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INDIVIDUAL EVENTS

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

ORATORY

ORATORY contains sections on topic selection, topic research, organizational
options, integrating your personality, 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 book of abstract rumblings or history. It is
a step-by-step masterpiece that is perfect for your needs.

Complete. This wonderful booklet 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 that | finally had a student qualify for nationals.”

BOB JONES . N
G. Skerritt, California

CDE “Your book made things so much easier to understand and do, | wish all my books were this good.”
K.Forrest, Roosevelt H.S.

“l love the examples and Mr. Jones makes it seem so simple and clear. I've improved as a teacher, and my

students results have really improved, because of this book.” Debra L. Kuntz, |.E. coach at Central H.S., Chio

“Original and Innovative”

STUDENT CONGRESS

YOUR GUIDE TO
INFORMATIVE AND
EXPOSITORY SPEAKING

For Anyone Interested In Learning And Winning
Complete Sections: (1) Beginning Steps, (2) Visual Aids, (3) Writing
the Speech, (4) Delivering the Speech (5) Checklist, (6) Sample
Informative Speech, (7) Appendices

Ours is a unique book. And the authors who wrote it are part
of the reason why. One is an award winning coach whose stu-
dents always lead the way in Student Congress. The other is a
former congress competitor who has done the empirical
research, interviewing, and reading necessary to synthesize the
best and most useful knowledge on the event.

FOR A SPEECH EVENT CENTERED ON HUMAN

INTERACTION OUR PEOPLE HAVE GIVEN YOU This is the text to help you
B()TH THE RULES AND THE SUBJECTIVE PER- learn how to be the very best ANEORMAIY
MATIVE
SONAL ELEMENTS. speaker you can be in exposi-
3 ; . AND
;(OUR b;g}( will t}Oﬁtal?_ sec- S tory speech events. Itisthe | _
e O Student Congress only text to give you ap- A el
g;g es " proaches, examples, research
ce es . . . .
Stistaies }_\mts, tOplC- sel‘ectlon gglde-
Preparation lines, organizational options,
Research and a thorough checklist to 15
Writing A Bill guide you. oo T
Writing A Resolution If . d 2 Cat Bemett
Writing an Amendment YPIUNE Evel Sotlks i St
Organizing the Speech formative before the book
Sponsorship verses Other s i takes you from step one to
Qfgsfc?:: g $22.00 finishing the contest experience. If you’ve been in the
Delivering the Speech ($15 @ for 8 or more) event for years it includes sections on national level com-
To Lobby or Not To Lobby petition and selecting topics for top-flight tournaments.

Do not make the mistake of putting off this purchase.
Use the order form today.
Or phone in your order to 505-751-0514.

$22.00 for one copy, $l4 each for 10 or more.

“Student Congress is very well organized and easy to teach from”
“ S. gtevens, lllinois
It only took me a couple of hours to get a good grip on what it
1a_kes 10 do well in Congress. Mr. Jones' book makes it simple
Without leaving anything out.” W. Starks, York H.S.




THE CRUCIAL COACHING TEXT AND Dﬁnﬁ%ﬂ;}c

TOOL FOR DRAMATIC INTERPRETATION INTERPRETATION

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

Sections include:

» History and Purpose ‘ + Using Your Face and Voice

* Rules and Purpose « Crealing and Perfecting the Theme

+ Finding and Selecting the Cutting(s) » Character crealion and separation

« Writing the Introduction » Developing the plan lo perfect ihe presentalion
+ Using Your Body » A source list of cutling possibilities

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

$24.00 for one book, $16.00 each for six or more. Use the order form.

CUTTINGS LISTS

Nationally successful Interprelalion competitors know that recent material has an advan-
tage. In these three publicalions Ted Scutli lists and carefully describes contemporary
Humorous and Dramatic material, what type of personality and desired etects each best fits, and what the setting
INTERPRETATION and central idea are.
. Mr. Scutti, a multiple National Champion, also provides the sources the material can
T ! . 2 . .
CUTTINGS LISTS be obtained from. Approximately 200 cultings described in each.

CDE Betty Whitlock

CDE

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

“EW“ PISIT tue €OE wes siTE TopAY!

www.cdedebate.com

THE ESSENTIAL BOOK and TEXT
FOR LEARNING TO WIN HUMOROUS

A crucial book full of insight, pragmatic suggestions, stralegy, and the tips
that separate competitors from finalist. Wnitten by Robert D. Nordyke, one
of the most successful and watched coaches in America today.
Chapter include: =
1. Nature of the event (basic, skilis)
2. Pre-planning the performance

~ Finding Material

CDE

PO BoxZ
Taos, NM 87571

:E%‘;'i:;;zm HUMOROUS vree Lincoln Douglas Blocks
3. Analyzing the script INTERPRETATION: Free CX Case and Blocks
- Reading the script vree Internet Links for Extemp, CX and LD
- Reading lor the cutting I THE TEXT
- Narrowing locus
4. Siructuring the cuttin
5. Piecing loggeme, the Eumng $24.00 for one book, $16.00, ea_ch for five or
- Line splicing 1 more. Use the Order Form section headed
- Narrative continuity v INDIVIDUAL EVENTS.
6. Infroducing the piece B R Jfl}
7. Preparing the performance 8. Taking the performance 10 the competilive level  Appendices
~ Character development - Tournament professionalism — Preparation Checklist
- Physicalization - The competilive environment - Character voice worksheet
— Vocal variety, exploration - High School verses college judge expeclalions - Physicalization worksheet
- Factai management - The competitive environment - Selected Tilles, Cutting list in

o g humorous Interpretation

mail to:  CDE, P.O. Box Z, Taos, NM. 87571

. 1 Oratory $18
ll:ho.ne. (g({))ff) 75511-92’58184 1  Student Congress $22
ax:  (303) 751 3 Informative & Expository $22
Vi . Web Site - www.cdedebate.com :
1SA 4 1 Dramatic $24
Email - bennett@laplaza.org 7 Humorous 52
1 Readers Theatre 39
Name [ Drama Cuttings List %16
MasterCard [CJ Humer Cuttings List $16
—— Mailing Address
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~ 20th Anniversary ~

SOUTHERN BELL FORUM

MONTGOMERY BELL ACADEMY

January 4 - 6, 2002




WiLias Woors TATE, JR., PRESIDENT
MoNToOMERY BELL AcapEmMy

4001 HarpiNG

Nasaviie, TN 37205

PHONE: §15-269-3959
TATEB@MONTGOMERYBELL.COM

Dorvs D. RoperTs

W aTerTowr HioH Schoor

200 - 9 Steeer N.E.
Watertown, SD 57201
PHone: 605-882-6324
watertownsd@hotmail.com

K1 Kivg

SaN Antonto-CHukcHILL HS
12049 BLaxco Rp

Sam Antownie, TX 78216

Prong: 210-442-0800, Exr 352
kking003@neisd.net

HaroLp Kel1ER

2035 LoLm Ave
Davenrorr, 1A, 52804
Prowre: 563-323-6693
HCKeller@aol.com

Grepa FEROUSON

Herrage Hawr Hica Scroor
1800 N, W. 122w

Owanoma Crry, OK 73120
PHonE: 405-74%-3033
glerguson@heritagehall. com

11650 SE 601H
Bouevus, WA 98006
Puone: 425-644-T7737

MNFL Website: debate.uvm.edu/nfl.html

Let every nation know, whether
it wishes us well or ill, that we
shall pay any price, bear any bur-
den, meet any hardship, support
any friend, oppose any foe to as-
sure the survival and success of
liberty.

John F. Kennedy, 1961

..we here highly resolve that these
dead shall not have died in vain — that
this nation, under God, shall have a new
birth of freedomn -- and that government
of the people, by the people, for the
people shall not parish from the earth.

Abraham Lincoln, 1863

MICHAEL BURTON, ALTERNATE
EBastsor CatHouc Hiar Schoor

xxcoach@sprintmail.com

TED W. BELCH, VICE PRESTOENT
Grenproor. Noats Hioi ScHooL
2300 SHERMER RD
Nortaerock, IL 60062
Ppong: B4T-509-2648
thelch@glenbrook.k12.il.ns

Frank SFERRA

Munien Hion ScrooL

3601 5. Lowrs BLvp
Denver, CO 80236

Prone: 203-761-1764
sferra@mnllen.pvt.k12.co.ng

Bro. Reng STERNER FSC

La Sanie Cozeog Hior Scuool
8605 CHELTENHAM AVE
Wynpmoor, PA 19038
Puowe: 215-233-2911

Fax: 215-233.1418

THE ROSTRUM

Official Publication of the National Forensic League
(USPS 471-180) (ISSN 1073-5526)
James M. Copeland
Editor and Publisher
Sandy Krueger
Publications Director
P.O. Box 38
Ripon, Wisconsin 549710038
(920) 748-6206
The Rostrum (471-180) Is publisbed monthly, except June, July, & August each school
year by the National Forensic League, 125 Watson St., Ripon, Wisconsin 54971. -
Periodical postage paid at Ripon, Wisconsin 54571, POSTMASTER: send address
changes to THE Rostram, P.O. Box 38, Ripon, Wisconsin 54971,
SUBSCRIPTION PRICES
Individuals: 510 one year; $15 two years. Member Sebools $5.00 each addltional sub.

Dow CRABTREE

Park Hni Hion Schoon

T701 N. W, Barry R
Kanaaz Crry, MO 64153
PHONE: BL6-T4E-4070
crabtrecd@parkhill k12.mo.us

NFL Tepic Page: sites.netscape.net/topicpagenfl/homepage

ON THE COVER: Michsel Owen Wells as Patrick Heary:
: "Give me Hhirlygrg‘[u me death”"
DECEMBER: Focus on Couches and Coaching &

Chapter Honor Societies.

Gentlemen may cry, "Peace! Peace! - but
there is no peace. The war has actually
begun!...I know not what course others may
take; but as for me, give me liberty or give me
death!

Patrick Henry, 1775

The course of this conflict is not known, yet, its
outcome is certain. Freedom and fear, justice and

" e "l I cruelty, have always been at war, and we know that -
| f s God is not neutral between them. '

'\5 # r | gl Fellow citizens, we will meet violence with pa-

( hall '.J tient justice, assured of the rightness of our cause
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and confident of the victories to come.
. .J George Bush, 2001

Nuclear Threat Initiative/NFL Policy Debate Topic
That the United States federal government should establish a foreign policy
significantly limiting the use of weapons of mass destruction.

— |

Lincoln Financial Group/NFL November/December L/D Topic
¢ Alesser developed nation’s right to develop ought to take priority over its obligation to protect the environment.

e — e —— e |

Chapter Honor Societies will appear in the December
"Focus on Coaching" Rostrum

The Rostrum provides an open forum for the forensic community. The opinions expressed by comtributors 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 urless offered directly from the NFL office.



; SCHWAN'S \
DUO INTERPRETATION

Susie Hillard and Christina D"Amato
1. Susie Hillard - Christina D'Amato 37D116
Notre Dame Academy, OH
Coach: Mrs. Paltricia B. Sanders
2. Andrew DeFeo - Charif Shanahan 33D183
fona Prep School, NY
Coach: Mr. Charles Sloat
3. Creighton Fraker - Samantha Colbum 43D108
Brandon Valley HS, SD
Coach: Ms. Ann Sittig
4. DiJohn Grizzell - Cherie Murphy 44D216
James Logan HS, CA
Coach: Mr. Tommie Lindsey, Jr.
5. Loren Knaster - Reid Levin 09D219
Cherry Creek HS, CO
Coach: Ms. Peggy Benedict

Susie Hillard and Christina D'Amato with Coach Mrs. Patricia Sanders
DUOINTERPRETATION RESULTS
CODE CUME SEMI SEMI FINALS TOTALS
RD 7-10 RD 11 RD 12
08D218 28 56211 25355 5466456/36 99
43D108 21 11636 67533 2324444/61 85
ggg: 1132 29 44354 71214 4413251/16 84
44D21% 22 26163 14333 5512365/16 81
: 30 12312 35767 4235523/15 91

1010233 was disqualified for use of unpublished material]




Whitman National Debate Institute

July 21 - August 1, 2002 (2 week session)
July 21 - August 7, 2002 (3 week session)

hosted by Whitman College, home of nine 2001 CEDA and NPDA elimination teams

Practice with drills, rebuttal redos, and practice debates with extensive feedback
Leave camp with cases and briefs on the 2003 NFL LD topics and Policy topic

Work with an NDT First Round debater, I.D Champion, CEDA Quarterfinalist, Public Debatt
Champion

A friendly, cooperative atmosphere while maintaining a focus on improving

LD and Policy

Want more information?

E-mail Jim Hanson at hansonjb @ whitman.edu

www.whitman.edu/offices_departments/rhetoric/camp/



Working Jor a Safer Worl CENTER FOR HORPROLIFERATION STUBHES
NTI and CNS aunounce:
t www.nti.org

The authoritative on-line source available at no cost for the
2001-2002 NFL High School Policy Debate Topic

WMD 411 covers nuclear, biological and chemical weapons,
missiles and missile defense, and other issues in this year's topic.
The site offers direct access to full text of treaties, agreements
and key policy papers.- The materials are drawn from original
sources so information is given in context to help you develop
your cases, argue disadvantages, and give thorough responses to
cross-examination questions. The site also provides a chronology
of key events, glossary and bibliography.

Co-chaired by Ted Turner and Sam Nunn, NTI is a private foundation working to reduce the
threat of use and prevent the spread of nuclear, biological and chemical weapons. WMD 411 was
prepared for NTI by the Center for Nonproliferation Studies at the Monterey Institute of
International Studies. NT1 is a co-sponsor of this year's high school debates and is offering this
resource to support increased student education and awareness about these issues,

.




“L IVING IN A NEW ERA OF INSECURITY”

by
Sam Nunn

The bitter events of September 1% will never
pase from the American memory. But whether
they are remembered as an isolated, unrepeated
horror, or the first nightmare in a new era of in-
security, may well depend on what we do now. The
terrorists who planned and carried out the at-
tacks showed there is no limit to the number of
innocent lives they are willing to take. Their ca-
pacity for killing was limited only by the power of
their weapons. As we strengthen airport and air-
plane security, we must not automatically assume
that the next attack against America will be like
the one we just experienced.

While we may not yet know with certainty
which group sponsored these attacks, we do know
that Osama bin Laden declared in 1998 that ac-
quiring weapons of mass destruction is “a reli-
gious duty.” This statement should not be taken
lightly. We have had a look at the face of terror-
ist warfare in the 21°* century, and it gives us little
hope that if these groups gained control of
huclear, biological or chemical weapons, they would
hesitate to use them.

Ae America prepares a response to the
events of September 1™, we must build a new
framework for national security that protects us
from the full range of new dangers we face.

Ten yearse ago a communist empire broke
apart, leaving as ite legacy 50,000 nuclear war-
heads, more than 1,000 tons of highly enriched
uranium; 150 tons of plutonium; 40,000 tons of
chemical weapons; 4,500 tons of anthrax; and
tens of thousands of scientists who know how
to make weapons and missiles, but don’t know how
to feed their families.

Ruesia’s dysfunctional economy and eroded
security systems have undercut controls on
these weapons, materials, and know-how — and
increased the risk that they may flow to hostile
forces.

Our nation understands from heart-shatter-
ing experience that America is targeted for ter-
rorist attack. But we do not fully grasp how
Russia’s loose controls over weapons, materials,
and know-how dramatically increase our vulner-
ability to an attack with nuclear, biological and
chemical weapons. [n 1998, an employee at
Ruesia's premier nuclear weapons laboratory was
arrested for trying to sell documents on nuclear
weapons design to agents of Iraq and Afghani-
stan. Just this year, a former bin Laden associ-
ate admitted to a federal grand jury his role in a
plot to purchase uranium. These threats of ter-
rorism and the threats of weapons of mass de-
struction are not separate, but inter-related and
reinforcing. The world’s security now depends in
great part on who is faster and smarter — those
trying to get weapons, materials, and know-how,
or those trying to stop them,

To reduce these threats to our own security,
we have — for the last ten years — helped the Rus-
sians secure weapons and weapons materials to
prevent theft; convert nuclear weapons facilities
to civilian purposes; and employ their weapons
scientists in peaceful pursuits. But we need to
do much more. Russia itself has experienced ter-
rible terrorist attacks in recent years and their
outpouring of support in the last few weeks indi-
cates there may be a real opportunity for en-
hanced U.5.-Russia cooperation.



Early this year, a distinguished bipartisan
task force declared loose weapons, materials and
know-how in Russia: “the most urgent unmet na-
tional security threat to the United States,” and
called for a four-fold funding increase to reduce
these threats. We need to reflect this sound ad-
vice in our budget priorities. Keeping weapons of
mass destruction out of terrorists’ hands is ei-
ther a priority or an afterthought. If it is an af-
terthought, after what?

The tragic events of September 11* have given
- us a rare opportunity to lead a world coalition
against terroriem. NATO, for the first time in
52 years, has formally declared that the alliance
has been attacked, and nineteen democracies are
how committed to join America in hitting back.
We also have other partners in Europe, Asia, the
Middle East, Latin America, and Africa. To carry
out the Bush Administration’s war on terrorism,
we must:

1. Prevent terrorist groups from
getting their hands on nuclear, biologi-
cal or chemical weapons, weapons ma-
terials and know-how.

2. Eliminate terrorist cells wher-
ever they are, inciuding those in the
United States.

5. Enlist the support of our coa-
lition partners to destroy the infra-
structure and cut off the funding of ter-
rorist groups wherever they are.

4, Hold nations that knowingly
harbor or support terroriste account-
able.

9. Take every feasible and reason-
able step in our military planning to
avoid inflicting large numbers of civiian
casualties that will only sow the seeds

for the next generation of fanatical, sui-
cidal terrorists,

©. Make it clear by our words and
actions that our war is against terror-
ism — not a war against lslam at home
or abroad.

7. Continue to address the under-
lying conflicts and conditions around the
world that breed fanatical hatred and
terrorism — probably our most difficult
challenge.

8. FPromote and enhance the diplo-
macy, intelligence gathering and coop-
eration that are our first line of defense.

In implementing this strategy, we must make
sure that we don’t undercut the international
cooperation we need to protect ourselves against
a wide range of dangers. The United States can-
not identify and eliminate terrorist groups, de-
stroy their funding and support, apply pressure
to rogue regimes, secure dangerous materials,
limit the spread of weapons of mass destruction,
and gather intelligence without the support and
active cooperation of allies and former adversar-
ies.  While we must be prepared to act alone if
hecessary, if we are going to go after terrorists
before they come to our shores, we must have
parthers abroad. '

We must develop a comprehensive defense
against the full range of threats, based on rela-
tive risk, and supported by strong alliances so
that the pain of today will not be known by the
children of tomorrow.

(Former U.5. Senator Sam Nunn (D, GA) ie Co-
Chairman of the Nuclear Threat Initiative, a chari-
table organization working to reduce the threat
from nuclear, biological and chemical weapons.

This article originally appeared as an Op-Ed col-
umn on September 16, 2001 in the Atlanta Jour-
nal Constitution)
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S nmmer pate Institutes

Policy Debate Institutes

j Reookiecat Workshop Powercat Institute
E July 7-13, 2002 July 7-27, 2002, 2002
Wildeat Workshop Wildcat Institute
| July 7-13, 2002 July 7-20, 2002
Coaches
Coaches Policy Topic Clinic Coaches Policy Workshop
July 7-10, 2002 July 14-20, 2002

Lincoin Douglas Debate,
Congressional Debate and

Extemporaneous Speaking Institutes

For Students For Coaches
July 21-27, 2002 July 21-27, 2002

http: / /www.dce. ksu.edu /dece /cl/debate
info@ksu.edu

K-State Debate Institutes
Division of Continuing Education
Kansas State University
13 College Coury Building
Manhattan, KS 6685086
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GETTING THERE:

- TRANSITIONS IN ORATORY

“Hey, buddy! Can you tell me how to get to the baseball stadium? "’

by
John Buettler

“Sure, go down the street here and turn left . . . no, that’s not right. OK, go down the street
here four blocks and then turn right, then . . . no, that won’t do it. Let’s see, turn around and
go back till you get to . . . Nope, that won't work either. Hmm. You know what? You can’t get

there from here!”

“You can’t get there from here.” So
many times those of us who spend our week-
ends listening to and evaluating speeches
by young people either consciously or un-
consciously have a similar reaction to a
speech we hear. Student after student
stands before us, waming of the dire con-
sequences of his or her problem, and we,
the judges, fail to see the problem. Or we
can't quite understand how what the
speaker is presenting as a problem will re-
sultin the harms that he or she claims it will.
We get to the end of the speech and hear
the speaker tell us that we must do ,
and we are still asking ourselves, “Why must
I do this?” or “Why will this help to solve
the problem (which I'm still not sure of any-
way)?” When a judge or listener reacts this
way to an orator’s presentation — that is,
fails to see the reality of the problem, or
fails to see how the material presented in
the speech supports the existence of the
problem, or fails to understand the connec-
tion between the problem and the propesed
solution —~ then, most of the time the fault is
that of the orator. Either the material itselfis
not strong enough to convince the listener
of his or her thesis, or the speaker has failed
to make clear the connections that exist be-
tween his own reasoning and the material
from which he derives support. In the latter
case, the most likely cause of the problem is
that the speaker hag not provided enough
transitions or, in many cases, clear transi-
tions from poeint to point as he or she trav-
els on the train of thought intended to carry
the listeners along the Jjouney from indif-
ference to conviction that is the journey of
oratory,

i [Fransitions are among the most diffi-
% ¥ELmost important skills to master in
W{w“}' kind of writing for that mat-
Th Atthe same Lﬁmemﬂmnwe o

damental and necessary purposes in writ-
ing. Among them are the following:

1. They point the listener in the di-
rection that the speaker’s thought is going

2. They helps to summarize where the
speaker has been

3. They keep the listening audience
from being intellectually “disoriented”

4. They enable the listener to discern
and follow the order of events and thoughts
that the speaker is presenting

5. They are the “glue” or the context
that makes clear the connection between
the following intellectual pairs; idea-idea;
idea-example; idea-statistic; idea-testimony;
statistic-testimony; example-statistic; ex-
ample-testimony

In essence, a transition acknowledges
what has gone before and prepares the way
for what is to come.

There are three types of transition
which we will consider in this article. Are
they the only kind? Probably not, but, at
the very least, mastering these transitions
will take the speaker a long way toward clar-
ity in the organization of his or her eratory.

Transitions of Order

Transitions of order are perhaps the
easiest to accomplish in practical terms,
while being among the most difficult to ac-
complish creatively, Crder may refer to chro-
nology, location, importance or significance,
etc. Obviously this kind of transition may
move in either ascending or descending
order. The simplest transitions of order are
the ordinal numbers, “first,” “second,” etc.,
or the adverbs derived from them, “firstly,”
“secondly,” and so on. Other adverbs which

indicate the these relationships are:
“chiefly,” “primarily,” “more/most impor-
tantly,” “here,” “there,” etc. As you can see,
these things are not the stuff of creativity,
and it would be a mistake for the speaker to
rely too heavily on these one-word adverbs
or short adverbial phrases to move from
point to point in his/her presentation. Few
things sound as pedestrian as a speech that
progresses with transitions such as, “my
first point,” “my second point,” etc. For this
reason speakers may sometimes make use
of some sort of vehicle or device in their
presentation which allows them to conceive
of'the speech topic as, for example, a three-
course meal or a journey which goes
through different stages to its destination,
or the three acts of a play and so forth. This
enables the writer to make use of the anal-
ogy as he/she moves from idea to idea in
his/her speech. These too can be overdone
and should be approached with caution.

" Transitions of Relationship

A transition of relationship, as the
name implies, is one which establishes or
makes clear the relationship or connection
between two elements of a speech. For ex-
ample, notice how the following underlined
transition sets the stage for the contrast
between the statistical information that
comes before and the statement which fol-
lows:

According to the National Institute
of Diabetic and Digestive and Kidney Dis-
eases, more than half of U. S. adults are
overweight and more than one quarter of
Americans are actually obese. These sta-
tistics, however, hold little meaning for a
sizeable group, though obviously not the
majority, of people in our country. These




are the thousands of people, young and
old, who suffer from anorexia and/or bu-
limia.

Likewise the following transition es-
tablishes the connection between the testi-
mony of the psychologist and the example
which follows:

Psychologist Mary Contrary states
that eating disorders are among the most
destructive emotional illnesses facing
young women today. Few things can iflus-
trate this better than the case of Sally
Johnson. Sally was a young, happy, bright
teenage girl . . .

In both of these examples, the transi-
tion binds or “glues” the information which
came before it to the information which
comes after and establishes what kind of
connection that there is.

In order to write this kind of transi-
tion, the most important thing is that the
writer know exactly what the relationship is
between the two thoughts that need to be
connected. Although this sounds obvious,
for many young orators just learning their
craft, it is not. In the first example, element
B contrasts with element A. In the second
example, element B i/lustrates or provides
an example of element A. Element A could
be a statement that the writer is making and
element B could be a statistic or testimony
whose purpose is not just to illustrate but
to prove what has been said. Some other
relationships which can be clarified by pro-
viding a good transition are:

generalization: “this is but one ex-
ample of a sitnation that is becoming wide-
spread throughout our country.”

results: “the results of
clear.

are

conclusion: From all this information
it not only reasonable but necessary to con-
clude that

Transitions of Movement

A transition of movement is one which
guides or directs the audience from one part
of the argument to the next part while mak-
ing clear the logical connection between the
two parts. Consider the following: In the
first example, the author is alerting us to the
perils of information overload.

The most noticeable hallmark of this
age is undoubtedly the Internet - a giant
spiderweb, capable of seducing anyone.
For instance, me. Now, I sit down to write
my speech with the usual necessities -
laptop, Iooseleaf, and one super cold, 64
oz., cherry-flavored Icee. First, I start out
by finding some useful information con-
cerning my speech topic on the Internet.
But then I make the fatal mistake of gulp-
ing down the mighty shake. Convulsions,
and Icee aches of the worst kind follow.
Finally however I simmer down into a state
of sugar sedation. And that’s when it hap-
pens —www.Icee.com. I peer at the address
on the bottom of the Icee cup and its campy
lure is irresistible. I enter the hallowed site.
I'm immediately awestruck with the end-
less bounds to which I can increase my
knowledge of the Icee kingdom. How does
the mysterious Icee machine work? Is it
possible to fully clothe myself in its red,
white, and blue paraphernalia? All answers
are contained within. Awwweeesome... Hey,
Steve, how's the speech coming? - oh it’s
not. And that’s the problem. Today with e-
mail, junk mail, and Internet ads, informa-
tion is literally thrown in our paths, mak-
ing it easier lo be drawn away from our
purposes.

Icee aches and unfinished oratories
are one thing, but unfortunately this prob-
lem has grown up and moved into the real
world of migraines and unforeclosed busi-
ness deals. For many men and women, com-
peting in the workplace means having to
deal with statistics, faxes, reporis and other
such paperwork. Today, with the amount
of information, both useful and useless,
constantly growing their jobs are becom-
ing increasingly hectic, and quite under-
standably they often feel overwhelmed.
Many times the data they compare, though
conflicting, seem equally reliable, and this
sense of being overwhelmed turns into men-
tal gridlock what British psychologist
David Lewis calls “analysis paralysis.” A
study conducted by Reuters Business In-
formation shows that half of senior man-
agers believe that vital decisions are de-
layed due fo “analysis paralysis.”’

— from Furnishing the Future by
Stephen Buettler

The underlined transition has the ef-
fect of moving the speech from a section
which expresses and clarifies the problem
in a highly personal, semi-fictitious and
humorous way to the next section which
applies the problem in practical terms to the
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real world in which actual harm results.

In the next example, the author is de-
scribing the dangers of a world in which no
one accepts responsibility for his or her
actions. The transition moves the speech
from the section which summarizes these
effects to a consideration of some of the
causes of the problem.

Passing the buck inhibits progress,
it prevents us from evaluating ourselves,
identifying problems, and looking for an-
swers. Quite simply, passing the buck is a
solution saboteur.

So why do we blame others? Per-
haps it would be better to ask, why not? I
mean let’s face it, there are definite ben-
efits to passing the buck. It’s easy. It s usu-
ally less expensive, It's non-threatening. If
someone else is at fault, then I'm not. It’s
convenient.

From Passing the Buck by Graham
Baird

Both of these transitions, to one de-
gree or another, accomplish purposes #1,
#2, #3 and #4 in the foregoing list.

A Transition is a Bridge

One way to think of a transition, and
therefore to write a transition, is as a bridge
between the opposite sides of a river. Fora
bridge to be able to bear the traffic from one
side to the other, it is necessary for it to
have legs on either side of the divide. Like-
wise, an effective way to write a transition
is to plant one foot of the transition or bridge
on each side of our metaphorical river. We
can probably best see this in the transition
underlined in Furnishing the Future,

"lcee aches and unfinished oratories
are one thing, but unfortunately this prob-
lem has grown up and moved into the real
world of migraines and unforeclosed busi-
ness deals.”

The previous paragraph consists of
the humorous, somewhat hypothetical and
completely personal example of the
student’s discovery of the Icee web site and
the resulting distraction from writing his
speech. So we see that one leg of the
“bridge” is on that side of the riverbank:
“Icee aches and unfinished oratories are one
thing. . ..” Then we begin to cross the bridge:
“but unfortunately this problem has grown
(continued to page 31)
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A CX "PERIOD" FOR EXTEMP

Since the earliest years of the NFL,
Extempore has favored analytical skills and
persuasion. Through the introduction of
Boys and Girls Extemp and then the current
US and Foreign split, this trend has domi-
nated, but unfortunately “canned” analy-
sis has taken hold of the event even at the
highest levels of competition. Proponents
of the current system argue that the system
of cross-examination provides a critical
cheek upon abuse by ensuring that those
eontestants with the greatest analytical
skills will prevail. Unfortunately, such a con-
clusion is largely false and assumes that
judges will favor in-depth analysis above
“fluff” and jokes.

In analyzing recent final rounds at
both the NFL Nationals and at major na-
tional tournaments, it is easy to see that the
current system of 1-minute question fol-
lowed by a 2-minute response has failed to
ensure that the best analysis prevails. For-
tunately, other forensic events offer us the
opportunity to see how a better system of
rules can advance topic discussion and in-
depth analysis. By using the cross-exami-
nation format of Lincoln-Douglas Debate
instead of the extemp cross-ex format, one
may expand the educational value of the
activity and broaden the base of skills that
extemp develops.

At Montgomery Bell Academy’s
Southern Bell Forum Round Robin, the al-
ternative cross-ex style was used in the fi-
nal round with great success. From an edu-
cational perspective, this format allows the
questioner to probe deeper into the analy-
sis of the speaker. Under the previous for-
mat of allowing only one question, the ques-
tioner was forced to ask a very broad and
general question thatcould be avoided dur-
ing the following two minutes by the origi-
nal speaker. A series of questions more ef-
fectively develops the line of analysis of
the questioner as well. Sucha format allows
the questioner to be an active participant in
the process by examining every aspect of
:}l::n?pemh instead of only the general
this c":m:!;mshg educational advantage of
to dcmon.étriatt z:}t1 it flc;rces the questioner
strnds 1he topic ar:; anzlstl: ¢ truly under-

as the ability to

by
Adam A. Johnson

dissect the speech at every level. If the goal
of'this event is to expand the analyticatl skills
of its participants, then the rules of the event
must be adapted so as to test and demon-
strate the speaker’s understanding of an en-
hanced number of issues.

A new factor in all debate events is
the overwhelming volume of materials cur-
rently available, At the founding of the NFL,
information was not readily available. Only
a few newspapers and magazines were avail-
able to students in the 1920s. So, students
often could access information only from
teachers and historical data. Today, the
Internet allows students access to almost
every newspaper, journal, and law review.
As aresult, students can discoverand carry
a much larger library of knowledge. With
such instant access to the events of the
world, one must now assume that skilled
extempers will have much broader and
deeper bases of knowledge. With such
knowledge, they should be able to engage
another student easily in a series of ques-
tions about their speeches.

While enhancing the analytical nature
of extemp, the new cross-examination for-
mat will force students to answer the ques-
tions asked also. The nature of the current
format ensures that a well-placed joke at the
beginning of the cross-ex answer will re-
move the focus from the actual question.
Even the most skilled individuals in a judg-
ing pool can be swayed and be diverted
from the focus and seriousness of the ques-
tioner. A series of questions does not re-
move the potential for humor or entertain-
ment, but it does allow the questioner to
refocus the discussion and ensure that any
and all flaws within the speech are exposed
and then developed over the 3-minute ques-
tioning period. In recent years, such a for-
mat could have drastically advanced the
event by allowing questioners to actually
expose their broad based knowledge of topic
areas while still allowing the speaker to de-
fend himself’herself.

In many ways, this alternative view
provides the questioner with a partial re-
buttal of sorts. Under the current format,
the questioner magically disappears after
asking the initial question. Without an abil-

ity to refocus the cross-examination period,
the questioner can do nothing if a question
is misinterpreted or ignored. His/Her pointed
analysis is lost and never truly exposed. A
series of questions ensures that the ques-
tioner can force the speaker to be more ac-
countable by requiring the speaker to an-
swer the actual question being asked.

More significant to the development
of analysis within the round, the current
system forces the speaker to give a 2-minute
mini-extemp speech during the cross-ex pe-
riod in which he or she attempts to fill the
entire 2 minutes. Much of the 2 minutes, as
a result, becomes a meaningless period of
extending analysis from the speech or re-
statement of his/her original speech. While
opponents of this amended system will in-
evitably argue that these individuals are
merely poor performers rather than victims
of a flawed system, consider the following
evidence. During the recent NFL finals, the
majority of extempers have fallen into this
trap of repetition and restatement. Conse-
quently they have taught later externpers,
by example. Other competitors see such suc-
cess as an indication of a successful style
and thus replicate the flawed style. In es-
sence, such a system becomes a virus by
teaching the next generation to repeat the
failings of their predecessors.

In discussing this format of cross-ex-
amination with other coaches, I most fre-
quently hear the eoncern that extemp is a
speech communication event and not a de-
bate event. I believe that this altermative
format, however, actually expands the com-
munication aspect of the event rather than
decreasing it. It is important to remember
there is nothing communicative about one
person standing on stage for 2 minutes with
a stupid look on their face while someone
else talks about their 1 minute question. An
open cross-ex system forces the students
to interact and develop a series of ideas over
a 3-minute interchange. In LD and Policy
Debate, open cross-ex forces all students
to demonstrate that they can both success-
fully communicate with their opponents
while developing their own ideas as they
go through the cross-ex period. It is incon-
(continued to page 30)



When was the last time
you enjoyed managing a
speech tournament?

Joy of Tournaments
is here to change that.

introducing...

Joy of Tournaments

The speech tournament management solution! Used at over 60 tournaments, provides over 100 separate
reports,and includes full documentation. Enjoy the power of a program that truly frees you from adminis-
trative hassle and confusion, written by a software engineer involved in speech and debate

tournaments for years. Experience again the “joy” of speech tournaments!

Special features indude:

* an integrated solution that supports both debate and individual events in a singfe software package
* sweepstakes calculations
*website option for online registration and resufts

view sample website with online registration now at www.joyoftournaments.com/toumeys/samplehtml
also introducing...

NFL Squad Manager

Your greatest ally when tracking points for each student. Stop filling out tedious forms that only take away
from the excitement and fun of a speech tournament!

contact us now!
www.joyoftournaments.com
email:info@joyoftoumamentscom phone:806.773.0162 fax:617.507.8574
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Announcing the Premiere Edition of the ”

Cc T C’s

“Congress Tournament of Champions”

Over the past 5-7years, Student Congress has evolved into one of the largest, most competitive events on the forensics circuit. The
time has now come to honor those students (and their coaches) who achieve success during the regular season by presenting a well-
run, prestigious, special-event-filled Tournament of Champions exclusively presented for Student Congress!

Hosted by the founders of the Harvard National Congress, with an Advisory Board made up of coaches from across the country, you
can be assured that the CTOC’s will be an outstanding event. *COACHES: If you are interested in being part of the Advisory Board,
please email us through the web site listed below.

CTOC Logistics

WHAT: The Premiere Edition of the Congress Toumament of Champions
WHERE: Nova Southeastern University in Fort Lauderdale, Florida
WHEN: Thursday through Sunday, April 18-21, 2002

Registration: Noon to 3 pm, Thursday. Special Events Thursday night. Sessions begin on Friday.
WHY: To honor students and coaches for their regular season success at major Student Congress events
WHO: Students, Coaches, Judges, and Parents who qualify for a bid (see below for qualification details)

How to Receive a Qualifying Bid to the CTOC’S

As with the L-D and TD TOC's, in order to receive a bid to attend CTOC's, students must attain TWO “LEGS” (or components of
qualification)by achieving ANY TWO of the following results:

Finish in the TOP 6 at Congress tournament with 48 or more legistators

Advance to the SUPER SESSION at a Congress tournament with 72 or more legislators
Advance to the SEMI-SUPER SESSION at a Congress tournament with 100 or more legislators
Advance to the SEMI-SUPER SESSION at the Harvard National Congress

Qualify to attend the NCFL Grand National Tournament

Qualify to attend the NFL National Tournament

e o o o o o

In order to receive the CTOC Official Confirmation, you must send us a copy of the results sheets that verify both legs of
qualification. To GUARANTEE your acceptance to the tournament, you must also include a check that covers registration fees.

The Even?ny" Atlantic Ocean Cruise
YOU GOTTA BE THERE!

On Thursday night, from approximately 5:00 pm until 12:00 am, you are invited to attend one of Florida’s finest traditions: The
Evening Ocean Cruise. 1t takes place on a beautiful Cruise Ship with plenty of fun for all ages. There will be music, dance floors,
discos, game rooms and much more for young people. Those 21 and older can also enjoy the full casinos and lounges on board.
There is also the famous, Javish buffet included. The cost for the cruise, which includes bus transportation to and from the

Tournament Hotel, is $64.95. Students must be accompanied by an adult chaperone!
Official Tournament ‘“Resort & Spa,” Fees, and Additional Information

We are thrilled to announce that the Wyndham Resort & Spa, an absolutely beautiful hotel property , will be serving as our official
Tournament Hotel. The CTOC rate, for up to four in a room, is an affordable $85! The registration fee for the CTOC’s will be $75 per
entry. One qualified judge is required to accompany each school’s delegation, regardless of the number of legislators. A limited
number of hired judges is available at $50 per uncovered student. For ail the detzils on the CONGRESS TOURNAMENT OF
CHAMPIONS, please visit our web site at

www.forensics2000.com

CTOC Information will be available
on the Web Site on November 1, 2001




As coaches, we focus most of our ef-
forts and attention on preparing for tourna-
ments. To our students, we hold out the
potential glories of plaques, trophies and
NFL degrees as incentives. We take pride
in winning, and because of the nature of
both our profession and of American soci-
ety (sports/competition/materialism ori-
ented as it is), we see little reason to think
further about the possibilities for our speech
programs that may exist just over the hori-
Zon,

I suggest that we in fact should look
a little further, beyond the tournaments,
contests, and competitions. Some of the
most rewarding experiences for our telented
students may exist outside of this conven-
tional realm, yet within their own school
and community. Why not consider offering
your students opportunities to perform their
best work for real audiences, in settings far
more natural than the pressure cooker at-
mosphere of weekend tournaments?

In addition, we as coaches ought to
consider the big picture. Face it: winning
prizes and championships is all very fine,
and certainly your school gives at least lip
service to such achievements, since they
make the school look good, as do athletic
championships and the awards won by
musical and thespian groups in their com-
petitions. But let us never forget that our
primary mission is education, not winning.

"We should not neglect the
non-competitive opportunities that are
literally at our doorstep.

We owe our communities that much”

Furthermore, one of the truly desirable
trends in today's schools is an increased
concem about literacy at all grade levels,
and how to increase it. Having taught for
thirty years, 1 applaud this trend. I cannot
prove that illiteracy and aliteracy (a new term
to describe students who canread, but don't)
have increased over recent decades, but I
do know that they are chronic problems,
and as both coaches and educators, we
have not only the opportunity but the ca-
pability to do something positive to pro-
mote literacy in our school communities.

Hence my proposal: let's get our fo-
rensics out of our own classrooms and prac-
tice rooms, and into the rooms of our col-
leagues in both our own school as well as
neighboring schools, especially elementary
schools.

Almost by accident, our team started

FORENSICS
INTHE
COMMUNITY

WHAT WE CAN

OFFER |
by
Rusty McCrady

doing justthat in 1997. In an after-practice
conversation with a member of our team, I
mentioned that my wife, a former high school
drama teacher, used to have her students
perform children’s plays for the local elemen-
tary schools. My student wistfully ex-
pressed her desire to perform her children's
literature piece for her first grade teacher,
who was in fact still teaching that grade at
Wyngate Elementary School, only two miles
away. On the spot we agreed that she and
three of her teammates would like to take a
field trip to perform at her old school, and I
got on the phone and started making the
necessary arrangements. From that chance
moment, a tradition was bom. Over the past
five years, we have made annual visits to
Wyngate Elementary and two other elemen-
tary schools in our county. We keep going
back because the whole arrangement is a
win-win situation; my students get valuable
experience, and the grade school students
enjoy being entertained. In addition, book
talks seem to arise spontaneously follow-
ing my students’ formal readings, with two
fortuitous results. My students get ideas
for new books to try out in future competi-
tions, and the elementary kids enjoy shar-
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ing titles of books they like to read. At
Fairland Blementary School last January, my
students presented Tikki Tikki Tembo and
two other pieces in less thana half an hour,
and then spent an hour discussing other
book titles volunteered by the third grad-
ers, and answering questions about what it
is like to be on a forensic and debate team at
the high school level. The visit to that el-
ementary school was one of the high points
of the year for the high schoolers, the third
graders, and their respective teachers.

Beyond these educational benefits are
the intangibles. To quote Sarah Gowayed,
an alumna of our forensics team (now a jun-
ior atthe University of Maryland) when she
was a senior here: "l love it when their faces
light up as they gather around me almost
like little puppies. It's as if they are caught
by surprise when I use exotic voices in my
pieces and they didn't expect it. I certainly
enjoy pcrforming in front of children much
better than in front of judges at competi-
tions because the reaction of the children
and the expression of enjoyment on their
faces is more rewarding than earning foren-
sic points." Her friend Jessica Meyers (a
junior at Goshen College, Indiana) said
much the same thing after her final trip se-
nior year to the fourth grade at Clearspring
Elementary School.

"I am fortunate to have had the op-
portunity to take forensics outside the class-

- room."

"[ never expected to get such joy out
of reading to little kids, but there is
something about the way their eyes
look up at you when you're reading.”

Veteran Clearspring teacher Virginia
Hillegas spoke of how her fourth graders
have benefited from the visits by the high
school students. "The Walter Johnson
[High School] Forensic students have vis-
ited my fourth grade class for five years.
My students leamn firsthand how you can
make a character in a story come alive just
by changing your voice and attitude. The
students make the characters real.” She went
on to note, "Any time high school students
interact with young students, it becomes a
real life lesson."

Finally, the forensic coach need not
go far afield to discover places where stu-
dents will be welcome to perform. In my
school, these opportunities have been in
the English classrooms of my colleagues.
For example, English teacher Terri Crain
(continued to page 30)
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expand your travel and instruction budget. Give ev-

ery student the visual advantage of seeing the

NFL National Tournament final rounds! The Na-

| tional Forensic League will receive a signifi-

icant royalty from every tape sold.

Payment or Purchase
Order

REQUIRED!

Choose Carefully!
Selection errors are the
purchaser’s responsibility.

Dale Publishing Co.

PO Box 51
Greenwood, MO 64034

FAX ORDERS AND INQUIRIES TO :
816-623-9122

: order Forme
Name Description Year
Cross-Examination Debate $74.95
Addpass Lincoln-Douglas Debate $14.95
Original Oratory $74.95
— Foreign Extemp $714.95
City United States Extemp $74.95
Complete Fackage (Al 5 Videos) $350.00
State Zip Supp. Events (Ex Comm./imp./Exp. Sphg,) $74.95
Awards Assembly $74.95




This exciting series of videos offers some of the
best NFL performances ever given. Each tape in-
cludes TEN winning speeches! We exclude 1st and
2nd place winners; however we include some of the
very best final round contestants. This variety of
subject matter will challenge your students and pro-
vide insight into what it takes to be a “Nationals® fi-
nalist. EACH TAPE IS $49.95

‘BEST BUY FOR THE 555

VOLUME 11

Best of the Rest in Original Oratory 1990-1996 Item No. BR 1004
Best of the Rest in U.S. Extemp 1990-1996 Itern No. BR 1005
Best of the Rest in Foreign Extemp 1990-1996  Item No. BR 1006

VOLUME I

Best of the Rest in Original Oratory 1983-1989 Item No. BR 1001
Best of the Rest in U.S. Extemp 1983-1989 Item No. BR 1002
Best of the Rest in Foreign Extemp 1983-1989  Item No. BR 1003

9 GREATESTHITY

See the winners of NFL National final rounds. Here, for the first time, are
the best together on one tape. See first and second pace winners in individual
events and the final rounds of Lincoln-Douglas debate. This teaching tool will
significantly improve your classroom instruction and your student per-
formances. EACH TAPE IS $49.95. '

o,
$4‘: ;:

VOLUME IV ;
Best of Original Oratory 1992-1994 Item No. VB 1015
Best of U.S. Extemp 1992-1994 Item No. VB 1016
Best of Foreign Extemp 1992-1994 Item No. VB 1017
Best of Lincoln-Douglas Debate 1993-1994  Item No. VB 1018

VOLUME 111

Best of Origimal Oratory 1989-1991 Item No. VB 1010
Best of U.S. Extemp 1989-1991 Item No. VB 1011
Best of Foreign Extemp 1989-1991 Item No. VB 1012

Best of Lincoln-Douglas Debate 1989-1990  Item No. VB 1013
Best of Lincoln-Douglas Debate 1991-1992  Item No. VB 1014

VOLUME 11
Best of Original Oratory 1986-1988 Item No. VB 1006
Best of U.S. Extemp 1986-1988 Itern No. VB 1007
Best of Foreign Extemp 1986-1988 Item No. VB 1008
Best of Lincoln-Douglas Debate 1987-1988 Item No. VB 1009
VOLUME I
Best of Original Oratory 1983-1985 Item No. VB 1001
Best of U.S. Extemp 1983-1985 Item No. VB 1002
Best of Foreign Extemp 1983-1985 Item No. VB 1003

Best of Lincoln-Douglas Debate 1983-1984  Item No. VB 1004
Best of Lincoln-Douglas Debate 1985-1986  Itemn No. VB 1005
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MASTERING  COMPETITIVE  DEBATE

The five units - debate basics, understanding the affirmative, understanding
the negative, defending your position, and additional debate formats - move
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DEBATING WEAPONS OF
MASS DESTRUCTION

by David M. Cheshier

Concern among American policymakers over the proliferation
and potential use of so-called “weapons of mass destruction” (here-
after, WMD) is growing despite the end of the Cold War and a rela-
tively peaceful international scene. To some extent the spread of
mega-weapons is being emphasized, maybe even hyped, by advo-
cates for national missile defense — the argument that “states of
concern” like North Korea and Iraq are seeking WMD capability for
potential use against the United States and our allies is regularly used
to justify enormous investments in intercept technologies. But the
arguments over WMD are not merely hype, and even hardcore rmssile
defense opponents will often admit the growing seriousness of the
global WMD scene.

Ironically, the growing global hegemony of the United States
has reactivated WMD threats worldwide. Consider this fact: so-called
OECD eountries, most of which are locked into negotiated security
alliances with the United States, account for eighty percent of the
world’s economic output. Potential adversaries — Algeria, China,
Cuba, Iran, Iraq, Libya, North Korea, Russia, and Syria — together
produce only five percent of the world’s economic output. And
America’s lead in military technology for the moment dwarfs potential
adversaries. Indeed, America’s technical sophistication is often cited
as having sparked a "revolution in military affairs," where precision-
guided planes and rockets promise the power to carry out devastating
strikes on opponents without any risk of American casualties. Given




22

these overwhelming indications of United
States "soft" and "hard" power, what are
America's ideological opponents to do? To
some, investments in relatively inexpensive
WMD technologies makes sense. As
Stephen Biddle put it in a book chapter on
future warfare, expressing a view with which
he finally disagrees but admits dominates
the strategic landscape, some "say that
American supremacy in mechanized warfare
will be the end of ware, with opponents tum-
ing to terrorism, low-intensity conflict, or
the use of weapons of mass destruction in
the face of such overpowering U. S.
strength."

When | mentioned to a colleague, a
former debater | bumped into right after the
topic was announced, that foreign policy
regarding weapons of mass destruction was
to be the next annual policy debate topic,
she laughed and asked, “when were weap-
ons of mass destruction not the policy
topic?,” and of course shehad a point. For
that very reason, our constant immersion in
arguments over apocalypse, I do not intend
to review in major detail arguments obvi-
ously central to the topic but presumably
familiar to anyone debating in the past sev-
eral years. American policy regarding na-
tional missile defense will be hotly debated,
but it should also be famihar territory for
those who have debated the pohtical con-
sequence positions (and who hasn’t?) —
thus all I propose to cover regarding NMD
are some recent developments and their
implications. Although less debated re-
cently, debates over the proposed Compre-
hensive Test Ban Treaty may also be famil-
iar. For these and other topics I intend to
simply offer some suggestions regarding
the more recent WMD literatures, to offer a
basic briefing on the state of the literature.

What follows presumes a fairly con-
servative reading of the topic wording, not
because I intend to endorse a narrow range
of cases, but simply because I want this
essay to stay reasonably focused. Certainly
in some regions, and probably on the na-
tional circuit, judges will accept interpreta-
tions ranging far beyond those covered here.
These might include everything from clean-
ing up landmines (they might be described
as “slow motion weapons of mass destruc-
tion”), to cleaning up after uranium bullet
use (an issue in the aftermath of American
involvement in Kosovo and Kuwait), to
:’Sfilngi our sanctions policy against Irag,
vie \fﬁ Pgstlz;:g;cogf of the Rumsfeld re-
Other, to stabilizin Po ¢y in one Way or an-

£ precarious nation-states

with perhaps tenuous connections to
WMD, to implementing global warming
policy, to encouraging early monitoring to
avert genocide and ethnic extremism. None
of what follows goes into any depth on
these issues, although there are some very
interesting uranium bullet articles by Scott
Peterson in the last two years of the Middle
East Report. Nor does space permit me to
explore the critical literatures here, although
1 hope to do that more fully in some future
essays.

The notes at the end of the essay are
not offered as a comprehensive literature
review (for one thing, I make no attempt
there to list important web resources), but
simply to provide additional citations con-
nected to the topics explored here.

The Status of the Major Arms Control [ni-
tiatives

Although the end of the Cold War
sharply reduced the risk that a superpower
would intentionally carry out nuclear strikes
againstan adversary, nuclear threats remain.
This is so for several reasons. Because
Russia continues to experience profoundly
difficult economic times, the continuing
danger lingers that nuclear weapons and
materials will be sold or smuggled out of
Russia to other nuclear threshold states.
And despite the end of official Cold War
hostilities, American and Russian missiles
remainon high states of alert, which height-
ens the risk of accidental or miscalculated
nuclear launches. In calculating present
nuclear dangers, some also point withalarm
to the ready ease with which military plan-
ners today envision the actual battlefield
use of nuclear weapons. Weapons minia-
turization makes it possible to contemplate
small-scale bafttlefield deployment.

Despite these catastrophic possibili-
ties, much progress has been made in re-
ducing strategic stockpiles. Almost all tac-
tical nuclear weapons have been put into
storage. The major American and Russian
production lines for new nuclear systems
are mainly shut down. And although
START II permits Russia toretain 3,500 de-
ployed warheads, financial constraints
make it unlikely Russia will be able to de-
ploy any more than 600 by the year 2010
(the total number of Russian tactical nuclear
warheads is falling even faster). Although
itmay seem a bit counterintuitive, these facts
actually strengthen affirmative cases call-
ing for deeper cuts; after all, given cuts, it
may be hard to detail the unique risks of
cutting some more.

One might think the obvious objec-
tion to any of these proposals would be the
likely negative reaction of the conservative
Bush administration. While fiat makes it
possible to force such cuts even in the face
of presidential concern, it may come as a
surprise to know that George W. Bush has
actually proposed deep unilateral American
cuts of his own. Within three weeks of his
inauguration, Bush ordered a comprehen-
sive review of the nation’s nuclear forces
which is widely expected to lead to arecom-
mendation to unilaterally reduce nuclear
warheads even below the target levels for
proposed START IIl negotiations.

But the picture is muddled, and it is
too early to know the president’s true com-
mitment to arms control cuts — critics of
President Bush were recently alarmed by
his appointment of John Bolton to serve as
undersecretary ofstate for arms control and
international security, since Bolton has ex-
pressed his philosophical opposition to
many of the international treaties relating
to WMD. It gave no comfort to the friends
of arms control to hear his mentor, Senator
Jesse Helms, describe Bolton as the “kind
of man with whom 1 would want to stand at
Armageddon.”

Nuclear Disarmament. The continu-
ing risks of nuclear conflict have re-ignited
calls in some quarters for complete nuclear
abolition, but since that is not politically
likely proposals have recently been offered
to sequence deep cuts in nuclear arsenals
with the eventual goal of total disarmament
somewhere down the road. For example,
some call for the dismantlement of tactical
(battlefield) nuclear weapons now in stor-
age. The argument is that holding tactical
nuclear weapons in reserve for fast deploy-
ment in a conventional war is especially
dangerous and destabilizing; after all, in the
heat of a conventional battle, were satel-
lites to suddenly discover evidence that
hundreds of nuclear weapons were being
rushed onto the battlefield, field corrmmand-
ers might think they had no choice but to
“use or lose” their available nuclear forces.

While some have always defended
the possession of a massive retaliatory
nuclear force (the bigger the force, the big-
ger the deterrent), and while some have al-
ways argued for total abolition, the diffi-
culty is in designing a stable transition path
to zero. All agree that unless carried out
carefully, smaller nuclear forces do not nec-
essarily produce a safer world. A nuclear
force of 200 missiles may be more risky than
one of 2000, since an adversary might be



able to preemptively neutralize all of a smaller
force, which in turn heightens the rationale
for dangerous “use or lose” decision mak-
ing. And while itis less difficult to imagine
deep cuts in a world of only two nuclear
powers, it is much more complicated to
implement them in a nulti-nuclear world (for
example, why should Russia agree with the
11.S. to cut its missiles to 200 when that
would bring it into parity with China, a pos-
sible adversary?). A recent Brookings In-
stitution program brought together interna-
tional arms control experts to devise a plan
that sidesteps these dangers, and in 1999
they published a major proposal for deep
nuclear cuts (eite listed below in full, edited
by Feiveson).

Another difficulty in implementing
cuts centers on the finances of national se-
curity. Russia is broke, and cannot sustain
massive conventional forces. Some in
Russia’s military leadership argue that Rus-
sia must therefore become more, not less,
dependent on nuclear weapons — although
nuclear bombs require technieal sophisti-
cation and modemization is very expensive
{a fact which explains the Russian interest
in arms control despite a reluctance to get
rid of them altogether), they are cheaper to
deploy than hundreds of thousands of sol-
diers. These admittedly unusual incentive
systems will complicate talks designed to
scale back nuclear deployments.

Missile De-Alerting. Many thou-
sands of American and Russian nuclear
ballistic misgiles are on high alert, which is

_to say they are ready to launch simply on
warning of an incoming attack. Even when
START Iis fully implemented, the U.S. will
still possess the power to launch more than
1,600 warheads within minutes of first warmn-
ing, and Russia several hundred. More
unnerving, the current strategies for deploy-
ment require comranders to make retalia-
tion decisions within three or four mimrtes
of when the first launch indications are re-
ceived, in part because so many targets are
considered time sensitive. Critics of this
force posture are concerned that having
missiles on such a hair trigger only height-
ens the risk of accidental war (where, for
example, a nervous field cormmander misin-
terprets radar signals and fires off his weap-
ons, mistakenly thinking he is under attack).

Bruce Blair of the Brookings Institu-
tion has long advocated taking missiles off
high alert status, and is the most articulate
advocate of “de-alerting.” De-alerting mea-
sures would involve mechanical changes
designed to stretch out to several hours or

days the time needed to launch weapons in
the active arsental. Blair argues, among other
things, that de-alerting would reduce acci-
dental war risks, since military planners
could have confidence missiles were not
being launched when radsr signals imply
otherwise, since the scenario of an itchy
trigger finger going off in a lonely silo would
have been made much less likely. He has
noted that under current alert postures, the
nuclear superpowers are able to launch
roughly 5,000 nuclear weapons within only
twenty minutes, many of which are aimed at
major population centers,

The case for nuclear de-alerting ap-
pears to grow stronger with each passing
year. Britain de-alerted its small missile force
in 1998. The Russian command-and-con-
trol systemis widely thought to be in a state
of fast deterioration, making miscalculation
more likely the longer we wait. And recently
the Russian President, Vladimir Putin,
seemed to endorse de-alerting. New de-
alerting measures would resume progress
made early in the 1990’s, when, for example,
the United States took 450 Minuteman II
missiles off alert by taking out launch keys
and installing pins that physically block
motor ignition (strategic bornbers were also
taken off alert, their bombs taken off the
planes and put into storage).

Opponents of de-alerting turn the
logic of miscalculation around. They argue
that the strategic picture would only esca-
late if a president put missiles back on alert
in a crigis, the likely response to a situation
of heightened nervousness.

STARTing Over. The process of ne-
gotiating cuts in the American and Russian
arsenals culminated in the January 1993
signing of thc START II treaty by Presidents
Bush and Yeltsin. The American Senate
ratified START I in January 1996, but it was
only recently that the Russian Duma did
the same. START lI requires a nearly two-
thirds reductions in overall force levels, in-
cluding a warhead cut to 3,500 and a sea-
based warhead limit of 1,750. At a March
1997 summit, Presidents Clinton and Yeltsin
began talks on a potential START III treaty,
and agreed that by December 31, 2007, a
total ceiling 0f2,000-2,500 weapons would
be implemented for each country. Although
transparency talks were then in limbeo,
Clinton and Yeltsin also agreed that START
III would implement transparency mea-
sures. They also agreed to extend the time
limits on START Il implementation. A grow-
ing literature recommends active resump-
tion of the START I process.
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Containing Nuclear Proliferation

“Nuclear proliferation” is a term which
refers to the spread of nuclear weapons
worldwide. Some authors distinguish be-
tween “horzontal proliferation,” which re-
fers to the spread of nuclear technology to
new countries, and “vertical proliferation,”
which refers to increases in nuclear stock-
piles within a given country. Both forms of
proliferation are technically outlawed by the
international Nuclear Non-Proliferation
Treaty (the NPT), which was indefinitely
extended in 1995.

The NPT regime has achieved some
success, despite the spread of nuclear weap-
ons in the last quarter century to Israel, In-
dia, Pakistan, and South Africa — even
those nations felt the need to proliferate in
secret, presumably to aveid the international
sanctions which would have followed pub-
lic deployments. As a Brookings report re-
cently noted, the 1990°s saw further
progress, as Irag, North Korea, South Af-
rica, Brazil, Argentina, Ukraine, Kazakhstan,
and Belarus were impelled, induced, or vol-
unteered to forsake nuclear weapons. And
today only Cuba, India, Israel, and Pakistan
have refused to sign the NPT.

The slow pace of superpower disar-
mament has always been cited as evidence
of hypocrisy by critics of the NPT regime
— after all, we demand that other countries
foreswear nuclear development even as we
pour billions into upgrading our own stock-
piles. This criticism reached a fever pitch
during the 1995 NPT-extension talks, and
to address it the nuclear weapons states
made assurances to jumpstart disarmament
talks and to refrain from using their nuclear
weapons against NPT signatories,

Despite this progress, concerns re-
main. Reflecting the changing risk environ-
ment, in March CIA Director George Tenet
ereated a special unit with 500 analysts and
scientists to focus on arms control and non-
proliferation issues. The unit was thought
necessary because of the way emerging glo-
bal proliferation threats had spread agency
experts too thinly.

Several proposals are designed to
further strengthen the international non-
proliferation system. These include calls
for the United States to disavow the first
use of nuclear weapons (an idea long op-
posed by American military planners, who
feel the nuclear threat in needed to deter
attack in theaters like Korea where we could
be overwhelmed by rapidly deployed
ground forces); specific ideas to enhance
intemnational inspection systems which
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have been discredited by their withdrawal
from Iraq; and the enhancement of confi-
dence building measures designed to make
weapons development more transparent
{(and thus less alarming to regional adver-
saries).

Reducing the Threat of Ballistic Mis-
sile Proliferation. Roughly twenty-five
nations now have the technology to launch
short-range theater ballistic missiles against
American troops deployed within a 300-ki-
lometer range, though only five are adver-
saries of the United States (North Korea,
Iran, Iraq, Syria, and Libya). The Soviet
Union sold Scud missiles to all five coun-
tries, although most of Irag’s were de-
stroyed during the Gulf War. Some also
point with concern to China’s ability to
launch short range rockets aimed at Taiwan.
North Korea has apparently extended the
range on its Scud missiles to 600 kilome-
ters, and is at work on a 1000-km missile
that could reach Japan.

How substantial a threat these mis-
siles pose to Ameriea is a source of real
controversy., InNovember 1995 a national
intelligence estimate found it unlikely that a
third-world intercontinental missile threat to
the contiguous 48 United States would de-
velop within fifteen years (that is, by 2010).
Congressional critics accused the Clinton
administration of weakening the study pro-
jections to torpedo the case for national
missile defense. But a congressionally man-
dated review panel confirmed the original
findings. On the other hand, the congres-
sionally mandated Rumsfeld Commission to
Assess the Ballistic Missile Threat released
a July 1998 report emphasizing the major
threat posed by new missile systems. In
particular the Rumsfeld Commission argued
that North Korea or Iran could deploy threat-
ening systems able to reach the United
States in as quickly as five years froma de-
cision to proceed. The intelligence commu-
nity reacted by reiterating support for its
earlier “little threat” finding, but President
Bush explicitly applauded Rumsfeld’s work
when he named Rumsfeld to be Secretary
of Defense.

Several international treaties exist to
slow the spread of missile technology, al-
though it seems clear that both Russia and
China are flaunting regime constraints in
order to produce export revenue. Some
therefore propose that American foreign
policy more explicitly center on enforcement
of the Missile Technology Control Regime.
Others emphasize the necessity of bilateral
(country-to-country) negotiations aimed at

halting missile development, such as the
talks presently underway with North Ko-
rea.

Comprehensive Test Ban Treaty Rati-
fication. In 1996, work was completed on
an international treaty which would outlaw
all future nuclear weapons tests (previous
treaties had outlawed all but limited under-
ground testing). President Clinton signed
the treaty on behalf of the United States, as
did representatives from all the other nuclear
powers and most of the other nations of the
world. But the treaty is not yet in force (a
spectfied but not yet reached number of
nations must ratify it before it hecomes ac-
tive), and the Bush Administration is un-
likely to seek its ratification by the United
States Congress, although Bush intends to
continue the current U.S. testing morato-
rium. Advocates of a test ban believe it is
anessential component of a programto slow
weapons proliferation (the logic is, if you
can’t even test your bomb you’re unlikely
to have enough confidence to deploy or
use it).

The India/Pakistan nuclear tests in
1998 dispelled any sense of complacency
on the issue by making the risks of nuclear
war in Asiasuddenly easy toimagine. And
some have argued that given these risks,
President Bush should reconsider his likely
opposition to CTBT ratification. Perhaps
Colin Powell’s earlier support for the CTBT
will sway the President and bring him on
board.

National Missile Defense. The ma-
jor conservative proposal for dealing with
emerging proliferation threats has, since
originally proposed by Ronald Reagan in
the 1980’s, been to build a national missile
defense system. Work on such a program
continued through the 1990°s, with research
support from President Clinton, and George
W. Bush is cormmitted to deploy an NMD
system at the earliest available opportunity.
For now, the nation remains committed to
the Clinton 3 + 3 framework. The idea was
to prepare a thin defense system which could
then be deployed within three years ifa go-
ahead decision was reached. President
Clinton put off this critical threshold deci-
sion late last fall, but testing and develop-
ment continues. The 3 + 3 plan defended
by President Clinton called for the eventual
deployment of about twenty very high
speed ground-based interceptors in Alaska
or North Dakota, a number that could pro-
spectively jump to a hundred or more over
time. While asingle-site systemmight work
to intercept a distant.Jaunch, only multiple

interceptor sites could handle the short
flight times of missiles launched from sub-
marines right off our shores, but of course
the more sites are constructed the more fla-
grant is the arms control treaty violation.

Despite it’s apparent lack of enthusi-
asm for a continental defense system, the
Clinton Administration enthusiastically en-
dorsed and strongly supported develop-
ment work on so-called “theater defenses.”
These include proposals to upgrade the
Patriot intercept systems used to mixed ef-
fect in the Gulf War, systems to upgrade the
Aegis air defense systems currently in use
on Navy ships (so it can handle short-range
missile attacks), and area defense systems
such as THAAD (contemplated for territo-
rial defense in the Asian Pacific; THAAD
stands for Theater High Altitude Area De-
fense) and the Navy Theater Wide initia-
tive (for use at sea). Although THAAD
has recetved a great deal of support, it has
so far failed miserably in testing.

The principle argument for missile
defenses, one long championed by Donald
Rumsfeld, now Secretary of Defense, is that
we need defenses to counter likely missile
deployments underway in states of concern
like Iran, North Korea, and Iraq. Although
a country like Iran might only be able to
launch a handful of missiles, the potential
devastation would nevertheless be substan-
tial, and for NMD advocates, worth consid-
erable investments in intercept technology.
Opponents of NMD find missile prolifera-
tion risks exaggerated, argue that the threat
of massive retaliation is more than sufficient
to deter a country like Iraq from attacking
us, and point out that defenses are easily
and inexpensively circumvented by
smuggled suitcase bombs and terrorist at-
tacks. Or, were a hostile nation truly com-
mitted to attacking the mainland United
States or one of our allies, they might
choose to deploy weapons of mass destruc-
tion (including chemical and biological
agents) on cruise missiles, which are by all
accounts virtually impossible to shoot
down (they fly very close to the ground,
use a very low flight trajectory which makes
them hard to detect and track, can change
course in-flight, and if launched within a
couple hundred miles of the target would
be almost impossible to intercept in time).

The likelihood of NMD deployment
is opposed by many of our European allies,
and has been vigorously opposed by Rus-
sia as well, given the potential setback it
would represent for the 1972 Anti-Ballistic
Missile Treaty, a cornerstone of the mod-



ern-day arms control regime. Fifty Ameri-
can Nobel laureates recently warmed that
NMD would do “grave harm” to essential
American security interests. ButNMD ad-
vocates argue that in their likeliest configu-
ration, defenses will not jeopardize strate-
gic security. Rather, defenses are likely to
have limited utility, able mainly to intercept
asingle rogue missile or accidental launch.
Because the United States is unlikely to
implementa full-fledged continental defense
system able to intercept a massive and full
missile attack, pro-NMD advocates see de-
ployment as posing no threat to the funda-
mental deterrence relationship. Opponents
argue against any defensive deployments,
since they would enable fast expansion (the
literature refers to this as the problem of
potential “breakout”), thereby fatally under-
mining the ABM Treaty and strategic secu-
rity.

The extent to which such arms con-
trol concerns would interfere with the de-
velopment of theater defenses is less clear,
since the U.S. and Russia agreed in Sep-
tember 1997 to a TMD Demarcation Agree-
ment which seems to clear the way for de-
velopment of both THAAD and Navy The-
ater Wide. On the other hand, any deploy-
ment (theater -or continental) is likely to
alarm China, since its entire missile force is
a small one and easter to neutralize even
with a limited defense system.

Some recent developments suggest
that international concerns regarding mis-
sile defense might be reduced if the tech-
nology were internationally developed.
Russian President Vladimir Putin recently
called for collaboration to produce a lim-
ited, Europe-wide missile defense system
(although most saw his proposal as less a
serious plan than a diplomatic effort to de-
rail American deploymentintentions). Boris
Yeltsin embraced a global protection sys-
tem in a United Nations speech given in
1992.

Regional Issues

While plan action may be constrained
from taking generally stabilizing action to
decrease nuclear use in particular regional
theaters (which would arguably only de-
crease WMD use by effect), our debates
will certainly be informed by occurrences in
the world’s hotspots. Even now, in a period
of relative international calm, hotspots erupt
with regularity. To take just one example, in
mid-March Richard Holbrooke, former Presi-
dent Clinton’s ambassador to the United
Nations, was quoted as saying that Iraq’s

resurgence and the collapse of the Arab-
Irsaeli peace talks could merge into one “gi-
gantic fireball,” “the most serious threat to
peace since the Cuban missile crisis.” At
the same time, some of the most intractable
nuclear issues concern American foreign
policy toward the other nuclear powers (in-
cluding Russia, China, India, and Pakistan)
and their neighbors. Some of the areas pos-
ing grave diplomatic challenges include:

Russia and the former Seviet Repub-
lics. Although the dangers of nuclear ma-
terial diversion are well understood in Mos-
cow, cooperative efforts between the United
States and Russia to dismantle nuclear sys-
tems have slowed as tensions in the bilat-
eral relationship have increased. Nonethe-
less substantial progress has been made in
the safety and dismantlement area. Tactical
warheads, which were once spread over
several hundred sites, are now consolidated
into about eighty. Significant government
to government support, authorized by the
U.S. Cooperative Threat Reduction(Nunn-
Lugar) program, includes an initiative that
converts weapons-grade uranium into a
blended lower enrichment fuel suitable for
use in U.S. nuclear power plants.

Part of the reason efforts in the Nunn-
Lugar area have stalled related to a Clinton
initiative, proposedin late 1994, that would
have committed both sides to a very rigor-
ous “transparency” regime, where detailed
information on nuclear stockpiles and fuel
would be shared. A joint U.S.-Russian work-
ing group established to negotiate the deal
broke down when Russia cut off the talks in
November 1995. Efforts to resuscitate these
transparency efforts are widely discussed
in the literature. More recently, President
Bush’s Office of Management and Budget
called for a $200 million cutin Clinton-level
funding for dismantlement; the announce-
ment produced such public opposition that
National Security Adviser Condoleezza Rice
ordered an interagency review. And former
Senator Howard Baker, just named U.S. am-
bassador to Japan, co-chairs a bipartisan
comimission that reviewed Russian aid pro-
grams and recommended a $30 billion fund-
ing increase over the next ten years.

The START I treaty was signed in
July 1991 and limits the United States and
Russia to 1,600 strategic delivery systems
each and eaps total warheads at 6,000; in
May 1992 the so-called Lisbon Protocol
committed Belarus, Kazakhstan, and
Uleraine to eliminate strategic weapons
within their borders given the breakup of
the Soviet Union. Still, major affirmative
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work will center this year on proposals to
reinvigorate deeper disarmament.

All of this occurs within the context
of growing tension between President Putin
of Russia and the American Administration,
which appears to have downgraded Russia
as a priority area of emphasis, especially in
the aftermath of the Robert Hanssen spy
scandal. Inthe meantime, Putin appears to
be energetically promoting Russia’s agenda
worldwide — in addition to promoting a
European missile defense proposal, Putin
is also seeking a higher visibility presence
in Middle Eastern affairs (he will soon meet
with Egyptian President Mubarak and is
leading the opposition against UN-sanc-
tions on Iraq), and is negotiating closer ties
to Japan. At this point, although the Bush
Administration has not yet settled on our
next ambassador to Russia, there are signs
President Putin may be prepared to deal.
Among them was his recent firing of Igor
Sergeyev as his defense minister; Sergeyev
had lobbied for a continued massive Rus-
sian nuclear force, and his dismissal was
seen as evidence that Putin may be ready
toresume serious arms reductions talks with
the West.

China/Taiwan. The diplomatic ten-
sion between the United States and China
arising from the recent spy plane crash and
emergency landing is longstanding, and
was only accentuated by recent develop-
ments. As China gains ascendant power in
the international system by virtue of its huge
population and explosive economic growth
rates, its leadership is plainly interested in
matching economic growth with military
power. Chinarecently announced its inten-
tion to increase defense spending by twenty
percent in a single year, a major jump. While
Chinese missiles are not on high alert (most
are de-alerted and as of two years ago China
only had twenty capable of reaching the
United States), nuclear tests carried out from
1994-1996 may enable a force transition to
smaller, more accurate counterforce weap-
ons.

Compared to Russia and the United
States, China has relatively few nuclear
weapons, but observers do not expect that
situation to stay constant, espeeially if the
United States deploys a missile defense
system (Chinese planners might respond to
NMD by accelerating nuclear deployments,
to assure a continuing ability to overwhelm
low-level defenses). China is also con-
cerned over American efforts to integrate
Taiwan into a theater defense system. In-
deed, the situation in the South China sea
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and in the Tdiwan Straits is widely seen as
perilous. The Chinese leadership has
bluntly wamed the Bush Administrationnot
to send new Aegis technology to Taiwan,
which the PRC views as a renegade
breakaway republic.

India/Pakistan. The round of Indian
and Pakistani nuclear tests conducted in
May 1998 highlighted again the nuclear risks
emanating from the South Asian subconti-
nent, which are thought especially difficuit
given a history of mutual animosity and
flashpoint geographical proximity. Butthe
subcontinental issues transcend potential
conflicts between India and Pakistan. For
example, India has just announced a large
increase in its own defense spending, both
to deal with Pakistan but also to keep up
with China, with whom it fought a major
border war in the 1960’s. There may be a
role for the American President to play in
mediating conflict over the apparently ex-
plosive Kashmir province, although Presi-
dent Clinton declined the opportunity to
play such a role.

North Korea. Beyond concerns cen-
tered on North Korea’s nuclear ambitions,
which have been reduced by Kim Jong Il’s
decision to drastically scale back nuclear
development, North Korea is now the cen-
ter of international attention because of its
sales of missile technology to Iran, Paki-
stan, and Syria, and maybe others. At the
urging of the European Union, President
Putin of Russia recently met with the North
Koreans to urge them to renounce missile
development and sales, although he appar-
ently met with little immediate success.
Meanwhile, President Bush announced his
skepticism about missile talks with North
Korea, based he said on concerns about
agreement verification; whether talks will
actually be suspended is an issue under
review (Bush’s announcement came after a
meeting with the South Korean President,
who favors more negotiation).

The evidence seems pretty clear that
North Korea continues to abide by the so-
called Agreed Framework, negotiated in
1994 to stop their nuclear program. So far
North Korea has kept its pledge (made in
1999) not to test missiles while still negoti-
ating the issue with Washington. Some ar-
gue for a comprehensive deal, the outlines
of which were offered to President Clinton
by Kim Jong Il: North Korea was ready to
agree to give up all missiles with a range
exceeding 300 miles and stop missile exports
n exchange fora $1 billion commitment from
the 1.8, for fuel and food assistance.

Chemical and Biological Weapons

Because the United States has signed
and ratified both the Chemical Weapons and
Biological Weapons Conventions, which
denies us the option of using chemical or
biological agents even as a deterrence tac-
tic, some argue for inking nuclear reprisals
to CBW deterrence. In fact, many Penta-
gon planners believe it was only the threat
of nuclear retaliation that prevented Saddam
Hussein from using biological agents
against Israel and the Desert Storm coali-
tion ten years ago. There is controversy on
this historical point: it is true that the Iraqi
foreign minister, Tariq Aziz, told a UN offi-
cial that Iraq refrained from using CBW be-
cause of feared American nuclear retalia-
tion, but the UN official believed the state-
ment was self-serving (since it reinforced
Iraqg’s status as a victim of American coer-
cion).

Opponents of such a linkage have
argued that chemical and biological weap-
ons cannot be aecurately considered weap-
ons of mass destruction, or their potential
equated with nuclear devastation. Among
other facts, one might note that it is very
difficult, perhaps impossible to defend
against nuclear detonations, whereas de-
fenses against chemical attack are effective
and a regular part of battlefield training. The
kinds of biological agents necessary to in-
flict truly horrific casualties are not yet
known to be in any nation’s arsenal. De-
spite a January Pentagon report waming of
the vulnerability of American agricultural
assets to germ weapons, chemical and bio-
logical agents still do leave a country’s in-
frastructure (roads, water supply, hospitals,
electricity) intact, making recovery easier to
accomplish than in the aftermath of nuclear
devastation, In fact, a Henry Stimson Cen-
ter research report released last October ar-
gued the threat of chemical and germ weap-
ons had been much exaggerated, and even
recommended existing programs in emer-
gency preparedness training be canceled.

Other proposals to deal with emerg-
ing chemical and biological weapons risks
have been advanced. Since CBW produc-
tion and use violates international law, some
recommend the United Nations commit to a
sanctions strategy that might include mili-
tary action to destroy production and stor-
age sites. And a strategy of explicit deter-
rence could be carried out conventionally:
if a nation threatens chemical or biological
weapons use, massive conventional attacks
could cripple the relevant military infrastruc-
ture. A February meeting of scientists in

San Francisco discussed other proposals,
including the development of new gene-
based techniques to detect biological at-
tacks, and formation of international rules
to enable the prosecution of terrorists us-
ing bioweapons. And a bipartisan commis-
sion headed by former Senators Warren
Rudman and Gary Hart proposed the cre-
ation of a Cabinet-level agency to coordi-
nate national policy regarding potential ter-
rorist threats.

Conclusion

As this summary makes clear, the
range of important issues raised by the
WMD topic is truly vast, and obviously it
will be important for negative teams to de-
velop thoughtful negative strategies
against potential affirmative proposals. We
are likely to see a resurgence of procedural
generic arguments, including counterplans
to consult with Russia, China, Europe and
Japan, and this season may see the return
of some radical change counterplan propos-
als, including global disarmament and world
government. But I suspect before too long
the major counterplan ground will center
more fully on detailed plan-inclusive alter-
natives that force debate onto narrower is-
sues of strategic interest. In the event that
building national missile defense proves a
popular affirmative, for example (something
I consider unlikely), a counterplan designed
to irplement deep nuclear cuts would be a
powerful negative argument given the trade-
off seen by experts between defense devel-
opment and offensive cuts. A counterplan
arsenal including consultation might be pro-
ductively supplemented by counterplans to
use proposed affirmative unilateral cutbacks
as leverage; thatis, if the plan has the United
States unilaterally cutback some deploy-
ment, a good counterplan strategy might
be to use the plan as a bargaining chip de-
signed to get Russia or China to make cuts
of its own (bargaining chips and unilateral
concessions are mutually exclusive, and the
counterplan gets the net benefit of leverag-
ing global support for the plan).

Perhaps debates on this year’s high
school resolution will mirror how college
debates evolved this past year, when the
topic centered on increasing development
assistance to countries in the greater horn
of Africa. By the end of the season, espe-
cially at the major national tournaments
(CEDA and NDT), the political disadvan-
tages had dwindled in importance (as much
for practical reasons as anything — it was
hard to find a good Bush scenario), sur-



passed by carefully developed plan-inclu-
sive or agent counterplans, detailed case
debates, and fully elaborated critical posi-
tions. Such strategies, used by almost all
of the top national college teams at year’s
end, place incredible pressure on the affir-
mative to defend very detailed advantage
claims, and induce smart affirmatives to find
“offense” on every page of their flow. But
the resulting debates were specific and in-
tense, all without endless debates over Bush
Political Capital or Popularity — I wish for
you the same!
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(Johnson continued from page 14)

sistent to assume that one cross-ex format
is educational in one setting while arguing
that it would never work in another event
within our activity. This alternative format
does not say whatis good for debate is good
for extemp, but rather argues that if goals
were the same for developing argumenta-
tion in two events, then cross-examination
styles should be the same as well.

The Montgomery Bell Academy
{MBA) Round Robin serves as a crucial
testing ground for this format. In the final
round, the talented individuals demon-
strated that this format could work. They
exhibited a level of analysis and under-
standing that has been lost in many of the
extemnp rounds in previous years. Follow-
ing the round, the majority of coaches
within the room agreed that such a devel-
opment has been needed for many years.
The students extended their comrmmication
skills to a new level by engaging each other
and delving deeper into the issues at hand.
Rather than merely asking a single ques-
tion about the topic, they formulated the
question, asked i, and then dealt with the
issues brought up by the response: 3 steps
never possible under the previous structure.
At MBA, this format is the ongoing stan-
dard in the final rounds and may be added
to the prelim rounds as well. By using MBA
as testing ground, the NFL should now take
the step of using this style at both the Dis-
trict and Nationals levels as soon as pos-
sible. If expanding education is truly our
ptimary goal, then we should aim to be
consistent at every level and consequently
advance the skills of our students to new
heights.

(Adam A. Johnson extemped for Montgom-
ery Bell Academy (TN) and reached the
National Semi-Finals in 2000. He currently
is a student at Vanderbilt University (TN)
and extemp coach at MBA)
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{(McCrady continued from page 17)
teaches units in humor, linguistics, argu-
ment, and satire in her "regular” and AP
11th and 12th (language and literature)
classes. Over the past few years we have
arranged to have students from the foren-
sic team present persuasive oratory
speeches, and individual humor pieces as
well as group (readers’ theater and duo)
pieces in her classes. "The persnasive pre-
sentation was good for my 11th graders
because they saw how important organiza-
tion and the use of substantiation are in pre-
senting an argument. There was a clear link
to the 'inquiry' unit and the writing of the
research paper in the English curriculum.
Students are always impressed when they
see their peers actually using the skills
learned in English class." Terri went on to
say that the students were both impressed
as well as entertained by the humor pre-
sentations. "It was another way for them to
see how satire is done by students who were
well prepared. It was almost like seeing pro-
fessionals."

On the other side of the coin, several
years ago I was pleased to be able to invite
a fellow coach, Bill Lemonovich of Einstein
High School, and his county champion in
poetry interpretation to my own English
class. I did so because my students were
not always the most enthusiastic fans of the
written word. After seeing Roxanne (the
poetry champion) perform, they were a
good deal more enthusiastic about the smdy
of poetry.

One of our goals for next year will
be to visit other English classrooms, in ad-
dition to Ms. Crain's. Further afield, we are
considering the idea of visiting a local as-
sisted living (senior care) facility to do some
readings of traditional poetry. Such visits
will probably be more difficult to arrange
than trips to area schools, but they are po-
tentially just as rewarding, if not more so.

- Winning a tournament, or even a
round, will always be an unmatched thrill
for our young forensic enthusiasts. There's
no doubt that competition will always have
its place. However, we should not neglect
the non-competitive opportunities that are
literally at our doorstep. We owe our com-
munities that much.

(Rusty McCrady is forensic and debate
coach at Walter Johnson (MD) High School
and President of the Montgomery County
Debate League.)
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NFL Logo
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In the past few years,
Kentucky has become
recognized as one of the
most innovative and
educationally stimulat-
ing summer LD work-
shops.

We are also, by a happy
coincidence (or is it?),
the most competitively
successful. Qur staff,
composed of experi-
enced LD coaches and
former LD champions,
is eager to share the
Kentucky way of teach-
ing LD with an emerg-
ing generation of
coaches.

KENTUCKY
INSTITUTE

(Buettler continued from page 11)

up and moved into . . . .” Finally we land on

the other side, where we will encounter the

problem in ways that are of “the real world

of migraines and unforeclosed business
. deals,” as the rest of the paragraph goes on

to illustrate.

How Long Are Transitions?

The fransitions which have bcen pre-
sented are single phrase or sentenee transi-
tions. Depending on the situation, however,
transitions may be whole paragraphs. Con-
sider the following

“For me, computer work is like a
drug, I can’t give it up.” The effecis on the
Jamily do not go unseen, for the same
Reuters study shows that two-thirds of man-
agers believe their family life is suffering
due to info-overload.

A problem which can leave original
orators_speechless, business managers
clueless, and poets emotionless deserves

our immediate attention. Today, unlike anv
other age, we must be adept at handling

and accessing information in our homes,
schools, and jobs. Every time we allow our
desks or rooms to be come stockpiled with

Carii

« Coach LD
from the Dest!

ﬁ*om non-debafe £ac£yroun(£r. "

The LD Division of the University of Kentucky National De-
bate Institute is seeking six to eight new and aspiring debate
coaches to participate in our first-ever coach training pro-
gram from June 23 to July 14, 2002, Attendees will receive

thorough training in LD theory, moral and political philosophy,
and hands-on coaching technigues; our small size will allow
us to customize the program to the needs and interests of
participants.

"We thaink the educalional values
of the Institule will make us ac-
cessrble and appeafzh_g fo feachers

clutter, our minds, too, become disorga-
nized and confused. And when this hap-
pens we_can_ho longer function effectively
in these environments. Like cleaning our
desks or rooms, then, we must sweep our

minds free of any inhibiting factors.

[ think a quote from Sir Arthur Conan
Doyle’s novel A Study in Searlet helps to
better illustrate this point. In it, Doyle's ec-
centric sleuth, Sherlock Holmes, explains
why he has no knowledge of the solar sys-
tem : “I consider the man’s brain to be origi-
nally like an empty attic and you have to
stock it with the furniture as you choose.
Now the skillful man is very careful as to
what he takes into his brain-attic. He will
have nothing but the tools which aid his
work.”

This full paragraph transition moves
the listener from the ideas of the previous
paragraph which summarizes the effects that
information overload can have on people in
the professional world as well as their fami-
lies to the following paragraph which be-
gins to present practical solutions to the
problem, beginning with an idea from
Sherlock Holmes.

The moral of the story, then, is that a

The Institute will pro-
vide tuition and room
in exchange for part-
time service as a moni-
tor in student dormito-
ries. Eligible coaches
must be at least 21 and
must be employed as
a debate coach or as-
sistant debate coach
by a high school.

For more information
about this outstanding
opportunity, contact
Professor Scott Robinson at
kndicoaches{@hotmail com

transition can be as long or as short as you
need it to be, but it must be. 1t is important
for you as orators to keep in mind the fact
that your listeners do not have a copy of
the speech in front of them. They do not,
therefore, have the luxury of going back to
find the material that they missed or to work
their way through the line of thought that
they are having difficulty following. You get
to present the argument once and the audi-
encc must process it on the spot. Whether
you are using a transition of order, relation-
ship or movement, a good transition will help
your audiencc to follow your line of thought
by meking them aware of your reasoning
and it will aid them in processing the infor-
mation and arguments you are presenting.
The best transitions are those which, like
the ones cited in this article, relate clearly to
the content of what has gone before and
what will follow, and which kecp the audi-
ence focused on the point of the speech.
With the help of your careful attention to
transitions, the audienee can be reassured
that, at least as far as your speeeh goes,
they can get there from here.

(John Buettler coaches at Holy Ghost Prepa-
ratory School (PA). He has coached several NFL
and NCFL finalists including his son Stephen
who won National Oratory Runnerup in 1999)




THE
THREE "QUEENS"
OF LD

Pat Bailey Marilee Dukes

Dale McCall

"AMERICA'S SECRET WEAPON”



THE CAPITOL CLASSIC
DEBATE INSTITUTE |

Was hington D.C.

“A Summer to Remember’’

RETURNING JUNE 16 TO JULY 6, 2002

AND INTRODUCING A NEW FOUR-WEEK SESSION JULY 7 TO AUG. 3, 2002.
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For information, contact Ronald Bratt, director, at 202-319-5447 or bratt@cua.edu.




Abraham Lincoln had almost no formal schooling. But he loved learning, and he
understood the power of words — to stir men’s souls, to influence thought, even to
change the world around him. That’s why, at Lincoln Financial Group, we’re proud
to sponsor the National Forensic League, A&E’s BIOGRAPHY® Project for Schools, and
other educational programs for young people. If you think you're
¥ NATIONAL ready for the NFL, give them a call at 920-748-6206. After all,

i FORENSIC \
I LEAGUE four score and seven years from now, there’s no telling what the

lrainiug youth for leadership history books will be saying about you.

Clear selutions in a complex world”

*] love to (}ig up the qucstion by the roots and hold it up =
and dry it before the fives of the jind.” ‘ ] mCO

Abiaham Lincoln Financial Group@

@ 20010 Lincoln Financial Gr oup. Lincoln Financial Group is the marketing name for Lincoln National Corp. and its affiliates.
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