasilyassumed.

Suddenlythat 23 minutes ofnegativetime
intheblockhas acompellingimpact, Insharp

contrasttothe situationtoday.

Consider mostjudges today, particu-
larly the coliege judges but also to an ex-
tenttheadults. Inmanycircuits, the round
is decided on the flow with some consider-
ationfor qualityofexplanation.Good argu-
ments appear oh the flow along with mind-
less ones, thoughthey must psychologically
havegreaterweightduetotheexplanations
provided. The very thoughtful arguments
advanced in the new 1N are not rhetoric,
theyaresubstantive. Theywil beevaluated
as the judge examines the flow. Pure rhe-
toricat arguments and gushing oratory are
hot evaluated seriously, at least in most
circuits, Fodium bangingmayhaveits place,
butisconsiderablylesscompeliing thenwhat
appears ontheflow. Soloffer thefollowing
propesition. The negative victories are at-
tained in the block, they are no longer at-
talnedinthe2NR, thatmoereoratorical and
persuasive speech, atleastnotasoftenas
theyusedtobe. Theideathatthe ZNRhas
to inoculate the judge against the
affirmative’slastlie,mattersless sincethe

argumentsareontheflow. TheZNRhasvalue,
buttheblockhasmore. The Z2NR, evenifless
experienced has time to collude with their
partherandassesswhatnegativepositions
need to be extended, and decide how they
will be extended on the flow with explana-
tion. frhetoric and compelling oratory can
beincluded, so much the better. The main
Jjobofthe2NRcanbe done bytheless expe-
rienced debater, whose finai negative posi-
tionsfind theirway ontheflow tobeevalu-
ated. \nstateswhererhetoric andoratory
matter more, the ZNE will have to adapt.
But the more experienced partner would
have to adapt as well. Undenlably it would
be better if the tmore experienced negative
speakergaveeveryspeech. Butchoicesmust
bemade.

Debatewillbeenhanced bythesepro-
posals. Asdebatepeople, wehearthesame
complaints about theactivity titmeand time
again. We mustreach outto alarger audi-
encewhileretainingourbasic analytical fo-
cus. We are an activity about argumenta-
tion. We will be a better activity if we are
about good argumentation. The affirmative
has allsortsofobligationstoassistin the
improvement of our endeavor. Foorly con-
structed and underdeveloped plans, nearly
absent solvency, and ridiculous advantage
sceharios are a big problem. But these will
be addressed bystronger andiess generic-
sounding arguments on the negative, forc-
ing the affirmative to join in a thoughtful
searchfortruth,
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DEBATING RUSSIAN FIAT
by David M. Cheshier

ad policy debate students been arguing the Russia reso-
Hlution ten years ago, I'm not sure anyone would have
seriously advocated a counterplan to have Russia fix its
own problems. But the gradually increasing aceeptance of topical, interna-
tional, and plan-inclusive counterplans has softened opposition that once
would have resulted in out-of-hand dismissal. While such counterplans
will likely become the specialty argument of choice for just a handful of
widely traveling teams, the strategy raises interesting theoretical issues.
‘ ” Y hether the plan requires the United States to clean up
Russia's Lake Baikal, increase assistance under Nunn-
Lugar fissile material cleanup programs, orgatize regional
Caspian Sea oil arrangements, give cash to speed development of GT-
MHR nuclear reactors, or any of the other hundreds of debatable policy
alterations, some negatives will counterplan by having Russia do the plan
on its own. The tactical benefits to such a strategy are considerable, if the
negative can defend it on theoretical grounds. Negatives can defend Ameri-
can leadership or political net benefit arguments (such as the Clinton popu-
larity/impeachment and hegemony positions so much in vogue recently),
and those net benefits are likely unachievable by any permutation includ-
ing American action. Negatives may even evade the normal Russian reac-
tion arguments {after all, how could nationalists backlash against a policy
passed in the Duma which they control?). And, of course, the counterplan
often fully captures the case advantages, so winning any disadvantage
risk will win the debate for the negative.
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This surnmer, students who first
heard the idea often reacted by sput-
tering, and 1 don't really blame them
given my own visceral opposition. 1t
just seems unfair to give the negative
such a position and let them get away
with it. One criticism | frequently heard
is that this approach allows negatives
to counterplan to have soldiers lay
down their guns, dictators refrain from
genocide, criminals refrain from crime,
and so on. It's just a short step further
to conclude such counterplans oblit-
erate affinnative ground. That's an ob-
jection to which we'll return. But try
coming up with other defensible argu-
ments against it, and you'll see why
the Russia counterplan may survive
despite the instinctively hostile reac-
tion many express when hearing it pre-
sented.

Here are some arguments for the
Russia counterplan. Some argue it no
more abuses fiat than any other inter-
national counterplan, a claim obvi-
ously more or less powerful depend-
ing on how widely accepted intema-
tional actor counterplans are in your
area. Is it any less realistic to think
Russia will clean up its own pollution
than to imagine that Japan, for example,
will spontancously choose to throw
cash at a former enemy in the midst of
their own worst depression in fifty
years? Or, for that matter, is it any less
abusive to think Russia will beef up its
own spending on fissile material secu-
rity than will thc American Congress?
You'd probably find it easier to per-
suade Duma mermbers to allocate money
for warhead cleanup than House Re-
publicans who despise foreign aid and
see modern-day Russia as an aid
rathole.

" Others will argue the counterplan
redresses the uphill battle stifl faced
by negative teams (at major tourna-
ments affirmatives still win well more
than half of the debates). Still others
will claim the Russia counterplan is well
grounded in the topic literature, and
justified for that reason. Affirmatives
ought to have evidence pertinent to
Russia's sclf-help ability ready at hand:
after all, it's an obvious and real world
objection to most American assistance
proposals ("Why do they need money
from us? Why can't they fix this on their
own?").

The best argument for the Rus-
sia counterplan s pretty
commonscnsical: it forces affirmatives
to justify American action, as opposed
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to the most likely alternative action (ac-
tion undertaken by Russia). Lest you
think justification arguments died
when David Zarefsky ceased active
coaching, we could phrase the claim in
today's more popular jargon: "Russia
counterplans test the plan.” 1t's the
same logic used to successfully defend
plen-inclusive counterplans and oth-
ers that manipulate the implementation
process (such as the veto
counterplan),

Skeptics will rightly ask whether
any affirmative can survive such a test
(wouldn't it always be bettér to have
Russians solve their own problems?).
But the answer isn't so clear. Arguably,
the Russia counterplan forces
affirmatives to defend only those pro-
posals where American action is re-
quired, where Russian self-help either
cannot fix the problem (such as cases
where only American technical knowl-
edge can work) or where the Russians
can't afford the best solution (they are,
after all, broke). The counterplan limits
out the large number of affirmatives
simply proposing to do good thinks
for Russians, and forces a genuine case
for American action.

And the affirmative is not with-
out substantive answers as well. 1t isn't
difficult to research a "Russian spend-
ing" disadvantage, given the fragile
state of the ruble, or a "Yeltsin credibil-
ity" argument, given the precarious-
ness of the government.

A common objection to the Rus-
sia counterplan is to assert a "subject-
object” decision rule. Advocates of
this argument mean simply that debat-
ers are not entitled to fiat through the
"object" of the resolution (Russian),
they must be limited only to fiating
against the gencral "subject.” This
brings us full circle to the "fiat Hitler”
concern, since the subject-object stan-
dard would prevent studcnts from
fiating that Hitler constrain himself on
a topic where affirmatives must defend
a "change in American forcign policy
toward Nazi Germany."

But 1 must confess I find this dis-
tinction a little hard to sustain, since
on so many of our domestic topics
"subject-object” tules would kill very
widely accepted counterplans. In fact,
a good many of our topics require
affirmatives to fiat through the very
agent (say, the U.S. Federal Govern-
ment) identified in inherency evidence
as the source of the problem.

A thought experiment: Imagine
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the topic required plans to have "the
Russian government change its do-
mestic environmental policy." Would
we categorically wvote against
affirmatives who read inherency evi-
dence proving ecological damage was
the product of Russian governmental
malice or neglect? Of course not. A
good solvency argument (that the plan
can't overcome inherent barriers to ac-
tion)? Yes. But a theoretical reason to
categorically reject it and all other
plans? No. It's arguably no different in
the counterplan case: the fact that
negatives are fiating through the
resolutional object may impose height-
ened solvency scrutiny, but doesn't
seem to justify outright dismissal of the
argument category.

And there's a potential fairness
problem with the "subject-object” dis-
tinction. lmagine a topic that "the Fed-
eral Govemment should force Georgia
to more speedily clean up
Chattahoochee River peliution." The
perverse outcome of the theoretical
decision rule would be to outlaw very
real world "Georgia cleans up its own
waste”  counterplans, leaving
affirmatives free to defend plans requir-
ing conservative members of Con-
gress, more sensitive about federalism
that ecocide, to issue marching orders
to the Speaker of the House's home
state.

lt's not my purpose to persuade
you of the Russia counterplan's legiti-
macy, only to provoke your thinking.
So I'll close by menticning the still con-
siderable arguments available to
affirmatives in answering it. One can
make the substantive arguments (Rus-
sian spending; diverts attention from
more important IMF reforms, etc.) or
the "international fiat bad" arguments
mentioned earlier. Affirmatives should
strenuously push their solvency ob-
jections to the counterplan. Such ar-
guments are easy to evidence given
the present and apparently chaotic
situation in Russia, and the pervasive-
ness of aid diversion and corruption,
although teams must be careful not to
run solvency attacks against them-
selves.

Or, of course, you ¢ould avoid
the whole problem by defending a plan
only the United States can implement -
- good luck finding one!

(David M. Cheshier is Assistant Professor of Com-
munications and Director of Debate at Georgia
State University, Atlanta, GA. He teaches al the

Dartmouth Institute and is a popular "national
circuit” final round debate judge.)
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A BIG TENT FOR
LINCOLN-DOUGLAS
DEBATE

by Brother Michael Tidd FSC

4

"A "big tent" approach to
value analysis would avoid
problems, and allow for a
wide range of paradigms to
emerge within the event.....

Few could deny the phenomenal
populanty and growth of Lincoln-
Douglas Debate since its NFL debut in 1979,
As the event approaches its 20th anniver-
sary, it seems appropriate to reflect on its
evolution, and to assess whether that evo-
lution has been an entirely positive one. |
believe that Lincoln-Douglas Debate has
begun to develop both theory and practice
which needlessly narrows the range of de-
bate. LD theory (as I have read it expressed
in this journal, in other reference works, and
from coaches and students at various lev-
els of local and national competition) now
defines a set of limiting implied assumptions
about appropriate philosophical paradigms
and strategies. This development has had
two major effects. First, it limits the intellec-
tnal scope of research and topic analysis.
Second, and more itmportantly, implied, but
very real, burdens of proof now existin L.D.
To remedy these deficiencies, [ pro-
pose that LD develop into a "big
tent” (to borrow a phrase from the GOP),
where multiple philosophical schools and
decision rules contend. Let this tent not be
a circus, where chaos and confusion domi-
nate, but rather a true marketplace of ideas,
in which the voices of the past and moder-
nity can make their case.
C oaches and judges fre-
quently groan about "how many
times must I hear 'social contract' in one
round?" The concept is perhaps the most
used philosophical paradigm in LD debate,
Sometimes it is used adequately with erudi-
tion and insight, and sometimes it is em-
ployed poorly with little genuine under-
standing. It 1s not that social
contractarianism, Lockean rights theory, or
the Enlightenment liberal tradition is inap-
propriate for LD. Our national creed embod-
ies such principles. The language of nights
and liberties is one easily understood by

student and coaches alike. The question is:
Is the Enlightenment sufficient in LD?
hen was the last time you, asa
judge or coach, heard a thor-
oughly Platonic explanation of the ends of
the state, and tlie role of the individual in
the state. What has been the real effect of
Aristotelian ethics and political theory on
LD? The Romans were among the greatest
lawgivers in Western history, yet Justinian
or any of the Byzantine or medieval com-
mentators on Roman law (and its concomu-
tant concept of the state and the individual)
are invisible in modern L.D. Thomistic phi-
losophy (which, contrary to what some de-
baters I have heard claim, is pot the same as
Thomistic theclogy) is trotted out when just
war or the right to rebellion is debated, but
otherwise the great scholastic and Renais-
sance political theorists are left to the side.
t almost goes without saying, lest I
be thought to be solely a winsome
antiquarian, that feminist, socialist or (gasp!)
Marxist analysis is out of the question. One
simply doesn't get to final rounds marching
with a class-conscious proletariat! Post-
modern thinkers like Derrida and existen-
tialists like Sartre are similarly non-starters.
The Enlightenment, liberal tradition of a
contractarian society (rooted in 17th cen-
tury English cornmerce as much as high ide-
als of English liberty) and the adjudication
of rights claims is the usual bill of fare in
LD. Competing notions, when they are in-
troduced, as like exotic desserts, which one
eats only sparingly, at risk of indigestion.
tis a commonplace of historians that
I(as Herbert Butterfield argued in
The Whig Interpretation of History) history
viewed as an endlessly rising tide of
progress towards the sunlit uplands of the
present is a fallacy to be urgently avoided.
Current LD theory and practice is, unfortu-
nately, unaware of its own positivist folly.
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LD should have larger scope than the most
recent 30 years (actually the period between
1650 and 1900). Even contemporary think-
ers most frequently used in LD (John Rawls,
Robert Nozick, Michael Walzer, Ronald
Dworkin) are still encompassed within the
Enlightenment, liberal concept of modemity.
They are highly original variations on a
theme first played when Charles I reigned
in England. As a result of this intellectual
narrowness, LD rounds frequently becomes
sterile and irresolvable rights contlicts.
n alternative underlying anthro-
Apology, an idea of what it means
to be human, is what is needed to break out
of these tail-chasing scenarios. The authors
of antiquity, Marx, and post-modemnism of-
fer us just that. Welcome these ideas and
their creators into this big tent. Don't allow
the Enlightenment to win by default. If the
classical liberal's anthropology (and con-
sequent political and social, political, and
economic theory) is true, let it be shown
through clear analysis. Far more fruitful and
rewarding debate will result when we de-
‘throne Locke, Kant, and Rawls, and make
them compete for pre-eminence with
Aristotle, Plato, Marx, and Sartre. If noth-
ing else, we will demonstrate to our stu-
dents the extraordinary power of the En-
lightenment liberal tradition, inasmuch as it
has successfully weathered the critiques of
such alternative schools of thought.
he second significant difficulty
of contemporary LD theory is the
emergence of implied burdens of proof and
decision rules. When [ debated over 10 years
ago, there were a multiplicity of methods by
which both sides could establish a link be-
tween the resolution (or its negation) and
one or several values, whose worth it was
seen as necessary to establish as a part of
one's care. Today, the value premise/value
criterion paradigin is the reified mode of
value analysis in case development. This
approach is a powerful analytical tool, one
that has advanced the quality of LD greatly.
However, as with the virtually un-
questioned dominance of En-
lightenment political theory, this creative
advance paradoxically inhibits creativity in
the development of alternatives, 1fa debater
doesn't have a clearly labeled value premise/
criteria, and instead attempts to prove the
resolution true by upholding two, three, or
four independent values, that debater is
often disadvantaged immediately. One can
have brilliant analysis within such a frame-
work, yet easily lost to an inferior debater,
because the latter can claim that "my oppo-

nent has no value premise. Yes, but that
doesn't mean that the opponent in ques-
tion doesn't sustain values in his or her case.
The two are not synonymous, but they are
usually taken as such.
A "big tent" approach to value
analysis would avoid such
problems, and allow for a wider range of
paradigms to emerge within the event, and
to have credibility in competition. Some
might argue that such discontinuities be-
tween debaters would make reasonable de-
bate and adjudication impossible. Far from
it; it would compel each side to justify its
methodology, which requires far more care-
ful thought and research that simply recy-
cling the same value or values endlessly
because it is felt that no alternative approach
can succeed. If the value premise/criteria
approach, or some other method, is supe-
rior, then the debater who runs that ap-
proach should be able to demonstrate as
much, and make that a decision rule for the
round.
he issue of decision rules is the
most important area where LD
theory need some reevaluation. The NFL's
rather briefriles on LD, and its instructions
to judges printed on its ballots, make it clear
on a plain reading that burdens of proof are
not pre-determined in LD, and that the stan-
dards by which the round is to be judged
are fair game in the debate. Many debaters
and coaches interpret this as applying only
to voting issues, usually reserved for the
end of the INR or the 2AR. 1 believe that
this goes much deeper than voting issues,
and again, current practicc has excluded all
but a narrow range of options. Moreover, it
has imposed an implicit set of burdens of
proof, particularly for the negative.
ost resolutions fall into one of
two categories. The first makes
the proposition that "A ought to be more
valuable than B, when they are in conflict."
The second proposes that "A is justified/
good/moral.” In either case, the basic task
of the affirmative is to prove the resolution
true, and for the negative to prove it false.
The problem lies in the fact that only some
approaches to negating the resolution seem
to be prudent, while others are excluded a
priori as "creating an unreasonable ground
for debate." This creates an implied burden
for the negative, which is patently unfair
and which degrades the nature of the event.
The due process/pursuit of truth
topic used at the 1998 Gateway
Nationals 1s a good example to analyze. It
falls into the first category of resolutions 1

noted above. Grammatical analysis of the
resolution yields the following: there are no
qualifying terms in the resolution, and the
use of the word ought implies some kind of
moral obligation to valorize due process
above the pursuit of truth when they con-
flict. Simply put, one's moral duty to make
the affirmative value choice is unlimited, and
by extension, absolute, in all circumstances.
This is an admittedly difficult, but not im-
possible task. It is not, ¢ priori, an unrea-
sonable interpretation of the resolution.

he negative has a number of op-

tions. One could argue the
contrapositive (B ought to be valued above
A, within the same constraints noted
above), or one could argue that the state-
ment as written is false because some of its
essential parts are unsustainable. Possible
versions of the negative position are: A
ought to be more valuable than B in certain
circumstances, but not absolutely; it is im-
possible to make such a value hierarchy
claim outside of circumstances in particular
cases; both values have equal philosophi-
cal weight and a hierarchy is impossible in
any circumstances. This last option is the
dreaded and scorned "balance nepative”;
the values in question cannot be ordered in
the way the affirmative claims. This ap-
proach is derided as unfair to the affirma-
tive, for not providing grounds for reason-
able debate.

herlock Holmes noted in The

Hound of the Baskervilles that
the important thing in solving the crime was
not that the hound barked, but that it didn't.
The key flaw in the critique of the balance
negative is a similar silence. There has sim-
ply been no sustained and persuasive ex-
planation of ¢xactly why such a negative
position is unreasonable. Its alternative, the
currently reigning paradigm of the negative
burden of proving the contrapositive, leads
to as much irrationality in debate as the al-
ternative it edges out, and, to this author,
perhaps more than its alterpative.

he irrationality of forcing both

sides to prove the contrapasitive
of the resolution is exposed in the endless
debates over exiremnes of the resolution. In
the due process resolution, aﬂ‘il'f_lmh‘-'e-‘
showed how untrammeled poticy stats fer
rors are only checked by profecting dug
process. Negatives retorted that murderers
and thieves go free because Officer Knipke
misfiled his petition for o wamant Meithes
position is terribly reasonable, both are ex-
treme interpretations of the resolution, and
yet both are the ineluctable sesult of thie




grammatical fundamentalism of the reign-
ing interpretive theory.

ebaters gearch in vain for some

means of excluding these ex-
treme cases, and many simply resort to run-
ning an observation at the top of case that
such positions are not reasonable grounds
for debate. Affirmatives frequently argue
that the resolution is a general principle, in
order to exclude bizarre or extreme cases
where the simple device of reductic ad ab-
surdum shows the resolution untenable. 1f
the affirmative can do so by abstracting from
the text, and asking a meaningful question
about the resolution's meaning for a rea-
sonable person, then the negative should
be given equal liberty in interpreting the
resolution in a way that gives him or herthe
widest possible range of strategies to prove

the resolution false. Just as with the call for
a "big tent" of philosophical ideas dis-
cussed earlier, such a liberality of method
would require each interpretation of the
resolution to justify itself as valid. It does
not grant an imprimatur to any one scheme
of interpretation, and thus avoids creating
implicit burdens of proof.
A nything else creates prescribed
urdens, however informal that
may be. Such burdens do LD a great disser-
vice. LD debaters and coaches would do
well, in this sense, to learn from our policy
debate colleagues. A multiplicity of strate-
gies for negating the resolution is the norm
in team debate, Paradoxically, the event
which tried to distinguish itself by prohibit-
ing prescribed burdens and a large body of
theory has become much less innovative
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and far more tracked into a single paradigm
than policy debate is.

D is atits best when it is a liberat-

ing intellectual experience, when
the fullest possible range of ideas and strat-
egies can have play in a round. For LD to
remain bound by the self-imposed con-
straints of the Enlightenment consensus
and a set of implied decision rules, is for the
event to grow increasingly barren as a field
of genuine inquiry, discovery, and free and
full debate. An expansive notion of accept-
able philosophical categories, and of over-
all affirmative and negative strategy, will be
the best way for LD to preserve the vitality
and freshness which has made it so popu-
lar and meaningful as a forensic art form.

e NAEGELIN AWARD PRESENTED
BY TRINITY UNIVERSITY

Joseph Johnson, director of forensics and
instructor of speech and debate at James Madi-
son High School, was named the recipient of
the prestigious Lanny Naegclin Scrvice Award

during the 8th Annual Trinity University High School Tourna-
ment. The honor, named after the late Fine Arts coordinator for the
Northeast Independent School District in San Antonio, was pre-
sentcd at the awards cereniony. The plaque will hang in the lobby
of the Ruth Taylor Theater at Trinity University.

This was the first year the service award was named in memory
of Lanny Naegelin, who passed away earlier this year. Lanny was
well known throughout Texas and the nation for his work in drama,
speech and debate events. In 1997, he was elected President of the
National Forensic League.

The award has been given with deep appreciation annually
to individuals who have made significant contributions to high
school forensics and to the Trinity tournament. '

"Over the years we have been giving this award to recognize
the people who have guided and supported the forensics commu-
nity," said Frank Harrison, director of forensics at Trinity Univer-
sity. "When Lanny Naegelin died we needed to remember his legacy.
Johnson is a young man who is following Lanny's tradition of
conunitment and dedication to his students and service to the fo-
Tensics comimunity.”

B. J. Naegelin, Lanny's widow, presented the award.
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VOLUME I

+ CX 101 Developing the Negative Position in Policy Debate

Cross Examination
Instructor: Diana Prentice Carlin, University of Kansas

Addresses zeveral key points in The Negative Position — reasons for use, ways to
construct, how to use in a round, risks involved. Length: 53:00

+ CX 102 Constructing Affirmative Positions

Instructor: Greg Varley, Lakeland High School, NY

Winning suggestions for novice debaters in the basics of affirmative case
construction by exploring these two issues: evaluation of the resolution, building
a successful affirmative case. Length: 45:00

+ CX 103 A. Speaker Duties: The Conventions of Debate
Instructor: Bill Davis, Blue Valley, High School, KS
For novice debaters—outlines the responsibilities of each speaker from 1AC 1o
2NR and the only three rules of debate,

B. Stock Issues in Policy Debate
Instructor: Glenda Ferguson, Heritage Hall School, OK
For novice debaters — gives background and applications of signficance, inher-
ency, solvency, and topicality. (Both topics on one tape) Length: 61.:00

* CX 104 Cross Examination —Theory and Techniques
Instructor: Dr. George Zicgelmueller, Wayne State Unjversity, MI

An in-depth study of the finer points of cross-examination: asking factual
questions, using directed questions of clarification, using questions based ontests
of evidence and reasoning, and preparing stock questions. Leagth: 48:00

+ CX 105 Advocacy—How to Improve Your Communication in
the Context of Debate

Instructor: Dr. George Ziegelmueller, Wayne State University, M|

Recommendations for improving your speaking style. Length: 56:00

+ CX 106 “Unger and Company,” Chapter 1

Moderator: Dr. James Unger, Georgetown University, Washingiton D.C.

Top collegiate debate coaches “debate about debate™ in a McLaughlin group
format. Topics include Experts in Debate, Topicality, Judging, and Impact
Evaluation. Length: 60:00

*LD 101 Debating AMrmative Lincoln / Douglas Debate
Instructor: Pat Badey, Homewood High School, AL

Marilee Dukes, Vestavia Hills High School, AL
Topics inciude designing aflinmative strategy —considering the type of resolu-
tion, introductions and conclusions, establishing a value premise, rules for
justifications, and duties of 1AR and ZAR. Lengih: 56:00

LD 102 Debating Negative in Lincoin / Douglas Debate
Instrucror: Pat Bailey, Homewood High School, AL
Marilee Dukes, Vestavia Hills High School, AL
Topics tnclude organizing the negative constructive and strategies and rules
govemning the negative rebuttai. Length: 38:00

LD 103 Cross Examination in Lincoln / Douglas Debate
Instructor: Aaron Timmons, Newman-Smith High Scheol, TX
Tips in conducting successful cross examination with student demonstrations

and critique. Lengih: 48:00

« L0 104 Whatare Values? and Applying Value Standards to
Lincoln/ Douglas Debate

Instructor: Dale McCall, Wellington High School, FL

Detailed examination of value standards as they apply to L/ D Debate.

Length: 52:00

+ INT 101 An Overview of Interpretation and The (Qualities
of an Effective Selectton
Instructor: Ron Krikac, Bradley University, IL
Issues explored are defipitions of interpretation and discussion of the characteris-
tics of a winning national cutting. Length: 49:00

« INT 102 Script Analysis
Instructor: Ron Krikac, Bradley University, IL
Script apalysis including reading aloud, finding details, determining specific
relationships and creating a sub-text. Many helpful suggestions and itlustrations.
Length: 35:00
» 00 101 Coaching Original Oratory: A Roundtable Discussion 1
Moderator: Donovan Cummings, Edison High School, CA
Five outstanding coaches discuss various oriory strategies: appropriate topics,
us¢ of humor, involvement of the coach, reliance on personal experience. Length:
49:45
« 00 102 Coachlng Original Oratory: A Roundtabie Discussion 2
Moderator: Donovar Cummings, Edison High School, CA
Five outstanding coaches discuss delivery techniques and strate gies: importance of
delivery, coaching delivery and gestures, improvement of diction. Length: 35:00
+« OO0 103 Oratory Overview
Instructor: L, D. Naeglin, San Antonio, TX
Examines elements in winning orations that listeners and judges waant to hear and
see. Based on empirical data, an excellent lock at judge analysis. Length: 1:25:00
» 00 104 Oratory Introductions and Conclusions
Instructor: L. D. Nazglln, San Antonio, TX
A continuation of QO103. By understanding judge and listener analysis, speakers
can use information 1o create winning intros and conclusions. Length: 59:25
« 00 105 Oratory Content
Instructor: L. D. Naeglin, San Antonie, TX
From examples of national competition, tips on how to support ideas successfully
in oratory with humor, personal example, annlogy, etc. Length: 56:20
+ EXT 101 [ssues in Extemp: A Roundtable Discussiop 1
Moderator: Randy McCutcheon, Albuquerque Academy, NM
Qutstanding extemp coaches discuss getting students involved in extemp, organ-
izing an extemnp file, using note cards and applying successful practice techniques.
Length: 43:00
+ EXT 102 Issues in Extemp: A Roundtable Discussjon 2
Moderator: Randy McCutcheon, Albuguerque Acadermy, NM
Contizuation of EXT 102. Topics covered include organizing the speech body,
use of sources, humor, use of canned or generic introductions. Length: 48:00
« EXT 103 Championship Extemp: Part 1 —U.S. Extemp
Moderator: Randy McCutcheon, Albuquerque Acadenty, NM
A critique of two U.8. Extemp national finalists by a roundtable of outstanding
extemp coaches. Length: 41:00
» EXT 104 Championship Extemp: Part 2—Foreign Extemp
Moderawr: Randy McCutcheon, Albuquerque Academy, NM
A critique of two Foreign Extemp national finalists by a roundtable of outstanding
extemp coaches. Lewgih: 4100

NEW! Yolume 11

| MORE TAPES, NEXT PAGE

VOLUME Ii

+ CX 107 “Unger and Com ” Chapter 2
Moderator: Jamgg.]. Unger, T?le,g:?r)i'éan Uni?ersity

The Unger-led panel of distiniguished collegiate debate coaches clash over the
following areaz Inheremcy, Structure, Generics, Counterplans, Real World
Arguments. Length: 59.00
« CX 108 “Unger and Company,” Chapter 3
Moderator: James J. Unger, The American Unpversity
This third chapter of “Unger and Company” contains several differing opinions
about Presentation, Intrinsicness, Ipstitutes, and Direction. Length: 38:60

+ CX 109 Introduction to Debate Analysis: Affirmative
Instructor: James Copeland, Executive Secretary, NFL

A clear and precise introdnction 1o affirmative case and plan writing for novice
debaters. Length: I hour 12 min.

Tapeys sold only tao NEL member selrooly!




VOLUME 11 (Continued from previous page)
+«+ CX 110 Paradigms
Instructor: Dr. David Zarefsky, Northwestern University
Nationally renowned debate coach and theorist David Zarefsky presents his
ideas on paradigms in argumentation. This lecture is required viewing for all
gerious students of debate. Length: 54:10

+ CX 111 Demonsiration Debate and Analysis

Instructor: Greg Variey, Lakeland High School, NY

Provides detailed explanation of each step of a cross examination debate, from
opening arguments to ¢losing rebuttals. Using as his model the final round debate
from the 1992 Natiopal Tournament in Fargo, Coach Varley has produced a
“winning” tape for both novices and experienced debaters. Length: 2 howrs

+ CX 112 Flowing a Debate

Instructor: Greg Varley, Lakeland High School, NY

Students will find a pumber of strategies in the proper flowing of a debate in this
excellent presentation by patiopally prominent coach Greg Varley. A sample
flow sheet in included with each tape. Length: 35:25

+ CX 113 Recruiting Roundiable

Moderator: Greg Varley, Lakeland High School, NY

Three outstanding coaches with very different debate programs offer insight and
suggestions on recnuiting new members. The discussion follows mm excellent film
that can be used a5 a recruiting tool. Length: 53:10

+ LD 105 How to Prepare for your L./ D Rounds

Instructor: Dale McCall, Wellington High School, FL

A comprehensive discussion about the preparation steps students need to under-
take to compete confidently in Lincoln-Douglas Debate, Length: 35:00

+LD 106 Value Analysis in L / D Debate

Instructor: Diana Prentice Carlin, University of Kansas

An examination of value analysis by an cutstanding debate coach. Length- 35

LD 107 L /D Debate; The Moederate Style
Instructor: Pam Cady, Apple Valley High School, MN
Coach Cady provideg invaluable advice on developing a moderate debale style,
Her points are demonstrated by two outstanding student debaters. Length: 5300

- LD 108 Rebuttal Preparation

Instructor: Carol Biel, Chesterton High School, IN

Coach Biel moderates a group discussion with custanding young high school
debaters in this examination of rebuttal preparation. Length: 55:00

« INT 103 Interpretation of Poetry and Prose

Instructor: Ruby Krider, Professor Emeritus, Murray State University, KY
Imagery, parration, and believability are but a few of the areas Professor Krider
covers in this colorful and insightful exploration of the role of the interpreter of
poetry and prose. Her lecture is divided into three parts: Catch That Image, Chat
Chat Chat, and Make Us Believe You. Length: I hour 25 min.

« INT 104 Critique of Interpretation

Moderator: Ron Krikace, Bradley University, IL

What works and what doesn’t work in dramatic and humorcus interpretation?
Three esteemed coaches analyze and critique performances w humorcus and
dramatic using examples drawn from national final rounds. Length: 59:25

* INT 105 Introduction to Poetry Interpretation
Instructor: Barbara Funke, Chesterton High School, IN

One of the nation’s best inlerpretation coaches teaches a detailed and honest
approach to poetry. Coach Funke provides insight into how to choose a poem and
how to establish commitments a5 a performer. A practical and enlightening tape for
all participants in individual events. Length: 56:20
+ [NT 106 Characterization in Interpretation
Instructors: Pam Cady, Apple Valley High School, MN

Joe Wycoff, Chesterton High School, IN
Outstanding national coaches Cady and Wycof[ team up to share their expertise in
the area of characterization. Cady takes on vocal characierization while Wycoff
engages in a discussion on physicalization. Students who competed at the 1993
Nationa! Tournament are used throughout the presentation. Length: 54 min.
* INT 107 PBreaking the Ice
Instructor: Rosella Blunk, Sioux Falls, [A
A terrific tape for beginning and advanced classes in drama and speech. How does
one go about putting students at ease ina performance environment? Coach Blunk
and herstudents provide several fun and easy activitiesthat will make yourstudents
glad to be in cless. Lengsh: 34:25
¢ GEN 101 Ethics in Competition
Instructor: Joe Wyeoff, Chesterton High School, IN
Hall-of-Fame Coach Joe Wycoff speaks about ethics in forensic competition and
other related topics in this entertaining and candid presentation. Length: 40 min.
+ EXT 105 First Experiences
Moderator: L.D. Naegelin, San Antonio, TX
Members of this panel of former high school extermnp speakers discuss how they
got sarted in extemp and share advice they found invajuable. Length: 42
+ EXT 106 Expert Extemp: Advanced Technigues
Moderator: L.D. Nazgelin, San Antonio, TX
On this program the panelists detail the skills and techniques they’ve learned on
their way to becoming advanced extempers and champions. Length: 44:30
+ EXT 107 Expert Extemp: Speech and Critique
Maderator: LD. Naegelin, San Antonio, TX
The panpelists lisienioanextempspeech delivered by Jeremy Mallory of Swarthmore
College and provide an in-depth critique of his presentation. Length: 4230
- EXT 108 Advanced Extempore Speaking
Instructor: James M. Copeland, Executive Secretary, NFL
A practical tape for competitors which covers the basics of research, file building,
and outlining as well as advanced concepts: the rule of the 4sevens, topic selection,
and attention factors. Length: I hour 23 min.
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TOURNAMENT TRAIL

COME PREVIEW THE CITY WHERE THE

1999 NFL NATIONALS

WILL BE HELD!

The 1999 Southwest Championship will take place on the Arizona State University campus on
January 8 & 9. All usual individual events will be offered, along with team and Lincoln-Douglas
debate. Last year's tournament drew forty-eight schools from eight states, and this year the
tournament is a TOC qualifier for team debate in the semifinals. This is your opportunity to

meet local coaches, become acquainted with local judges, and get a feel for the lay of the
land!

For more information or an invitation, contact:

Doyle Srader

P.O. Box 871205
Tempe, AZ 85287-1205
602 965 5578
Ammm STATE UVIVFRS%TY srader@asu.edu

COLLEGE OF EASTERN UTAH'S
Utah Raptor Western Stale
‘ Championships °© -

December 18-1%, 1998
Events:

Debate (Six rounds each)
Policy and Lincoln Douglas Debate

Individual Eventis (Three rounds each) \
Original Oratory, Prose, Poetry, Dramatic Interpretation, Duo Interpretation, Extempora-

neous Speaking, Impromptu, BExpository, Humorous, SPAR, Congress
*All events will break to appropriate outrounds.

Contact: Dean Gundlach for an invifation
Chair of the College of Eastemn Ulah’s Forensics Depariment
“Home of the Number One Two-Year Forensics Institulion in the U.S8.”
451 East 400 North, Price, Utah 84501 (Phone 435.637.2120 ext. 56468 [ Fax 435.637.4102)
email: DGUNDLACH@AC.CEU.EDU
- ARRANGEMENTS WILL BE MADE TQ PICK UP TEAMS FROM THE SALT LAKE CITY INTERNATIONAL AIRPORT*
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A TOPIC THAT CRIES OUT FOR COUNTERPLANS

In this article
we will discuss the
major types of
counterplans on the
Russia topic for 1998-
1999. The simplcst way to think of
counterplans was the way it was taught to
me, via a child's thyme: "Anything you can
do, I can do better.” Countcrplans would be
areason to votc against the affirmative plan,
since there are other options more desir-
able, more effective, less expensive than the
affirmative plan while accomplishing the
same goals. Counterplans can take many
forms, but the counterplans I cnvision on
this topic wouid modify the agent of change
from the United States (as mandated by the
topic) and instcad include a group of na-
tions, always known by their acronyms,
such as NATOQ (North Atlantic Treaty Or-
ganization), EEU (European Economic
Union) or the UN (United Nations).

Presently, American foreign policy is
largely defined by Presidential leadership
styles. President Clinton favors a style of
foreign policy called Neo-Internationalismm,
which is also known as "assertive
multilateralism." It has been highly promoted
by Madeleine Albright, the Clinton
Administration's Secretary of State and
former U.S, representative to the United
Nations. Neo-Internationalism seeks to
build institutions that are more than the sum
of their constituent parts. It argues that the
United States should remain involved but
at a substantially reduced cost. One as-
sumption of this ideology is the potential
for international cooperation. If they are
cooperative, we should work with formal
alliances and international organizations in
almost all instances. Clearly, this ideology
would favor a strong United Nations,

Examples of Neo-Internationalism
abound in recent history. In the Gulf War,
President Bush sought an alliance of our
allies prior to taking a direct military action
against Iraq. Even though many of the coun-
tries of the alliance gave little monetary or
military support for the alliance, their con-
sent was deemed to be vital to prevent the
conflict from spreading. President Clinton
has done the same type of diplomaey in re-
gards to Bosnia (NATO involvement) and
Somalia (UN involvement), always seeking
alliances whenever possible prior to the use
of military force.

The policy debate topic for 1998-1999
does not advocate Neo-Intemationalism,

by Marty Ludium

since a policy topic could ncver advocate
the status quo. Instead, the policy resolu-
tion advocates a foreign policy ideology of
Unilateralism, America acting first, acting
alone in matters of foreign affairs.

A proponent of Unilateralism mini-
mizes (and when possible excludes) the par-
ticipation of other governments and orga-
nizations. Unilateralists ar¢ uncomfortable
with alliances. They are strictly opposed to
any transfer of sovereign authority to inter-
national organizations. In this way,
unilateralists share the views of isolation-
ists and minimalists in being critical of the
United Nations, and similar organizations,.

Unilateralism maximizes freedom of
decision-making and implcmentation since
one would not consult with any other coun-
try prior to acting. This allows for rapid de-
cisions and improves the chances for se-
crecy. This would be a strategic advantage
of unilateralism over any policy involving
multiple nations.

Unilateralism is a unique idcology,
since it is facially neutral, It does not imply
what should or should not be done with
our relations with Russia. Russia may be
our best friend or our worst enemy. It only
argues that any actions should be done by
America alone, and not by the permission
or consent of our allies.

Untlateralism eliminates problems of
guessing the intentions of others, sinee the
intentions of others are irrelevant. It is the
best option when narrow interests at stake
and the involvement of others is not neces-
sary. However, as the energy topic showed,
America acting alone cannot solve all prob-
lems. America’s use of fossil fuels is but
one cause. Other nations using fossil fuels
must follow suit, or the actions will be inef-
fective. The same can be said for many po-
tential areas of this topic. Conventional arms
sales, nuclear weapons/technology trans-
fers, nuclear waste disposal, bans on
landmines, importing/exporting of ciga-
rettes-alcohol-drugs, and many others are
problems for all nations, not just Russia &
America. In other words, if America and
Russia agree not to transfer nuclear tech-
nology, that is fine. However, if China and
India transfer that information to all the will-
ing buyers, there is no advantage to an
American and Russian agreement to pro-
hibit transfers.

Another analogy can be seen in
American/Cuban relations. America has an
import prohibition on Cuban goods, largely

to bankrupt the Cuban regime. However,
while America will not import Cuban goods,
and this hurts Cuba greatly, Cuba has other
options, Cuban cigars are readily available
in Canada. Cuban supar is easily sold in
South America and Afiica. Cuba sclls their
goods, perhaps with additional transporta-
tion costs, but they are sold. The only people
denied Cuban products are American citi-
zens. Amcrica’s foreign policy, intent on
bankrupting the Cuban regime, is a com-
plcte failure.

Like the prohibition on nuclear tech-
nology, and the prohibition of Cuban ex-
ports, such policics only work if they are
world-wide or least fairly widespread. Dcal-
ing with intemational rclations, scveral ac-
tors exist to help make uniform policies.
NATO and th¢ EEU are perfect choice for
most problems specific to Burope. For world-
wide implementation, the only possible al-
ternative is the United Nations,

Many in peolitics, and many debate
coaches put little faith in the United Na-
tions, scoffing at it both in the real world
and in applying it to debate topics. I think,
however, in many areas of foreign policy
the United Nations is a very viable altemna-
tive. I will briefly address the three major
criticisms of the United Nations and explain
why, under a fair assessment, we are far
better by having the United Nations than
being without it.

irst, minimalists will argue that for
all the peacekeeping efforts of the United
Nations, wars have not stopped. True
enough, but this misses the point. While
wars have occurred singe the founding of
the United Nations following World War I,
such as Korea, Vietnam, Desert Storm, and
a host of others not involving America, this
is not a proper tool for measuring success.
We cannot measure the number of wars that
were PREVENTED because of diplomacy
and negotiations at the United Nations.
Those cannot be counted, but they are cer-
tainly important.

We would not call police force a fail-
ure because crimes still occur. Prevented
crimes cannot be measured, but they obviously
exist, as the presence of the police seem to sup-
press anti-social behavior by their presence, and
they also serve a function of catching those who
do wrong (obviously after the fact) so that they
can be punished by society. By analogy, the
United Nations serves a similar purpose, pre-
venting conflict when possible through {nego-
tiation and diplomacy), trying to prevent con-
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flict by more drastic means when imminent (use
of peaeekeeping forces), and when force is in-
volved, trying to localize the conflict (by alli-
ances) and trying to end the conflict (through
negotiations).

While the Korean War was tragic, the
events would have been much worse had the
UN not existed, since many in the American
politieal scene wanted a military confrontation
with the Sovict Union, including if neeessary a
nuclear attack. Negotiations at the United Na-
tions (then in its infancy) helped prevent a po-
tential nuclear exchange between the superpow-
ers which would have cost millions of lives, far
greater than the losses from the entire conflict.

Had the United Nations not been pres-
suring the Bush regime into a quick end the Gulf
‘War, how many easualties would have oecurred?
What other parties might have gotten invotved?
What if Iraq (sensing the overwhelming military
might of America) thought that their only means
of continuing the conflict was through terrorism
on American soil? Would that have been better?
When we compare the relative benefits of politi-
cal schemes sueh as the UN, the faults are obvi-
ous, and the benefits are more difficult to sec.
However, that does not mean that the benefits
do not exist.

@econd, minimalists will argue that the
United Nations is a social policy sinkhole. There
is always a problem to be solved, and atways a
UN bureaucrat wanting to set up a program to
solve it. True enough, I suppose. There are
plenty of problems out there, and many of the

problems are easily within the means of those
outside the area to solve. Would the world really
be a better place if we turned our backs to prob-
lems that are within our ability to solve?

The United Nations has vaccinated mil-
lions from disease, preventable diseases which
savc countless lives and a preat deal of suffering.
The UN has kept millions more from starvation
due to droughts, floods, civil unrest, and a host
of other problems. Does the constant need for
humanitarian relief really indicate a failure for
those offering relief? Would we be prepared to
call the International Red Cross a failure, since it
still responds to disasters. We would not. But
the UN gets criticized for the same actions done
for the same purposes. Obviously this is a prob-
lem of image, ot a real problem of the UN and
its behavior.

hird, isolationists will argue that the
United Nations is "spending my hard earmed
money" or other such language. Not quite. While
the United States does pay a disproportionate
share of the UN expenses, we do not pay all of
them. In fact, unless I have missed something,
Ted Tuner is personally giving more to the
United Nations than the U.S. government. In
fact, we (America) are over a billion dollars be-
hind in our dues to the United Nations. If this
were any other club, we would be thrown out.
Of course, we are not thrown out, because we
constantly make claims that "we are about to”
pay off that debt.

The United Nations does a great deal of
good. It is not perfect by any means, but it is

better than the alternative, no international ac-
tion. It is important to realize that the reason we
need and therefore have a United Nations is be-
cause of a failure of individual states to take
action and effectively deal with these problems.
Question?

Would Peru have stepped in to stop
Saddam Hussein?
Question?

‘Would Greece have paid for foodstuffs
for the starving in Somalia?
Question?

Would Panama send its troops to stop
the fighting in former Yogoslavia?

The answer to all of these is "no.” They
represent a failure of individual states to act in
matters that do not directly coneern them. Even-
tually, however, the conflicts cross state lines,
and the starving masses move to areas outside
the drought or flee from areas of civil unrest. If
life tells us anything it is that our neighbor's
problems, if ignored, may grow into being our
problems. Best to deal with them while they are
small problems.

The United Nations is a benefit both to
the real world, and to our analysis in debate.

Best of luck on the Russia topic for 1998-
19991

(Marty Ludlum is owner of Power Punch
Publications, Inc. He can be reached at
DebateKing(@aol.com. The Power Punch
website is www PowerPunch.com}
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) FLIP OFF YOUR FRISBEE! |

THROW YOUR BOOMERANG AWAY! ! !

(BUT IT MAY KEEP COMING BACK)

THERE’S A NEW FORENSIC TOY! AND IT'S WAY COOL!

THE NFL FOOTBALL -- NOT!

(Actual Size)

Now you can show your spirit for the original NFL as you dis the "other" NFL by buying the newest
craze! A miniature foam football which proclaims that NFL is ®& football.

This ball is perfect for: Earn severe punishment when you:
Tossing to a debate partner during tag team CX Toss the ball in speech class.

Handoffs to a duo partner as characters change. Throw passes on the bus going to tournaments.
Kicking after a failure to "break" at a tfournament. "Spike" on stage during awards after a big win!

Squeezing when nervous, before tough rounds. Do a "Lucy and Charlie Brown" with your coach.
YES! SEND NFL FOOTBALL(S) -- NOT!
ENCLOSED IS $__ ($5 PER BALL AND $3 SHIPPING)
NAME: SCHOOL:
ADDRESS: CITY: STATE ZIP
NFL, BOX 38, RIPON, Wi 54971-0038




Pop Quiz:
What Do These Professionals Have In Common?
Hint: They Are All Well Spoken.

Every year, 90,000 high school students receive leadership training through the National Forensic
League’s speech and debate competition. The training helps students become America’s future
leaders — in the arts, business, government and education. Supreme Court Justice Stephen Breyer,
news anchors Jane Pauley and Tom Brokaw, and actor Shelley Long are NFL alums.
Lincoln Financial Group has teamed up with the National Forensic League to train our
next generation of leaders. Join us in supporting them.

For information about the National Forensic League's speech
and debate training program, call 1-920-748-6206.
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Financial Group LEAGUE

Clear solutions in a complex world™ Training youth for leadership

Lincoln Financial Group is the marketing name for Lincoln National Corporation. @Lincoln National Corporation. 10/98 CRN9810-0543






