ROSTRUM

November 20602
Volume 77 Number 3




$ THE CRUCIAL COACHING T
TEXT AND TOOL and Postic
FOR DRAMATIC INTERPRETATION INTEREHEGHON

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

Sections include:

History and Purpose

Rules and Purpose

Finding and Selecting the Cutting(s)
Wiiting the Introduction

Using Your Body

Using Your Face and Voice

Creating and Perfecting the Theme CDE Betty Whitlock
Character creation and separation

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

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

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

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

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

$15 for either the DRAMATIC INTERPRETATION CUTTINGS LISTS or the HUMOROUS
INTERPRETATION CUTTINGS LISTS, or both for $24.00.

A WONDERFUL
TEXT FOR
YOUR CLASS

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

From a first section 'on "Getting Students Started” to the [ast page
each of the 40 parts is simple yei complete. fun. and a pleasure o
use. Activiies include: giving an informative speech, the sales speech,
rnock trials, speech as a career fogl, appearance as a communication
tool, ice breakers, impromptu speeches, the auciion speech, group
work, an introduction to student congress, and the current events
speech.

Available plastic bound and paperback. Single copies are 529, 10 or
more $24 each. To order use the order form. Teacher's Edition free
with order of ten books or more. Single Teacher's Edition copy $45.00

BECTONT O CHAPTERS ABOUT Ermwrnersita Spagking Sains Poesentatnm Scholmehips
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DELIVERED TO YOU:
Sept. 5, 2002 Moy, 5, 2002 Jan. 5, 2003 March 1. 2003

2002 - 2003
Lincoln - Douglas
Research Series

Contents of each Set
** 3 different affirmative cases
== 3 different negative cases
** Extension evidence

“4% Topic analysis
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CONTEST « CONTEST « CONTEST « CONTEST

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

Contest

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

In turbulent times, it s easy 1 be stampeded
into making unwise finanaal decsions... and
follow the crowd in a panic, That's why it’s
impartant to have a sound finandal strat-
egy now more than ever.

The Lincaln Financial Group® Video
Speech Contast gives you an
opportunity to learn about the
advantage of retirement planning and
compete for a scholarship for your
future education at the same time.

What are the prizes?

B The first-place winner will recaive a
$2.000 scholarship

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

W Both winners will qualify for expository speak-
ing at the 2003 MFL National Tournament in
Atlanta, GA.

B ‘ideo excerpts from the winning speeches will be
agrnline at LFG.com and at the 2003 NFL Matioral
Tourmament in Atlanta,

B Tosches of each winner will be awarded a
£500 honorarium,
What's the topic?

Izmung e 2ull and the Bear... the importance of a

i o W rELTEgy

Who's eligible?
¥imy 2w - 7 oo ars 2 high schootl speech student and a

mEmDer 0f the Natonal forensic League

1 Lincoln &)

T

Financial Groups

How does the contest work?

B You must prepare an original expository speech no maore
than five minutes in length.

B The speech must be videotaped -
production quality will not be part of the
iudging. Lincoln will retape the winning
speeches, if neceisany, Tor the excerpis on
LFG.com and at the 2003 NFL National
tournarment.

B Only one videotaped speech per
schoal may be submitied. If several
students in your school wish 1o
participate, a local school elimina-
tion should be held.

What's the deadline?
All entries are due to Lincoln Financial
Group on or before March 24, 2003.

Entries should be mailed to:
Lincoln Finanoaal Growp

NFL Video Speech Contest

1300 5. Clinton 51 - 7HCG

Fort Wayne, I[N 46302

Include with the videotape & tvo=d ranscriot of your
speach and include the name, acdress and phone number
of the student, coach and school

Who's judging?

A panel of judges from Lincoin Financal Group will sslect
the winners. Judges' decisions are final. Winnars wll ba
contacted by April 30, 2003 and wall receive thelr awards at
the 2003 NFL National Tournament

r ittty et S SR

Who is Lincoln Financial Group?

Lincoln Financial Group is & diverse group of financal
services companies, all dedicated to heiping make tne
financial world clear and understandabie so you tan make
informed decisions to help mest your financial objectives.
Ax the NFL's overall corporate sponsor, Lincoln funds the
national tournament and provides $78,000 in college
scholarships and awards.
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THE ROSTRUM

Ol Praldicamon of the Natfown! Forensie Teapig
TUSPS 471-180) i158N 1073-5526)

Editor and Publisher
Publications IFreetor
Ripon, Wisconsin 54971-0H038
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ONTHE COVER: Richard Klein as Abraham Linceln
and Richard B. Sodikow as Stephan A. Douslas,

DECEMBER: Diamond Key Issue,

Rostrum now online at www.nllonline.org

NAMI NEW POLICY DEBATE CO-SPONSOR

NFL welcomes the National Alliamce for the Mentally I (NAMI) as this vear's co-sponsor of Policy Dehate.,
* NAMI s a grass rools, self-help, support, education, and advoecacy organization dedicated to improving the lives
of all those alfected by sericus mental illness. NAMT is the Nation's Voice on Mental Hiness.
* NAMI wasfounded m %79 by 254 people and now has more than 2HL066 members in over 1204 affiliate sroaps.
A complete description of NAMI sponsorship and participation will appear in the December Rostrum.

NAMI Policy Debate Topic 2002-2003

R

That the United States federal government should substantially increase public health services for mental
health care in the United States.

I 4 stimmning reversal of Council ae-
won ien fadl the NFL Executive Couneil nein-
sttt douhle gualification and extended it
b thee iterpretslion categnries !

The new rules, which are sneeffect lor
e TS district and national tourmaments
i gl previgus double entry combinations
== alep allow interp students to enter any
ssgeapterpevents PHLN: DEYDUO: HEDUO)
i@ soth dismict and nationals.

1 he-double entries now prohibited ane
Py Dehate/T Dy and USK/AX. Alsono stu-
st emrsicinaring in the Natiopal Student
1}‘-*:1::5'“_51 muay epier another national main
emat et v sitdent who emters the pew

DOUBLE TROUBLE

rral event, Controversy, may enter any other
cvent fexcept the Dhsinct Congress),

Wt the oummament still srowing and
o new dehate evenl wiuch needs roon, i
remaing o be seen whether the sddition of
interp doubles (which necessitates Puo 1o
e rum i the evemng) will stretch Lecilities
peyomnd whar cooms are avadlable. 1 wall re-
gquire specch coaches w stay all day (8 am.-
PO pomt) 1o judge. even il thewr students are
nidt double entered.

Please reahze the problem created by
doubling is not with tournument sdminesir-
ton, ken Thames and Jum Copeland always
scheduled the doubles The probiem s wiih

the tourniment sies! [Tnless o sile has one
lige area with AU+ rooms Gie..a college cam-
pus) OR two large 904 room high schodls
(e the spht loumnament condocted of Cher-
jotte) the toumament must be tun "NCFL
style”, where events are sent to several bald-
ings — somme miles away — which makes i
impassible for double emtered contestuants
> ped o both of their events:

Perhaps some councilors, under m-
tense pressure lrom powerld]l eoaches,
wanted to “doubie the fun” at nationaks
Time will tell whether future sites, the new
secrelary, and weary coaches can adeguakely
handle the "fun" of expunded double eniry.

Lincoln Financial Group/NFL November/December L/D Topic

Fr Wien incondlict, academic freedom in U S. high schools ought 1o be valued above community standards.

NFL SEEKS A NEW EXECUTIVE SECRETARY.

SEE PAGES 42-45

Tl E R e i e Soet 2hie fedwiale cosmmomity  Fhe opinions copressml by conteitaiern are thele own amd maf mecessarity the apiniorr of the
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FIGHTING FOR THE MIND OF AMERICA

@nAmi

The Nation's Voice on Mental lliness

High school students parucipating n the
National Forensie League’s Policy Debate in
2002-2003 will have a chance to help shape de-
bate over the nation’s mental heakthcare sys-
tem—even as Congress confronts the challenge.
The stakes are whether another gencration of
Amencans will be abandoned—or whether your
generation can succeed where thar of the politi-
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cal leaders who came of age in the 1970s iram-
callv failed.

Do not underestimate vour power to influ-
enee the public debate. As o person witl bipolar
disorder (manic depression). [ am proud to serve
as presudent of the National Alliance for the
Mentally TH{NAMIY, with 220,000 members and
1264} state and local affiliates nationwide, and
WA 15 proud to spensor this year’s national
debate wumament,

I also am one of the people lucky enough
1o have -access © the services necessary 10
achieve siahtbity and reeovery, This was not al-
ways the case In 1987, when | was first ding-
nosed, my health msurance provided virtually no
coverage for mental illness: T was forced ta seck
treatment fom my prmary docton, who knew
nothmg about manic depression

The negative conseguences onmy e were
teaumatic and extreme. | lost my job, my home
and my {amily. But for the kindness of friends, |
would have become homeless.

I mention this only to emphasize in personal

] mmnl "Elnass__ﬂ ”
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By
Jim McNuity

termns the fine hine that exaists for any person with
mental illness—between recovery, stability, and dig-
nity on the one hand, and falling through cracks on
the other.

The disability that people who suller from
schizophrema, bipolar disorder, major depression,
mxicty disorders and other severe mental illnesses

experiencs i only parthy the result of tness. In many

cases, disahility i exacerbated by
o extemal cimcumstances: exlrome
- poverty, lackof treatment and sup-
. portservices, or prejudice and dis-
crimination, Jusl as the federal
government traditionally has led
T ;_- the way to protect civil rights, fed-
T eril power is reguired 1o build an
effective mental healthcare sys-
- temthatwall rruly uphold individual
e {ji‘.{_l:l'lilj'.
R Such a system does not now
' exist, The current system s greatly
Iragmmnented and [acks coordination.
States and local governments his-
torically have been the major payers for services in
the public sector: In the 1960s; however. the federal
role increascd.

Study carefully the US. Surgeon General's
1994 Report on Mental Health; also articles on the
“Status of Mental Health Services at the Millen-
mium” comnmiled by the Substance Abuse and Men-
tal Health Services Administration (SAMHSA)
Center for Mental Health Swudies (CMHS:
wwnisreeonseneral gov and www samhsa, gov
They offer important information and statistics. The
National Institute of Mental Health (NIMH) also
plays a critical role in leading the scientific research
o which any system must be built,
NAMI's  Website at
ww gan_ ove similarly ollers much mformation,
commentary on current events, and links to other
important sites.

In 2002, states have expericnced severe bud-
ot shorfulis, resuling i decp cuts in services, in-
cluding Medicaid and other programs on which

wwwL i i, gov,

people with mental itlnesses (among others) depend..

In 2003, even sharper cutg are expected, but
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acﬂndadat&s for focal, state and [ederal office have rarely tatked
aboutit
Because of the gravity of such ssues, President Bush

on April 29, 2002 established a “New Freedom™ Commis-

sion -on Mental Health, It is scheduled to release a prelimi-
nary report soon —which s expected to acknowledge that
problems with the current system are worse than imagined.
Fmal policy recommendations won't be reporied unti] mid-

- 2003 They are not supposed 10 mclude proposals reguiring
- new revenue—but they can mclude reforms reaching even
miothe private sector, They may be sweeping in their impli-
cations or only a modest start. About the same time that the
' _‘mnunfﬁiﬂn"*s fmal report 15 due, the NFL's tournament -
 malswill be held in Atlanta. For more information about the
 commussion, see wwwosentalhealtheommission zoy

i

s

e

Presudent Bush declared: “Milhons of Americans are

o jﬁ?ﬂ}ﬂﬂ"‘d atwark. at school, orat home by episodes of men-
- =iiiness. . These illnesses affect individuals, they affect their

. Samuiies, and they affect our country. Our country must make
"z commuitment... They deserve a health care system that
- &eatstheir illness with the same urgeney as physical illness.”

in the 19705, reform movemenis succeeded in

éﬁiﬁ;mﬂﬂnﬂlmnm most people with severe mental illnesses,

e the federal and state governments broke their promises
: ‘%_??Fﬁ?_!ﬂ:mmmmn}r treatment and support. The result has

MBM‘:}: of shame. Today, approximately 200,000 people
w1 serious mental illnesses live on the streets and more
=%Eﬁ;¢ﬂ(}ﬂ end up i jail or prison. Every year, untreated
el Hiness costs our society more than $100 bilhon, through
=t productivity and other expenses. Fven worse is the im-
'mw pam experienced by mdividuals and familiss. More
5 m&@ 00 suicides occur annually in the United States

- #c than the number of homicides. Almost all are the result
& =ommal iliness

- Ammeneteenseers and young adults, suicide is the thivd-
Seata e cusse of death today, Review the ULS. Surpeon
ﬁm&? = 1999 Call 1o Action to Prevent Suicide for infor-
W on shat aspect of the debate topic. Consider inereas-

”‘#@ W :ﬂ"aﬂh servicey in terms of hoth costs and ben-
ﬂim ol access o lreatment or madequate treatment
mm@ I‘m“—:di iie, loss of individual potential, or hierally

S

BERSE f;fa« of: "_ﬂil._h n;[{:’? I =0, then at whai levels

= e sourse l}f i) -lir::ta,mf: "\{I more than athird get
: w. sy need

M & ;w ﬁ'mmis. your fmm{t and fl’t‘l‘}’ﬁﬂf else

.Mﬂﬂ‘ mw svetems for a-cru-::ﬂmg evaluation £u1:_l

e et afi theyr fiures are at nisk. Both the
Wﬁ tLiemeral and World Health Organization
6. m s e 2a By 2020, mator depression will

o

become the leading cause of disability globuily—for both
children and adults,

Iromeally, we have the knowledge and twols to help
people recover from mental illnesses. What we lack s the
will and résources to use them

In testifving before the New Freedom commission,
NAMI outlined proposals m mine broad arcas:

Consolidation and coordination of services at fed-
eral, state and local levels, mcluding simgle providers for core
services locally and sef-asrdes for housing.

Assertive community treaiment (ACT o reducs psy-
chintric emergencies, hospitalizations, and erimimalization,

Recovery-onented services, with an emphasis on
housmg and employment,

- Empowermz consumers and family membersto drive
education. freatment. and recovery programs,

Inpatical and long-term care oplions for persons who
require them, including elimination of the discrimmnatory In-
stitutes for Mental Drseases (IMID) exclusion under Medic-
aid.

Steps to engage hard-to-serve individuals i ircal-
ment and services, including mvoluntary treatment as a last
resort, subjeet to due process.

Gireater investment in the education of healthcare,
eriminal justice and other professionals about mental ilinesses.

Building a professional mental heaith workforce com-
mitted to public service through scholarships, loan forgive-
ness progroms, and inlezration of consumer and familv peer
counselors.

Development of antistigmn gudelmes for the news,
entertainment. and advertising industries. as well as public-
private partnerships o chmmate stigma, prejudice and dis-
crmmation,

We must invest now 1 America’s [uture by creating
comprehensive, efficient systems for reatmen! and support
of people with mental illnesses: a system that affioms mdi-
vidual digmity and freedom. These values are as old as the
nation s Declaration of Independence. They reflect both {ed-
¢ral und state purposes under the ULS, Constitution and our
federal system.

We are living m a time of screntilic revolutions, but a
poditical revolution s needed as well. We must fight for the
mimd of America and demand that elected officials at all
levels binld a modern menlal healthcare system that will never
again abandon a generation of Americans.

(Jim MeNulty is President of
the National Alliance for the
Mentally fil (NAMI). This vear:
NAMI is NFL's co-sponsor of
Policy Debate.)




Whitman National Debate Institute

July 27 - August 7, 2003 (2 week session)
July 27 - August 13, 2003 (3 week session)

hosted by Whitman College, Quarters, 2002 NDT, Tenth, 2002 NPTE

= r
hy Whitman’s camp?
Individual attention: 4 to | staff 10 student ratic and U vast
miajirity of your tifne will be spent in small iabs with four to s
oeople and a staff member, notin & lecture room with 100 pecple;
nat in & lab with 12 to 16 people with two statf members.

2. Practice and drills. You won't just do debstes at the end of camp.
Youl will oo drills with clear feedback throughout the: camp.

3. Research. We put out hundreds and hundreds of pages of cases
nnel briefs with strategies that win debates.

4. Instruction diversity. You won't get sluck in one lab with one or
two lnb leaders you might nok work with best. We rotate iabs so you
work with all of our staff members.

Family feel. People at our camg fest conmacted, not isDlated.

wWihether you are shiy, inko sports, aitical, cutgoing, whatewis, yourll
find wour niche. We make an effort to resch out 1o students, to build
up cornmunity, and o give people space to be wha they are.

W
1.

LA
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Policy Debate
You experience top-notch instruction in the amlLments, theory, and sirategies you neerd to
wir: on the 2003-2004 high schoal topic,

s Ideas for cases, disadvantages, counterplans, elic.

« Interse analysis of the wording of the 2003-2004 topic

« Lecturss on kritiks, counterplans, strategies, performativity, and rebutiaks
You won't just hesr about these asguments, You will practice pian inclusive counterplans,
kritiks, permutations and more specific to this topic. And, when you practice, you won't just
vk Clur st of natioradly competitive debaters and coaches will give you specific suggestions
for improvernent and youll rework your speeches.
Chur camp works hard to praduce the briefs you need to be successtul during the year. You will leave camp with completely indexed
+nd shelled briefs induding affirmative cases with backup briefs; responses ta key topic cases; disadvantage, kritik and CoumtETpiim shells
with backup briefs and responses; amd topicality argurments, definitions, and respiinses,

LD Debate
You receive an outstanding, well-rounded training in Lincoln-Douglas debate to make
vou nationally and regionally competrtive Yo il be part of intensive JISCUSSICNS O,

o frguiments to use for oriteria, values, contentions, and philosaphies

+  Keyaspecs of the 2004 NFL LD topics

« Llactures onjudge adapation, rebuttals, innGvalive STatogies that win
Yons welll wiork closely with our staff to develop your skills in making these arguiments. You wen't
just hear about Rawis or Foucault. You will epgage in many debates with Gitkgues and rexdas
ol practice sessions covering refutation, rebullding argimenss, cross-cxamination, philosophy,
walues and criteria. You will leave with affirmative and neégative Cases on the NFL-LD topics plus
briets on key yvalles and ariteria o use on aay topic.
Everyone at camp receives all the policy or LD arguments produced while you are at the camp with no extra charges.

LD and Policy

Want more information?
E-mail Jim Hanson at hansonjb@whitman.edu

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

Want policy and LD evidence from the 2002 camp? See our website.




NFL'S
NEW
DEBATE
EVENT

j I NFL's New Dehate Division
: A the fall Executive Council meeting o new debate event
= was established fora one year trial. Bach disinet may send its

. . wantung team to the 2003 Atlanta Nationals,

,ﬁ The new event s tentatively called CONTROVERSY.

-

E . Why is NFL Considering a New Debate Division?
’% i The NFL began as a debate organizaion with extemp, ora-
% v and interp added in that order. NFL sponsors three interp

Serms_ three public address events (two extemps and oratory ) and

= debate events, policy and LD.OF the approximate |70 charter

NEL schools in our organization, abowt 600 do policy debate, abourt
- Z58 do LD debate and approximately 1500 do some mix of indi-
=S EVents.

SFL% current growth isentirely in individeal evenrs, LD is
sy marpinally, Policy debate is falling precipitousty, The net
TS 1 2 prganivation on a platean, Some vears inemberships are
w0 some vears down 1%, That something will change in the
s funre 10 improve our Tot seems Tose-colored thinking.

- Taseeyally NFL has to grow to pay the bills. We have two
Wi 1) Smmwe the core NFL: raise membership/chapter dues or
Fo% o= orzumization. Most of the granis to NFL are targeted.
Se e 5% of the grant money can be used to operate the league.
%m¢ ze== NFL needs to inerease revenue [rom memberships,
e e =] merchandise sales by 5% a year,

s WL B no event to mawket to the media, whether the
mEiote TSPAN. cabile access TV, service clubs or parents,
i et 1 15 debate have become specialized, filled with
S s sedinary people do not understand on topics
S e besr Diebaters often talk beyond the speed
S s wen hecome a documentation speech, oratory
E *ﬁh’ﬁ"ﬁ mizrp has become filled with innuendo and

Donus Roberts

What Audience Are We Targeting?

Our first target s students who do not debate now because
carrent debate 15 a ietime commuiiment. These are bnght students
who want diversified activities. They are not interested m research-
g 4 topac for a vear or most of a year. They are auracted o Aca-
demic Decathlons. Model UNs, Odyssey ol the Mind or similar
comtests. They want to play & game but tot be consumed by the
AT,

Our second target is schools that currently do not debate,
mayhe never have. We believe that the cost and complexity of
current debate has made debate impossihle for small schools and
for schools without extensive financial resources. We want a de-
hate division that 15 doable for schools like Chamberlian, Platie and
Parkston, schools that had debate 20 years ago. ns well as for
schools like Harvisborg, West Central and T Valley, schools who
have not ever had debate. [The above examples are wy South Da-
kota but you know of others in your stale.|

We want 1o target a student who wall debate if w/he does not
have to miss school so much or who does pat have o compete
every weckend o keep up Or attend a summer camp. With com-
puter scheduling, on Saterdays, four rounds of debate could be
held, plus semis and finals. '

We want talented teachers in schools 10 coach this dbasion
withont having to Iearn the special Tanguage of the corrent divi-
sions. These talented reachers currently advise gquiz bowls. aca-
demuc decathlons, etc. Becaunse of the time comumitment, they would
not become involved with 1he current dehate divigions,

We need 1o have thix divicion jpdesd by community adulis.
chaperones or teachers who do not need 1o learn a special lan-
guage and listen to high pitch speed-talking. These people care
deeply about public issucs. Each round will move rapidly and 1ake
about half an hour 0 complete.



We want to reach an audience of adults and students 11
America through media as well as toprnaments Television is a key
(o almost everything. We might wish 4 different world, butitis not
there. For heaven's sake. the national spelling contest and geogri-
phy bee are on TV, yet we cannot find an outlet for NFL events.

What Are Some Nuts and Bolts
Controversy, of course, will use cugrent comtroversial sub-
|ects, There will be a new topic the first of each month annmmeed
at www.flonline.org, (We are also considering great hastoncal 1s-
cues). Research can be accomplished by watching TV news pro-
grams, reading news magazines 0f using search engines such as
Google or AOL Topics will he brief, current and roquire no plan.

Sample Topics:
Airtine pilots shoudi be armed in the cockpit
The 1.8, should depose Sadaam Hussain
The SAT test should not be required
Capital punishment should be abolished
The 115 should drll for oil in the Arctic Preserve
Marijuan: shonld be decriminalized
Daschle should be elected President

Format:
Twii speakers on each team
Teams may rotate afl. and neg. (or)
Teams may [lip to determine sides and speaker order:
The winner of the coin wss may chose EITHER aff.
or nep. DR first or last speaker:
Loser of the coin toss will chose speaker order
(if the winmer chooses side) OR sude (if the winner
chaoses speaker order). Note, the negative may
speak first arguing againgt the resolution before any
affirmative speech has taken place,

Time Limitls
Team A Speaker | < min
Team B Speaker | 4 min
Crucefire (botween Al & B X min
Team A Speaker 2 4 min
Tz B Speaker 2 4 min
Crossiire (helwesn A2 & B3N 7 mun
AT suinmEry 2omin
B sormmarcy 2 min
Gramd Crosstim (all speakerd) T min
A7 Law Sho 1 pmin
B? Lam Shot [ min

2 min prep fime pefr feath
131 minutes WEl time

Judging
Judges should come from the commumey. Tabrarians, teach-
crs, husiness people, ordinary citizens who vote and sit on juries
are the target audience. Service club members are 3 srood] source of
qudges. College debsttets, ex-debaters and debate coaches who are
not classroom reachers should not judge this event.

Instructions

During the crossfine period, both speakers hiave the floor
and may ask and answer questions during the 2 minute period. The
participants are mstructed © keep guestions and answers suc-
ciner rudeness should ot be wlemted. In the Girand Crosstire all
four students have the floor The first rmestion ol each crossfire
must be poscd by the leam which did not speak just prior to the
crossfire period.

The ksl shot zives the second speaker from gach team one
final opporiumity to disCuss ome 1Ssuc and one only, Presumably
the winming srpument in the judgment of the team. will be chosen.
Each team may choose a different argument orthe same argEment
A tast shot speaker who argues mare thin one issue will lose the
debate.

Speaking in this event must be clear, conversatipnal and
direct, A speaker may win all of the issues in o round bt lese the
debate hecause of the indifference to communication,

Media Formal
A shartened format Tor media will be available thar will take
28 minules, including commercials. to be used for pelevised rounds.

The media-—especially television—will cover Youth competi-
ivms if they are interesting and exciting and even regularly broad-
cast (e Texaco's College Bowland the N ational Spelling Bee).

By presenting exciing, curmenl, Conrove rsial Wopics withina
lively, brief, dramatic forma, adults and the media will be willing to
listen. Students will be druwn (o participate.

Implementation
NFL rules of evidence will apply.

Cmotas for NFL district entries will be expanded by rwo.
These bonus entries will be available only if & chapier eniers onc
Controversy Team. Additional Controversy enlries count against
enlry quotas, The disincl winning team will qualify for nabionals.
Srudents in this event may not double enter in any other distnct
event except Student Congress.,

For the NFL district, and the Nationals the pairing [roce-
dires will be the same as the other debate divisiuns.

Trial Year
The NFL coaches of this nation have demanded a new de-
hate event — one which will be relevant 10 real world 1ssues, com-
mupity andiences and the media.

This new event contains several now and exciting features: 3
Lyst shot, crossfire periods, topics will be developed from signifi
cant issues. The possibilities also exist for topies of fact andior on
sigmficant historical 1sspes.

After the 003 trial year, all coaches and participants will
have avenues (o express their mput (conferences, surveys. letters)
and the final rules and procedures will be codificd after their mput.

| encourage all schools to give s new evenL atry,

U e S




CONTROVERSY
SAMPLE BALLOT -
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. Affirmative # Negative#

AT AT Ney Neg

EL i Speaker Speaker Eﬁ:;lktr S]Jl.:_.‘lj ket
= 1 b 2

L
o

: A Did the debater explnin the most
. } important issues in the wopic?

" A
o

=
-
e
e

Evidence: Did the debaler support arguments
= with tacts and expert opinions?

Reasoning: I7d the conclusions reached by the
debater flow from the evidence?

e
e s

- Cross Fire: Were questions relevant and brief?
Were answers on point”

15 113 11 S L L
Rt s e e e e

e T e e T O

A = Superior B=Excellent C=Gomd D =Deficient

£ =

e o i e i -

:.T:_Ef g Rebuttal: Did the debater effectively counter

. i the arguments of the opponents?
R i
e Delivery: Did each debater speak in in organized,
é 2:55" communicative style that was pleasant
= and casily understood?
: %l = Rale cach Speaker in each category.
-

s s s il
SRR
i

i The keey issues in the round were;

[LE
aaiil
et

e
;
e

side won the key issues by arguing:

bt ot n bt i AL LAE LGk b bkt L s s g dasi b
=

= "You may purchase Controversy ballots from the NFL office."
Email: nflsales@ centurytel.net
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2002 NATIONALS VIDEOS

\ 17! Final Round Videos from Charlotte, NC
e (and every year since 1983)

travel and instruction budget. Give every
student the visual advantage of seeing

/_ e the NFL National Tournament final
rounds! The National Forensic League

l—-—J:’ Video allows you to truly expand your
_
)

A’ﬁ) will receive a significant royalty from
( \’f_l every tape soid.
PRICES

Cross Examination $74.95

Lincoln Douglas $74.95

International Externp $74.95
We DO NOT accept credit cards. United States Extemp $74 95
Please add 12% shipping for P.O.s Original Oratory $74.95
Please specify years desired. Complete Set (of 5) BEST VALUE! $310.00
Selection errors are purchaser's Awards Assembly $74.95
responsibility. Supp. Events (impromptu, Ex. Comm., Expos.) $74.95

Due to copyright law, we are unable to
sell interpretation events.

WE MOVED!

Dale Publishing and Tape Distribution
Center have moved. We will still be
providing you with the same quality
products, only from a different location.

Our new address is:

Dale Publishing Co./ Tape Distribution Center
PO Box 347

Independence, MO 64050

Phone (816) 350-8277
Fax (816) 350-8377

e 0 B B R
;% e e e e R




1
st Affirmaiive Losehook

. *Over 10 fully scripted winning and
_useable affirmative cases
= All evidence exceeds NFL
 documentation requirements
_* Evidence printed on one side of page
for easy rebriefing
i * Extension evidence on each argument
~ * Answers to generic and case specific
~ Disads
* Cno-point coaching advice (a Dale
exciusive)

2nd Negative Casebook

* Zeneric Disads with shells and
‘=xiension blocks

~ Lase-specific link cards

* Case-specific and generic solvency

BRCks
' %aaegy tips

Mintal Health Handbooks

Ist Negative Lasebook

11

*Well developed T positions with explanations

and exiensions

* Generic and case specific harm and inherency

positions in block farm

* Extension evidence for rebuttals on each

argument

* Counterplans directly relevant to topic with

explanations and warnings about use

PRICES

1st Affirmative
1st Negative
2nd Negative

Dale Complete set

$25.00
$25.00
$25.00

$65.00

BEST VALUE!

Please add 12% shipping for P.O.s

WE MOVED!

Szl Publishing and Tape Distribution
=r have moved. We will still be
«ing you with the same quality

=== only from a different location.

Sew address Is:

347
acdence. MO 64050

"t shing Co./ Tape Distribution Center ;‘*{ja":)q
N

BT8) 350-9277
3568377
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The most comprehensive
Lincoln-Douglas
resotrces available! |

'Mmﬁmmwaﬂmdenmmemﬂmnmmrmmm
Tmﬂ,mmmmmmmm“!ﬁmmﬁem-m
Moﬂaingmmegﬂtsﬁmﬁmnfmmksmmﬁmmmﬂa,mﬂ]ﬂmaﬁm.

Lincoin-Douglas Debate: Teaching & Coaching Philosophy in Practice:
Values in Conflict Lincoln-Douglas Debate  Understanding Value Debate

2nd Edition ©2000 ©1098 E1066
The basics of Lmcoln-Douglas debate Resources for teaching value debate Philosophical iheories and concepls
for novice and intermediate debaters Prattical, evaryday matsrials holp teacteers Bella. and in understandable terms

sharpen thalt instructiona) geactces Ths Baok comging i i !
[he most complets irodiclion availahle on prepng fr 3 : ; L : This biouk i s myatuable reasgree for velue oeEate
snimething fof evary nskaector, regamlaes of Sxganenty oreparation! Studens can use authoritative mz=ght from

ard parfcipating i the Lincoin ODowglas [L-0) debate formil ki IE :
Shirt weall-gasgned chaplers move sudants tiough L-0 * I'hH WA W ahilossptrs such as Hotis, Lotke, Russead, Kart,
smalysis, cnes sonshutlion, and cass dafenst proCetICS il ¥ Naztzsche, Arstotle, 4 otmers. The matartal is preserited
Shyetrets bearn atoul # graunding it theary = [ msy-to-tese et snd |s identified for novice,

o L1 1heary i _'J;E“J_Pf“?“lumdmm'::‘;“ o value debild C3885  jntrmodiate, or advanced desaters. Chaptecs o L-0

« “the differece hetween L~ debiate and galicy debate. & gj:tﬁf ﬂ‘:_':m!:."ﬁm;‘” e Ives distiate hanry e alsy inchiden.

o byt choose and TSl vais s W _"H fﬂm',:!

P o imgpriemEnt of deilery

« gegeiping rebatial stmtegics

L]

impreving Soiaery skille

A Teacher Gure teatures actwvitics, sodthan L-L topics,
hafots, quiTIes and answor kiys, snd moeel
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.
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[Fublivher's Nate: NFL hay estabiivhed a new
debate event. Wit Bifl Dervis writeés will helpy train
contesianis tor the new evend (and all the old
evenis). N0 T e Enovam wibar Bill Dénvie wriies
pelovw, Twonld fuve been g much bettor debate
teaefwer; my stiglenis would have been mnelh betier
debaters. - Jfames M Copeland]f

As the spln in the Torensics eommunily wid-
ens. fis always interesting, i you can ovércome the
depression, to sit quielly and listen to the judges
complain.

© Theyeomplam about a Iot of syimploms—rude-
- mess and speed and that debate when they were
sound, why, that was when sians walked the varth,
Steanwhile, the voung coaches roll their eyes.
Butl the symptoms are a sign of sickness. And
the camplaming aboul the symproms 15 nol gomng
. wdivethediscase. Here is one person's diagnosis
- —dheentire community, and all the events nol merely
- peliow debate, sulfer from poor argumentation,
o - Argumentation 18 the cxpression of the mes-
| sewesthe strocture and aim of the messane itsell, I
% cam secept the premise that the purpose of the
e murm}. s communication, the Study of the stric-
; e messave tself should be a major compo-
s oo study, Yet | kmow that in my yea, so
mar ye=rs ofteaching, unil recently § was pretty
ﬁiﬁ'&'l'ﬂ" of the ingredients of an argument. This is

e,

m smoe | was supposed to be teaching it
! aa Twvent back to my own debating dajf's {cue
wa“'n;-a_. evesy o the debater that | remembered

o s the pmzve of tremendons argument. And |

e

Argumeniation IS (he expression oi
the message -~ the structure and aim
of the message ifseli,

THE A HA! EXPERIENCE
OR

A SEARCH FOR GEOFF GOODMAN

1}
Bill Bavis

decided, as | studhed what a good argument should be;
and how it applied 1o all the forensic events. that mv idol
could maybe tell me how he discovered great arguments
and how Lo present them.

One problem-1 had no idea where GeofT Goodman
was, liere in the late twontleth century, searching For 3
cond argument,

Chapter One—
Why Iz Evryboddy Always Pickin'
Omn Me?

A An mflammatory essay

B. Why you can’t answer iL
. Exercise — rahonafe

2. Exercise T,

E. You're copping out

F. You're still copping ot

(i, Definitions

H. Johari window

| Exercme 1.

J. You can't catch me.

K. Why people can't stund you.
L. Homework

M. Alternate event homework.

He's gonna get canght. Just vou wait and see.
Why is evervbody always pickin® on me?"

-It's a rock classic, kid. Grab some cultural
literacy.

A. Being an essay on Truth in Debate
Nobodv much likes us out there.

Ok, sure, we have our good reasons why we think
they don't like debaters. We're smarter than the avera e
bear, and we speak our minds, and nobody likes that
mach, particularly whenwe are right and they are wropg,

Yea. Right The fact is that people don't like us for
(e same reasons that they don'l like lawyers {vuchl),
They don't believe in the very premise thal our passion-
ale love is tased ypon — namely, that in a clash of ideas,
the truth will be revcaled. No one else seems to see thar
LT Ei.

And the real problem is, deep in our desperate
souls, we know that the principle really IS Qawed. We
can see m major trials that the focus is not on the truth,
but on the attomeys. (OF who?) It is verv elear tha

i3
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neither side ina trial s micrested in the truth it it gets in the way of
winning

Winning is the source of all distortion in debate, too. Look at
our stralegies: generic disads, sguirrel cases, and critiques. Do
any of these methods of winning move us amy closer to the truth,
except by accident? In fact, if you have ever had the pleasure of
runming a case with o high truth value, you probably have had the
displeasure of being aftacked for taking away the negative's grousd,

Let's ke the Ulimate Tope:; Resolved: that the Status Quo
should be changed. (1I'H use this topie. hereafter called the UT, for
mv debate examples). THweever decrded 1o debate the UT, T'm sure
every negative would lead off the | NC with Topicality.

An example. |, the affirmative on the UT, propose thal the
space program should be discontinued. 11 s a waste of money. 1l
creales an environment filled with falling space junk, and it re-
moves the focus rom the protection of Mankind.

How can you beat my affirmative? Well, I think you might
run & T argument, that the Status Quo is all we have now, anil
therefore to chanpe the Status Quo you must change cverytinng
werthin ol.

And then; you would decide to ran a Patnarchy Critique,
since | had the ignorance to use the exclusive would "mankmd”.
The risk of running either argument being zero, sinee 1 you lose
them it docsn't hurt you, you say, why not? No matter that the T
argument wanis the judge to ignore a debate on sobsiantive is-
sies and at the same time sel the precedent of voting against every
other affirmative case, since no case could meet the demand,

And took at the hypocrisy of the other cheap weapon, the
critique. The purpose of running the critique is not Ouirage, o5 the
langruage critique would have you believe, [ so, the last poam of
the critique would not be "This is a voter” . Nay, 10 would be-"1'm
<o angry. | can't go on.”

Mavbe, after live mmutes of procedurals to oy 0 win the
guick cheap ballot, mavbe we could get Lo the ssre ai hand. |
doubt it. There's zotta be a generic d/a in hére someplace.

Several years ago, 4 student of mine attended 2 national
workshop, A colleze debater lerally got into hes face for claimig
that an argument way "the troth”,

" This isn't about truth." he sprayed in his victim's eyes, "This
s about debate.”

No wander we are s0 misunderstood.

B. That Hurt? That Make you MAD?

Gush, T hope so. 171 did my job properly. you are ol two
minds — o 1 deserve to be shol as a tenitor, or will holding my head
mto the ioilet and flushing a couple of times bring me o my senses?

| just applicd the cnd product of this course o vou, in an
essay form. Yoo may have the self confidence (some might call it
coneceit, bul not we debaters) to think you can deny this argument
easily. | remain confident that, iFf vou are a high school debater, no
matter how successiitl you may be, thal vou cannot beat my argu-
ment, BECAUSE YOU HAVE ABSOLUTELY NO TRAIMING N
DOING SO. No one has EVER shown vou how to attack an argu-
ment that has been prepared with the expectation that ignoran
(ouch!) novice (that's a fightin' word buddy!) thinkers would at-
kack it. 1t's this simple. Tknow something that you doo't, and until
vou do, you don't have a prayer defealing me.

Now that's braggin® onby i T can't back tt up. And I'm gomng
by et vou prove it for me

. Exercises? What is this. math class?

Yes. Lowic 1s math.

Friend, you can pass on the exercises if you like: Bat youwill
miss out on an meredible experience.

You ever had an A-Ha! experience” I you haven't, Tmeana
muement of breakthrough, where something incredibly imporiant
suddenly reveals itselfin all its awesome splendor.

If you do the exercises, | promise vou one. it may nol leave
you gasping for air like abeached fish, but it is better than sex. (Al
rght. maybe not- just checkm' you Tor a pulse.)

D. Exercise the First. Right here, sucker. Right an the

chin.

Wreite down every argument vou can think of m destroy the
essav ahove. Don't cheat voursell. Thenk. [T you're response to
me 15 "But how do | do that?" You have had your first A-HAI

£. More! That's a puny fist, and you're not thinking a
critical thought - namely what is Troth?
Pilate thought it important enough of a qoestion that e
kipt a mob waiting while he asked it. Look, T'm no GeolTGoodman,
All youare keeping waiting is an old Dinosaur with dandruff,

F. No you're not ready for me yet.
Let's hesin o analyiee what you've missed.

(:. The Parts of an Argument #1 — Definitions.

Lasked vou Lo ask for a definition of trath. 1 you allow me to
leave that definition as nebulous as the talent of the artist formerly
knowrr s Prinee, you will never be able to pin me down Tomg enough
to do any damage.

This is obvious to anyone who has ever griped about school,
I dare say that includes vou. Whenever you say that samething is
awaste of time, without delfiming what [S worthwhile, you employ
the same slimy approach as L except your shime 1s not as well
hidden as mme.

All arguments require definitions betore they can be attacked,
If vou have ever watched an LM round perform the " Two ships
passing in the night® et, the responsibality generally rests here,
ona lack of a defimtion.

. So, I'll define fruth.

Truth is reality, encompassing not only what is perceived by
humans, but all of what i5. In fact, | am taking the same plulosophi-
cal approach as the Johari Window. Have you ever seen one?

Enawwr 0 sl
kown b edhen

Bk naly hx afbers

Eonpwn only by sadf ot by o one

To be bref, the window says that the truth pyust be |:3r‘._i_‘ﬂ'r:

e

than any one or all of us
Understanding all of the implications of the Window is not

important, thoogh it sive is fun to arzue. What1s important is that
| must helieve that A, The Truth exists and that B. Nohuman can i

ever know il,

1. Exercise the Secomd.
A taste of blood? Go ahead. Make my day, Write down why _'f

L e
1 ’

o
Lo i e
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my arpument mus! fail, now that | have stupidly defined Truth in
this manner. But don't cheat, You have 1o be good and ready
hefore you po on

o
e s R R e
e e e =

o

J. Vdid if to you azain!

i You can't pin me down with that definttion - Ul just smile

. cnigmatically until yvou give up. Lookie — if we don't know truth
- and can NEVER know the truth, then debate remains corrupt and

- -contemptible. [ will still wm my argument, because the attackable
- premise i NOT anvthing about the Truth. but abour debate and

. the nuth.

T
b
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K. Well, if vou haven't tern up this paper in disgust by now,
: *ﬂun justhad an A-Ha! Experience.

— Ur | wall give you one now -- that the slippery rechnique |
- EEsdonyou in (1) is why people can'l stand debaters. I'm playing
-5 game with you, even to the point of including trash talk to make
o play stupid. What | want to teach vou is analysis- of argu-
==nt, or character, or speech, and then 1 want to-teach you lateral
- Sazking, a techmique to improve your creativity moany event. In

: an will carefully stick with me, we'll do just that.

A A .

E

ES LI

o

’5; L. Homework before we meet again.

- {Forboth policy debaters and L/Drs) Think of five important

.H;sﬂml you have in your fife, Number them Alpha, Omega.

W Crreek, and Yo Mama. And place your attacks against the
-'mwg o the back burner: | promise vou that by the end of the
=a wou will be just as convinced that my essay was trash as
Mﬂd}w Except youwill know why
“:!.I. Huomework for ether events
L G;awr}r Lﬂlu:l a well wrmen 2553V, amf m:tmnpt 10

mmmwnd what muld viou sav fo :Icfear hwlﬁ:r ﬂlcﬂibr’ O,
-:ﬁ} the debate exércise above

'- "“" Imterps- ves, this 18 Tor you. From your seripts, find
' @zﬁm hetween characters. Or, vou can do the debate

3o,

? .E‘!‘.E:ﬂ‘;pcrb. The President of the United States faces
s 40 e vime, Idemify five of them. Or, you can do the
- ~se zhove. Do | hear an echo?

m sy s orear about Geofl Goodman !
m& =2 pienty of success — he won the NFL National
e == nocallere be made it to the sermiinals ol the

: w Tﬂurrmnt, where he pave wav 1o another team
= L iitformia. But there have been plenty of success-
&l | foar | must say thal not all of them were greal

15
L. kssnes as questions

L Exeroise 2

K. Exercise 3

L. A-Ha’

M. The conclusion

M. The dangers of anything lose
(). The reasons

P. The evidence

). -Evidence 15 notl reason
E. Evidence must he specaitic
5. Braces on braces

T. Homewark

L. Alternate homework

I will do exactly the opposite of what this man tells me todo.
1t's obvious what his pame is. Tle wants to lead me away from
his Indian friends. He iy the perfect reverse barometer,
Isn't that right, Licutenant?
Gen. Custer in Littfe Big Man, right before You Know When

AL Yesterday, we began our analysis of an srgument with
defimnons. We then apparently destroved the vabue of the defini-
e by shewing how an argument could still he effective without
them. Thus, we need to encounter the second part of an argument,
that serves the function of & reverse barometer to defimitions.

Hopefully, using this tool we will end up a bit betier off than
Custer.

B. The second part of an argument--Exclusions. A defini-
tion 1s intended 10 show what 15 gomg to bearpued. To be effece
Ui, a delimtion should clearly hint that there are boundanes. Whart
15 MOYT gome o be discussed are the exclusions.

Take vesterday's essay. 1t is pretty obvious that T am speak-
mng ol policy dehate, but wandering in are references that could
mean that | am talking also about Linceln-Douglas debate. Am 17
Who cares?

The person arguing against the essay must, else she is again
attacking a ghost. Itis conceivable that | could even wiggle from
talking about policy debate, since | never specifically say that
policy suffers from this problem. All my examples are from policy,
but never do | declare myself unequivocally. Yes, thisis slimy. I'm
qure vou never do it Plai,

C. Une of the miracles of cross-examnation s that it allows
the advocate to clearly demonstrate what the opponent is not talk-
it aboul. This s nol only important i pohcy debate, because
evervthing that 15 excluded can no longer be clmmed o sipnifi-
cance of impact. but it is critical in Lincoln-Douglas because.,. well,
you need to figoere that out for yourself.

D. Let's enter into a dialogue about the essay. This 12 wol
that you can nse to prepare yourself for advocating an argument or
for uttacking one. You play both roles, switching back and forth,
dng the absolute best you can to represent both sides.  Forpet
about hemg funny, or witty. Just be both advocates,

1ot (1): Let's began wath this concepl of truth. Tell me
what truth 1s NOT.

Moron (M) Not Truth is lies.

I: And lics are intentional?

M: Not always, 1 ¢ould lie becanse | don't know any
better.

I: Then everything is a lie. Take a look at the johari
window. Simee we never can know all the truth, then there
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woild be a lie in everything we smid.

M; Cops. O.K. let me try again. Not Truth is anything
that does not lead direetly o truth,

I: Huh™ Ciive me an éxample,

M: Simple. T intend 1o show you truth to the Timits of my
miserable abilities fo pereeive and commumicate it then that is
Truth,

[: Truth secking s equivalent to truth itself.

M: In this argument, ves, Don't rolf vour eyes. Even il we
don't know what truih is, we DO know when we ore intentionally
altempting 1o walk away from it, And dehaters do this with 2 grin,
because i's-all part of the game.

E. Exercise the First. "Wrie a dialogue about the Alpha
problem you have discovered. Try to elearly define and exclude.
Agmn, do not v o WIN the dialopue.  It's with yoursell, for
erying’ out loud!

F. And now, argument mapping we zo. When you are done
with this course, immediately go buy Good drguments by UA.
Missimer. Prentice-Hall is mighty proud of this hoak, iFvou catch
my meaning, but it is revelutionary for us stupid people who have
meditated on Toulmin and retumed home spintually ravaged. | Yes,
that was a major overstatement, | learmed a lot studying Toulmin, |
Just never could Ngure out bow o TEACH it The very first time |
prﬂﬁ.ﬂﬂttﬂ Cood Argrements lomy debaters, they were funous with
me for never presenting it before.) Buy itand give it to your couches
- dliy 3L 1 nonny mouse i1 you think you want to — atter all some
vosches are as concented as thew debaters and think they know 1t
all. I'know that is hard to belicve....

G. The basic concept s that an argument is like a house. |
will show vou what appears in the model that debaters can casily
use, as a preview towhat will come.

H. Parts of an argument — third part: the issue — the founda-
tion of the arpuyment. The issue 15 precisely what we are arguing.
This can only be discovered afier the process of definition and
exclusion is completed: don't think that becuvse delimtion and
exclusion don't appear on the map that they aren't important, Asa
student told me, Delimbon and Exclesion are like real estate agenis:
they find where the house can be built and fry to sel| you the land,
wking a percentage of the price. eic. ete. ad nauseum,

L. Issues are always expressed as questions.  Statements
cannot fead to conclusions -- they are conclusions. Therefore, the
viewpoint of the issue is a critical factor. 111 inguire "What 1s the 1
best pizza™, am | asking a5 a consumer, a businessman. or as 3 1;
teacher giving a folksy example to try to impress students as being =
a regtlar ouv? '

(amvaiamer — Well, the best preza is one that lasies

good, 1 affordable, and 15 served i a setting that doesn’t
invake laly too much,

Businesspum — Money? Profit? Money?

Teacher — The best przza 15 Tony's Frozen Pizza, be-

caitse that's what 1 ean afford. o

J. Exercise the Second. Take the consumer viewpoint, ass 8
lor a moment let's grant that the criteria mentioned are vahd. Yoo ' 8
reahize, | hope, that 1f you never allow an argument (o get to s
building state, that most judges will think you are the Johant
Cochrune of the debate circuit - love his taste i suits, but picis
mcky, picky! .

Reflection should show you the difficulty of the exact wes
img of the jssue. Thereare fHghtful consequences on either sige
shoutd vou pick the Scylla of "hest as vital 1o vour issue and fhes

walch your opponent mn amok? Or do vou pick Charybdis, 28
gt specific, paying the price of very litthe Hexibility™

Again, my fanciful debaters retimed to the maodel l1fﬂh-u,,¢
g for this comparison; de you build a fancy hasement and spess
your fime constructing something many people will neversee” 08
do vou slap yvour argument down on a slab of conerete, onfy &
watch yvour opponent manel under it :

K. Exercise the Third. Carefully word the 1ssoes of each
the five problems you devised. 1T vou don't mind making thees
public, then allow somebody to try fo challenge them. Note voi
reactions as they seem 1o gel more unrcasonabie than ever — e
they wanl to argue? lsa't that the reason for even having an w&ﬁﬁ
i the first place?

L. Now you mmy have had o A-Ha! EXPLTIETICE ns B0
people can't stand lawyers and their cousing, pamely us. T
perception That we try to pick a grownd that will avoid any s
cant discussion is justificd. Tt is why few judges really WAN
vote on topicatity. and why genene arguments are treated by
many with conternpl.

M. Parts of anargument, [ourth part — Lhe wr'u,iu:-mn,
rwol of the building, and theretore all thal separates a Emu:e_.
being a niin, s the conclusion of the argument. Onten the coz
sion is a5 simple as yes or no, o it may be 4 senlence fragrmess
heck, I'm feelin’ generous, it could be a sentence. Bul i yous
clusion has to be longer than a senfence, vou've misnnderas
what you're trying to prove, and the responsihility lies withies
issoe to-discuss.  Your reachers will tell you that the bipgesz§
with your reasoning powers 15 that they start off proving
Mrxon should have gone 1o China, and end up conviching ==
Watergate,

N. The bigeest daner that awatis the conclusion: s
same as thut withon the issue— loose wordimg,. (o take alook =
at{Hyand (1},

0. The parts ol an argument. fifth past —the reasons. T
are the walls, that hold up the ceilmg of the conclusion. #
ke much W recognize that the reasons are critical. The
clearly shows the danger of an assertion.  Responding 46
argument with "bleah” is nol sufficient o justity my own.

Further i shows that one reason, no matter how well &




oped, is 4 shaky excuse for a house. In Kansas: our depariment of

parks {ell m love with concrete toadstool prenie shelters. T yon go

to one of our state parks, there they are. There are even ronic
postcards about them "Kansas Morels”. Most of us do not want
lunny posteards made out of our arguiments.

P. The parts of an argument. sixth part — the evidence, This is the
first place when: Ms, Missimer proceeded i blow my mind — yes! Thatis
exactly what evidenoe does — it brives up the reasons. This may not seem
hike an earth shiker o you, but consider—

3 Q. Fvidence is NOT 4 reason. Facts, and quotes are neuatral,
. and their existence do not create a reason for a ballot in and of
~ themselves, Mave you cver scen a debater wave a stack of evi-

- dlence, and claim thart 13 a reason to voie? Not vou, richt? Bah.

P R. twidence must prove e reason specifically, One ortwo

- - connections are not envugh. The effect ol taking down a cluinsy

= - hrace usually brings the wall dewn with it {Boh Vila, where were

- vou when we needed vou?)

S. Bracing a hrace is a lousy way to build a house. A chain

¢ ol evidence 1o prove a reason is jusl us weak. . Consider the mul-
- tiple difficulties of the generic arpument. It is really a chain of

arguments, and the fall of any part of any argument collapses the
¢ argument. Ifany quote falls, so does the chain. Pardon me, b |

. musst say this — the only reason why generics are suceessful is

- Decause the debaters have accepted them, not the judues.

' T. Homework - map the followimng armuments,

a 1. China poses the biggest threat of any nation to world
peace. Tt possesses nuclear weapons, and the heartfelt belief that
+f allnations, it alone can survive anuclear war, President Li Peng
mizmsrtraud this when hie said 1o the Congress of Deputies "No
' #?:*ﬂﬂ}f attack the People's Repubiic of China, because they know
ity Launm defeat us."

i Uﬁrcrpnp_uLmLm will cause nuclear war. First, X tells us

mm}k}p 18 critical to political instability. Second, Y screams

St oolitical instability 1s always a pretext for war, And finally 7

- = enesthal ma nuclear age. the meentive for any power that holds

= fear capabilitics is to use them.

3 The US must stay out of Chinese intermal aflairs. History

u::hm us that the Chanese regard American foreign policy as a

mbﬂi‘ﬂmﬁltr - whﬂtﬂ‘rer ﬂ't-ev want us L do, 'Hrl'l"-" | shall do

M B wot the point,
. .' Argument Maps for T., Chapter 2 next page

b Homework for the other events
& Imsmrpers — Take the three conflicts from the seripts vou
e sesserday. Map those conflict,
L ﬁm{m} — Map the arguments from the essay you chose

- 4 LT}’E— Map the argument "Justice is the prceminent
% Feempers - you are President Bush. discovering that not
San have the nuclear bomb. bl one is planted in (he
- ?‘ni‘@ the arpument do Justify your decision

m*x@:: Cieoft Goodman 1o high school while he was

And when be started to speak. it would bob.and move as if'it had 3
life of itsvwn, My deaf pirl friend. who watched one of Dr. Goodman's
aperations on my cgo (while | was wishing for sixty minwes | oo
could be dear), said be had "the mane of a snake charmer,”

He also had o taste for theater, He liked to keep his audi-
ences wailing -- T believe thal we have prep time m part as a
response to Geoff Goodman,

But he could think T never saw ham run a predictable areu-
ment. Fora couple of decades smee, 1 have ined Lo figure out
whese he found those arguments. Attimes I wanted to just aseribe
1t to talent. as iF certn thinking could never be taught, | never
wive up the idea that | could figure out his secret, because he had
to have one, | kept the tlowsheets, and transeripts of some of the
fimal round debatis where he appeared, and once in a while | dus
them out and studied them tor The Seeret. No luck

A. The parts of an argument-severi-the assumplions.

Uip to this point, the argument model isn't o0 starthng, In
fact, i looks a whole heek of a lof Hke a 1low sheet; the conclusion
15 the advantage, the reasons the subpoints. the evidence the, um,
evidence, and the issue Ihe resolulion in question form. But now .
we enter the dirty Titthe secret of arguments - what 1t is like under- g_
neath the foundation, where the Good Arguments Are. )
Assumptions are what must be true for the argument 1o be
I the assumption is not tue, then the argument must he

B. A couple of examples.

1 tell you that Schwan's makes the best pizza. When vou ask
why. T tell yvou that Red Baron has the tastiest sunce. The assump-
bom 15 that tasty sauce equals the best pizza.

17

Chapter Three: Assume Nothing

A. The assumplion

B. Examples of assumptions

. Comparing the homework

(2. Azssemptioms of the homework
E. Exgrome d

F. The answers - well, sorta

G, Your assumptioms arguimenls
H, My assumphions arguments

I ASSUmptions in your arguments
). Homew ik

K. Alternate event homework

"Children today are arrogant, gobbie their food,
and show no respect to their teachers.” ]
-Socrates

YES

RED BARON
HAS
TASTIEST
SAUCE 4

 EAB AR AR AR ]

DOES SCHWAN'S MAKE THE BEST PIZZA?
[TASTY SAUCE = BEST PIZZA




l =
s = NUKE WAR

: '—TEI-‘W_.H'#

CHINA HAS
NUKES

{LEADERS
BELIEVE
THEY ARE

POWERFUL

bR MR e S e
R e T

s calion e el e

CHINA A THREAT TO WORLD PEACE

POLITICAL
INSTABILITY

. DOES OVERPOPLULATION = NUKE WAR

YES

;: U.S. POLICY
— REVERSE
BAROMETER

- S
SHOULD THE U.S. STAY OUT
' OF CHINESE AEFAIRS

e ARGUMENT MAPS FOR T, CHAPTER 2

s
2
i
2
2
7
2
s
2
i
5
5
2
5
e
e -
i




The Ivy Scholars Program .

Academic Program for Lincoln-Douglas Debaters
Professional Development Program for Teachers

YALP UNIVERSITY. NEW HAVEN, CONNECTICUT

v JuLy 12-26, 2003

PARTICIPATE IN A UNIQUE AND CHALLENGING PROGRAM TAILORED FOR ACADEMICALLY
ANDCOMPETITIVELY SUCCESSFUL LINCOLN-DOUGLAS DEBATERS FEATURING:

I o oMl T

& Debate training by the nation’s most talented and successful coaches
& Mentoring by recent regional and national champions in Lincoln-Douglas debate
¢ Lectares by Yale University professors, fellows, and researchers

This innovative program combines college-level non-eredit academic study in ethics, international relations,
public policy. and economics with championship-level coaching and development in Lincoln-Douglas
debate. A limited number of competitively selected high school students will learmn from members of Yale's
world-class faculty, distinguished fellows, and recent government practitioners on a wide range of issues
facing national and international leaders.

= T S e ;.__

E,'|__

- The program features afternoon working groups and research sessions as well as evening practice debates

~and seminars led by some of the nation’s top Lincoln-Douglas coaches and former championship- Jevel

~ competitors who will work closely with students o develop their skills in L-D debate. The student-to-

- mstructor ratio & among the best of the national institutes at less than 6-to-1 and is set in a collegial,
tearning- friendly culture of excellence. Last vear's participants rated the program 9/10 vverall!

Ivy Scholars 1s a sponsored program of International Security Studies at Yale University and is developed

: %ﬁmﬁca!!y for acadermeally competitive students who wish 10 pursue undergraduate study on a campus of
2 fop-tier university. Library facilities at Yale are unmatched by any other debate institute with the 2"
fargest library collection in North America. Participants will have their own Yale NetID and an Ethernet
zort m their rooms that gives them 24/7 access during the program to Yale's world-class online resources
including journals, databases, and research services such as Lexis-Nexis.

New for 2003: The vy Scholars Teacher's Program is a professional development experience for

- s=condary classroom teachers of forensics. history, government, civices, and related subjeets. The program
wcorporates interaction with Yale faculty members and fellows, interaction with other teaching
wﬁsﬁmnah research time in the Yale libraries, and curriculum development opportunities.

%hj Scholars program is divected by Prof. Mink A. Luong of Yale University, former high school and
ze debate coach who has administered summer academic and debate education programs for 15 vears.
W= Nick Coburn-Palo, coach at The College Preparatory School (CA) and former academic divector of
%ﬂ:ﬂ—ﬂﬂﬂgﬂﬂ debate at the Stanjord L- D Debate Institure is the program coordinator.

Em'{r decision deadline is 30 Jﬁnuﬂry 2003, Regufar :.gupiicm’iﬂﬂ deadline is 15 May 2003,

......

. For program information and application forms. visit the Ivy Scholars website at URL:

www.yale.edu/ivyscholars

Guestions? Contact Mmh A. Luong via emand ar <mmba lvonpi@yvale. edu=
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Starbuck savs to Lizzie in The Raiomaker: Lizzie-look atme.
Look at mie, When you said you were pretty, vou were.

YES

STARBUCK
SAYS S0

1S LLZZIE PRETTY?

| sTARBUCKIS AGOOD JUDGE OF BEAUTY

C. Take a look at the arzuments that you mapped for today,
Compare them with mine. The exact wording is not usually crucral
(though it can be). 1F vou and | disagree on what is the ssue, or the
conclusion, or the reasons, or mest gngcally, what s evidence,
then vou need 10 take a step back and review.

D. Now, let's look at the assumptions of the argument. Some
of he arguments have just one assomption, and some have many
more, But all have this in common=it is an unstated warrans {as
Toulmin would have loosely put 10) that must be accepted belore
the argument can be tuken seriously,

E. Fxercises the First. Map the tollowmg arguments, includ-
ing the assumptions. | apologize that these examples come from an
(Old Debate Topre, but they still work well for the UT, Take yvour
timie - vou won't pel anythmp if vou skip on Lo my answers.

All quotes for this exercise are from Donald and Constanee
Shanor, China Today, 1993,

| The greates risk o rhe Chimese Communist Party Teadership o purstthng the na-
scent free-erterpriae systan it has Tabeldd the somatst marker wystem st the lose of its owil
power and comral. China'y leaders have wholelzarediy ainbeaced Weetern techmalogy and
wrdemmed the Ioreagn fveshivenl Ut ias been erockl G foidlvsirinl mesdersiaationl, ui this
refurns and e opeatog to the warkd Rinve Yl ey oo relnotsan of Phe joial goresnn-
ettt G fheni e preemisaledd ey 052 i Cheo {p.9)

T The et fanreble comre i ane deridad by Bath the comsenvatives and ithe ol
bibarids, whizh bty acecpl the plea the dissident Wei Tingsheng mads m 1979 and paid fos
wills fovarseen years of pofitkcal prisom Modermie the pobitica] systern a3 yon modenmeg Hye
ronmomy,  Bale trongh shanmg povet, soldictaimship (p. 155

1. The pragmatism.dind Sexibility Bujing by showr in the gt i T soamemic
rofarmy iight be itreiched (o cobompass nnited potitacel leberilramomn. W the prestame from
below or within the party & strosyg eneugh, the por Dieng feaders may see the writiog o the
wiall ot find o face anving Tk saristrerors wey to albow diverse vokoes to chart (he funaes,
iy These e L inese of deésited Chinese charmcierstics — harmony, stabilmy snd unity
ip 463

; £ Hmmm riphes m Chiba dauches & whole serics of faw podinks i (e Sine- A ek
rediiimship, bepinnomn, ss-atways with history, To thy Chinsse. American members af Caon-
pross o hagtmin vighis acifvivls spealing o the sulgect Tring Seck mamsties of te Amerimr
s sigmries princling shaal sobvation early mthe cenmry. Ching is s eld ansd proscd coan-
b, bait ks one el hog beenvery weak, Amy perception of inferference in Chine's isfesnal
affnirs brings ont oot coly understndabile natfonsbstie seactiond bur also Burs reofed in
hintory, (p00)

F. Let's compare.

G. Now let's see what the assumptions we have identified
will do for us. You go fizst. As long as vou have correctly identi-
fied the assumptions, a wide range of alternatives are available.
Agam, do this firsk, then go o what | think.

H. Here are the arguments 1 see. Euch is sel up easily by

crims-tx guestions, which the other side had BETTER answer the
way the assumptions demand they should. What should T argue if
the opponent denies the assumption, or. more stupidly, refuses to
answer?

L. Now, go back 1o the five arguments that you began vlear
back on Piece One. Map the argument, snd meditate upon the
assumptions, and draw them in also. Don't forget the evidence!

Alpha

Epsilon

-

Grreek

Yo Mama

J. Now, practical application.

Taking a possthle case on the UT, the alfrrmatve claimms that.
the teachmg of evolution should be halted in the public sehools. |
Analvze the quotes below. and attack! (from 1.L. Cohen .hn.hmw '
logical Institute of Amenica, Darwin way Wromg, 1954)

Aosl] haw g eppicity Do dovie by B8 owrrwil, W chinrge it own TENA segnenos oE
gttt A il Yerem gl gonssal of S MELOO pUér suclcstides. The ani sy them, wonlt ws i
b btaaved o vew species, md even then, i e seqmenee was nod parposaiully Dcmilﬂ'mkﬁ.
#iu wralde specky winld ensue, L= 29T g

T wrnte this book. alsn bocagse § am mubled — wousled with the nigid dogmas.
position ke by a mimwbed of cvolhonistn. They imply tht they == and thay alone (s
the trath  As such any Awtler questioning 3z o be conasdered superfhious  There e lpks o
differenee berwesn the corminty expressed by sucl muoceon posers tha be, and these wie
inprisoned Geatilen s Heememned fn with termre for wriring thar the Barfy was cefes I
el the Sun Theie e the asthorifes lisw exactly what the "thsid” fims — oF 0 Lﬁ:
thamgla, rpoe-T7) :

Now map the areument. Here is a good example of d&ﬁ-ﬂ!"!ﬁ“
tions necessary not pnly Lo the reason to be frue, but AEmnnplﬁﬁ‘
necessary for the evidence to be accepted.
Be ready to deliver this arpument tomorrow. Make sure }‘:‘aﬁr
mclude necessary cross ~ex guestiions, '.
K |, Orators —what are the assumphions of the cssayist ﬁéﬁ
have used in the previous homework?

2. Interpers — The concept of assumptions Is mucs
same as the concept of subtext. Have vou encountered that ies’
It is critical, go explore it immediately. 1f you understand sub
then on the maps of the conflicts from your scnpts, draw

assumptions,
3. LiDV'rs -- map this arguiment, loosely adapted Trﬂm
tor Argrere aned Win Every Time by Gerry Spence e

o
e
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4 God only exists because we give power o Him, 11we keptadl

the power that we grant to Crod — creation, morality, coptral aver
Mature- we would not need Him,

4. Extempers — go back to your homework on the homb
under the Senate. What are the assumptions of your argument?
Are they humane” Do they involve the use of power that the
President does nol have?

| decided that | ooust find Geol! Goodman. | don't lave the
money to hire a private detective. But | have seen the name of the
colleague of Goodman, King Schofield. still a high school coach in
Southern California and a debate deity. Here is my key, bul where
i Southern California?

NFL should know.

WFL thinks it knows., Westlake. Phone number tmknown,

Westlake High School has never heard of a Kaing Schofield. |
admit that it is & name that would stand our in any faculty. The
person who answered the phone sounds somewhal harmed. FPer-
haps it is because there is someone sereaming in the background,

Back to NFL. Marilyn knows. Of course, Marilyn knows!
Knows is her last name.

-Try Harvard School..

-What's the number?

-Try directory assistunce,

-Yes, | know a King Schofield, but he teaches ol e muddle
school:

~Yes, he's here, I'1 iransfer you

Deep breathing exercises - | couldn't be more nervous i |
was waiting Tor Kevin Costoer 1o get on the line,

Chapter Four- In Which The Author Becomes Rather Kinky

A: Debating the average house plant
B. The mplications

C. lmplications for interp

[} Exercise >

E. Comparing results

F. Implications spim-offs

(i Use of cross-ex in imphications
M. Croas-¢x in LT

. Exercise &

1. Enguil and devour

K. What 15 "enguif”

L. What 15 'devour’

M. Exercise™

N. What vour mother did to vou
0. Homework

P. Alternate event homework

"Feed me, Seymour, feed me!"

—acertain howse plant
(You haven't heard of this? Shame on thy bead)

A, Have you debated such a house plant belore? 1've had a
few on my debare squad. They empov twisting arguments, and
clatming thar you are somehow "feeding their argument”.

Of course, most of the time, if's a lie. or @ product of over-
heated minds, FHowever, you are now ready 1o truly learn what
"Feed Me" really means.

B. The parts of an argument - eight - the implicalions

This means the end result of the arpument. We doo't ususts =
hother to present arguments that have no end result - the reass
wihywe make them in the first place is to move on 1o something Se
we think eventualy will win the debate (or the desired ranking1 S
us. The implications- what the argument, if accepted, asks @69
0 15 shown by a weather vame on the top of the house. In deb
terms, this is really what we mean when we jargon (Jar-gone, s
speak as an aftormey, an cducator, or a debater) that an argum
has impact. More on this later. i

Take this areument. [ prove to you, or a1 least you will i
sitme that | do, that evolution iz called a theory because it &5
proven.. What will be your response? It had better not be 18
putting’. Just a burp.” No. there is an agends hehind this e
ment. The poser of the argument wants us to accept it so 1'!1.“
it can force us W arant an impact, potentially killing usall ten s
OVET. :

The implication of this argument is that 1fevolution is me
a theory, then there 1s no justification in presenting it in a pa
school with tax dollars without presenting, withoul refutation.
theory of creationism. 1f | have won that implication, by 3y
defaule, then T have easily won the [T,

C. Fvery speech by o character 1 an interp has implicas
Flse. why would the speech be inchuded in the senptl, anve
The power of a scene rests in its conflict — and the implications &8
the expression of that conflict _ ;

D. Exercise the Here- 'm lazy- use the ones from {3}
Lesson Three, (you will snon gee thal we all are lazy) M@
impact of each of these argument.

E. TU show you mme 1f... nevaer mind

L. Imphication (1M} —a marke! cconomy move will
eventually cause a lack of control i China =
2. (IM) Action must be taken to bring about mod-
ernizing of the politeal system.

3. (v Political Hberalization should be a desired
outcome for the Chinese.

4. (IM) Never twist the tail of a dragon.

Yies, there are many more implications, | just gmlzrbﬁ:!
of a couple, __

F. Arguments that spin ofPimplications are very pro
becuuse they immediately put your oppanent at a disadva
O the one hand, she has to win thesmplication (impact) @ oreé
outweigh the conseguences (good old policy maker paradies
But, 1if the arsument really HAS impact, the implications 3{‘
argument almest mever match the plan. :

An example: on the UT, the afTirmative wishes to pass
wills af every public classroom a deep, relaxing green. Th
mative proves that school s very siressful, and therefore
poasible to relieve that ool sheuld be used, :

Now, don't g after the assumptions, though admitied
are very weak. The implication is that we should do anyiies
relieve stress, therefore, I propose the ultimate solution- 2
school! Stop cheening.

(. Crossex plays the eritical role in selting up impis
prourments.  The first question is 10 vonfirm that the op
agrees that the arpument indeed has that implication. The:
guestion commits nm Lo following the implicabion to the b

Take the example above, .

Cris-ex £, 5o, vim are sromng that schoal i stresslid, righe®

A Pxtremely  'm oo 2000 < of Maalox a day:
. Su anvitiing can be done e orelicve stress is o good 5
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3. Interpers — go dig up the balcony scene from
Romeo and Julier, Map Juliet's "arguments”.  Discover
the Dominant [dea. Now, re-examine the scene with a new
Dorranant [dea mserted.

D. Exercize Fourteen— Back to the Truth. It yvou haven'’i

dome Exercise One viol, stop and go dot

Iwould be stupid for ne tosay Lean give you "the answers”
1o Exevcise One. There are So many potential drguments that |
couldn't ever begm to cover them, Also, the arguments thal you
discovered using lateral thinking are unigque to you; | could never
come up with themn without your help.

But whut | can do 13 give you a hist of arguments {hat |
discovered. You try to wdentify how | came up with those argu-
mients. Then, below. Thave listed the dreas of the argument mapis)
that created the arguments, and the Interesting [deas that spawned
them after | have done three PMI's

E. Schizophresig-attacking my own argument

|. The essay neverdefines Truth, [ Truth lies aaly in reality,
and nal within the individual, then the reading of evidence i3 all
that is necessary o move toward o, Wil the indhvidual debater
believes is nor only irrelevant, it gets inthe way of the Truth,

But if Truth lies within the mdividual, then all the essay can
attaek 1% that debaters run arguments that the suthor believes are
msmeere. This is none of the author's business. Purther, if Truth
lies within the indivicdhel, i is up to the jJudge w suspend her views
of the Truth o that she can evaluate the aspuments of the debat-
LTS,

2. The essay attacks dehaters because they do not do what
the formal does not allow them to do. The author dioes not present
any evidence that Bubng 1o hind the Tooth is ) possible in o debale
formal, no matter whint the inienis of the debater or by desirable, 1f
the Truth s discoverable within o debule, then the side which is
gramted the Trath by the side of the topic they happen to be as
sigmed wonld win the debate by default Therefore, ty altack the
lack of Truth in a-debate is Tike execating the doctor because the
patient died of an incurable disease.

3, The essay pever proves that cases with high truth values
actually are more successful than those based on wild [lights of
fancy. The fact that three affirmative cases did well on the immigra
o topic is o testimony 10 the skills of the debaters, pot w the
affirmative cases.

4. Bui lot s sssame that the author s eoerect, and the par
pase of debate is o discover Truth, There is no gaarantee that this
will make debaters more lovable. | seem toremember a few martyres
m history who died for telling the Truh,

5. Andif the author ruly believes in his argument, he must
change the concept of judgng debate from one of attempting o be
precise and therefore Gair (e, the policy maker puradignt) 1o judg-
ing hased om a nebulous concept that cannot be defmed except
when the judee claims she sees it. (1 can't define pomography, ut
[ can tell vou when Tsee i), This is nol progress.

i, The author theows oul the baby with the bathwater. Great
debates pecur all the time. Just because bie saw o few had ones
does not mean thid the activity is worthless without his wisdom.

F. Here's where my arguments onginated in the argument
mup and in the intersstng columns of the PMIs

Argiiment ke Al ey babeee<ting iden
| de Fimapems Wlmt 8 Fruth? Whers 13 0?

= EdsmpLiaa Dieen the fopmmnt 210 dewrch
':lTI'T-I
i evicepore Whir uffests 4 debpis fiosi—
the wrgenents or the debaiers?
d Fagull wndl
TR b T nocessasly oosood theee !
5 FRTITT [T AR 14T prnctical a5 a hasis {oF
judging?
£ ssEm LR [wipsimaat. <hes woddebare i il

G. The other exercises:
L. Policy debate- some attacks, Please compare 1o vour own,
and iderify wheree | found each of them

A, The Domiammi Tdeu of the affirmative on shock
treatment of juveniles cloms that crime 15 & mental dis-
order. Thig not only 10t troe, bur bas scary imphca-
tions if it woukd be. Wi must give all enimuamalds shock
treatment. To only shock the voung would somehow
make their acts different than that of aduits. and the
Dominant Idéa is that crime s deviant,

B, Where is the line of deviancy in crime” Mur-
der is pretty deviant, but what about drug abnge?
Speeding? Jaywalking? Tearing the tags off mut-
resses”

Co 1 crime is mental, what evenl causes the
criminal to veer off the strarght and narrow? TE there 15
one, shouldn't we work 1o remove that event'! Orif it's
genetic, how will a jolt of iince change the behavior?

D. Fmal implicanon. for the gnns. Whoever
loses (hus debate should ger zapped, smece 1w jose o
debaté is 1o sav you lied, and that's deviant.

2. Extempers, LMer's and Orators- My argument map in
favor of the arpument.

My mup aoainst the areunient,

YN
— CHINA PERCHFTION
D& W

RN ISTERFEREMNCE

BUT WEAK = NATIONALISM
=FEAR :
U5,
MISSTONARIES r

lus.NOT | cHINAIS
JUSTIFIEDIN _ISNOT
ITSACTION  RATIONAL

| NATIONALISM
=WAR

2
5
4

w0 uselul for the speaking events. This s now my thesis.
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Here 15 the rock and hard place: 11 the answer Is ves, then

killing bad teachers 15 justified. 11 the answer s no, then all the

affirmative work is for naught- they have given no decision rule al
-all,

H. Of course. in Lincoln/Douglas cross is even more impor-
i, because it not only sets op a value but it also avoids the ships
_inthe night symdrome. L/D'rs take note, You need more cross -ex
: ~ practice than you do speakimg practice. There are lots of good
' - exercises in cross-examination manoals for budding young attor-

mevs. Justignore the advice how Lo cross-ex in the manuals. Most

- are worthless for high school competition. [Ed note: the landmark
et is James Copeland's Cross Examination in Debate, N1 ]

i L Exercise the Now-draw up arguments based on the impli-

caﬂum. of the lour arguments. Make sure vou list the cross ex

&umumq that MUST be answered correctly by the apponent for

the argument to have impact,

4. Well, T think you are old enough to learn the most valuable
z il of debate argument. Itonly wok me until my forties 10 deserve
s leam it and | really resent you don't have to go through the pain
2 agony that | had to endure to learn 1t {are you crying' for me
a2t s tis a big enuf buldup yet?)

 Thetwolis called Engulf and Devour.

- _ DI'was iold about this tool by onc of the preat masters of
%ﬁhﬂg Chns Rdler. Prof. Riffer calls it "even if". | meditated
#mon 1L and upon encountering { E&D) in Good Arguments every-
Mftl! intorplace,

- Thetool states: the initial stage insny argument is to decide
Wh&‘%ﬂ or not simply 1o zo ahead and grant the opponent’s argu-
st [ vou do, then you have two oplioms:

K. Engull- to grant the opponent's armument, but 1o show
e J‘#ﬂ ﬂufwmghﬁﬂ of, to show that the limits of the opponent's
Spenent when compared to the hmits of your own, show the
m a5 weak.

: _% T hesimplest example 15 that my opponent drgues on the UT

:-
'.-ﬁ'.-ﬁ'.-ﬁ"‘:"‘:"‘:"‘:"‘:""ji"'-"'

et 0 i | it L L U L L i B s sttt s it i e e s b G T

mi‘i;: muirderers should be executed in front of their school's

i

woody. T grant that executions would scare students into a
% abiding, But the time missed in class for the assemblies

Lz}mﬁur— the opponent's argument is not only granted, but
& m@ v argument.

3 :Mﬂ policy on human rights gains the respect of the
. | devour the argument by showing that the Chinese
: ﬁ:mﬁ that they respect with fear, and when they
smemie the Chinese have historically gone (o war with

o o 1

ames woucan do both,

sed om 31), Draw in the implications, and then engulf
;;E Soar arguments are nol @ secret, COmpare vour
&Hﬂmﬂgﬂ with others.
:Mﬂ* Engulf and Devour this way; yvour mother did
: Ma-;!me m every argument you ever had with ner.
56 4 was so infuriating is that it gave vour argument

then attack thefr assumptions, fmplications, and then attempt 1o
Lngulfand Devour them, Take your time, and work hard. Tpwill be
well worth the effort. 1fvou haven'l yet had the A-Ha! response,
this exercise will bring it

P. Alternate evenl homework

| Extemp- You are in a cross-ex extemp final round You
are questioning a joker who has just suggested vour argument on
the bomb in the LS. Senate. Devise a question to Engull and
Devour.

2. Orators - we have all encountered the judge who ar-
gues with vour oratory. You are giving an oratory on the subject of
the death of love in relationships. The judge scowls at vour argu-
meat {whichever way # 18 going — you gel o say) Engulf and
Devour him.

3. L/D¥re- take an article on philosophy, and do the exer-
Cise above,

A Interpers- Take one of the conflicts from the seripts-
one of you favontes. In the conflici-argument phase between the
two characters, intervene in the script. One of the characters at-
tempts to engulf and devour the other. Rewrite the seript from that
ot on.

King Schofield is on the line! T hiurt

-Uh, wm, T'm doing an article on thinking and Geoff
Goodman.

A long silence. Notsurprisingly, Thank goodness it's
southern California, so Mr. Schofield is probably used 1o
nuts on his phone, He talks me down

A provess? Like a formal pattern? No. not really.

Samson has tosthis hair, but he's still mugging at those
cohnnns of my Imaginary temple.

- We spent a lot ol time getting ready for cerfam cases,
We talked a lot. On the information gathering topic. | gen-
erally set up the inherency position because i traded off
the solvency. Gealf listened, and took it from there.

-Did you know whal he was going to say?

-Exaetly? Of course not. 1 didn'l need 1o know,

| khew a few leams who worked on a need-to-know
basis. But surely nof my heroes!

-nd you ever reach a point where you could predict
what he would say?

-0y, ance in awhile. But not when he was really being
brilliant. 1 wouldn't have been as muoch fim.

Mr. Schofield agrees (o give me My, Goodman's phone
nuumber. Tlet it rest on my desk for a eouple of days, get-
ting nervous. 1t is time for Molammed to go 1o the moun-
tain, Dorothy o go w Oz, and for the Loser to go ask the
Wirner — How,

Chapter Five- Where The Good Arcoments Are

A Back to our personality guirks

B. The brain 1s lazy

C. Siephen King, The Birds and Listen to Me
D Sample Ultrmate Topic affermaative
E.Exercise 9

F. Vertical thinking

G, Criterin/pre-empt

H. For¢ing a position

L. Agreeing with the criteria
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). Treying to attack the criteria

K. The persistence of vertical thinking
L. Lateral thinking

M. Homework and the PMI

N. Alternate evenis homework

"She went over the Hewsheet and around a minute and wnder
rebuttals and through the constructives "til she came to where
The Good Arguments Are'' -- slightly revised version of a
children's classic

A. You may remember, we started oul on the premise thal
debaters are a tad difficull o get along with, bul thai's YOUR
problem, buddy, The study of argument reveals why debaters are
such jerks. Read on 17 you kave courage, orif your girlfriend 15 an
interper. i vou don't know, don't ask.

B. Inorder to understand the debater, we have to firsy under-
stand thimking.  And thinking, according 1o Edward de Bono, he-
gins with the premise thal the brion hates 1o think.

Yes. T know that the opposite 15 the commion theme that
teachers, parents, cops and msurance agents have been preaching
o vou since babehood., But the fact remains, you worked harder ad
thinking in hahehaood than you do pow.  Your education, begin-
ming with (he cradle and continuing tmo vour So-called Life now,
hay been o provess of leaming comfortable patrerns for your think

ieg 10 follow, 1t has been the rare experience thit shocks you out of

vour antomatic approach to lite and into a new insightful expen-
ence.

C. As Twrite this, outside my kitchen window stupid cardi-
nals have built a nest for the foourth strarght year i the honey-
suckle vines are only three feet ofl the ground! Nota sangle cardi-
nal has ever survived that fatal nursery: if it were a setting for a
Stephen King novel, it would be The Shining.

The cardinuls are. of conrse. doing what comes nmurally,
They are following a patiern that 1s dictated by somethuong, 1 don't
diare enter the controversy aboul shat that s, And policy and 1713
debaters who march o with thew same gencrics and same Lired
blow up the world theatrics are stupid cardinals -- birdbras. 1f you
will. {horry, | had to. No, | didn't tell the whole story pest to et that
lame punch line.t In the same way, nterpers who take the usual
route are boring the judee naht oul of the next, and orators and LY
Dier's who ignore the fact that the other competitor might 1 have
done more thinking than they lave is asking to be caten (T dunno.
You think | flogged that metaphor to deuth wetT)

Qbservation: Nhigs threaten world peace

D). Scenario one: World leaders, sitting nervously ih comfer-
ence, are revolted by a slug crawling omie the conference table. As
each vie for the pleasure of grabbing the salt shaker and watching
the demise of the dispusing tnng, a dispute breaks out. Nuclear
Warl

Scenario two: Az we all know, young students are doing
poorty m school, threatening the security of all present and uure
cenerations. Old research believed that these students were merely
dreaming about dinosaurs. Nay! 1t is fear of suddenly having a
slug craw] out of the ear of their teacher that 15 causing those
vacant stares and falling arades.

Plan: A world wide program o sprinkle salt on slugs will
begin immediate by,

Advantage: removal of shugs will be feasible, o and impaos.
stble for the negative to find evidence aboul, uniil we change this

case o copperhead snakes next weeks!

Underview: Anything that increases wirld security should
be adopted.

E. Exetrcise the Nine, Map the case above,

F. Now, assuming you are o well traimed, alk.a. brainwashed
debater, you already think you hove the arguments that wall, er,
nuke this case. You are thinkmg "T" or "1° or "B.5

De Bono calls yoor thinking about 1hs case vertical thinking.
Verical thinking is evaluative thinkimg; it takes an dea and sab-

jects it fo eriticism until it stands approved or defeated. 1tis think-

ing the wsual, predictable way; it's reaching for the generics and
the counterplan, because hy solly, we did it fifteen times already
and te's pever lost yel.

Vertical thinking is the hread and butter of most lorensic
events. That hupe file box of yours is an altar o the glory of
vertical thinking, Here, says the ox-box. s the Ark af the Cov-
enant. Buy tns handbook, attend this camp, and thee shall never
toil with thy brain again.

Yeah? You're my meal

The beauty of this "weak" case 1s that 1t 15 impervious to the
sl argument. OF course, bemng briannwashed, von don'l under-
stand thal thas case has already been bulbressed agmnst the psual
venere disad attack.

G. The paris of an argument, Part cight- the criteria/pre-cmpt

An aremmenl a5 you will remember; 15 like a howse, Of course,
il s wanl a cold dradt howse, vou butld iton a hill. Bur if yvou wani
o snug, wartn home, free from these chilly Malthus dfa's, you ned
A butiress.

H. The buttress lorces the other sule into a position. Unfor-
wnately for the sitncker, 1o coin o phrase. the choices are Dumb
and Dumber. In the example above, the aitacker must either agree
with the criteriy, or specifically attack i

L Dumb. If the attacker agrees with the uimderview, nrju&ii

doesn'l get Lo it in the INC because he is oo busy with a thres
minule topicaiity spew, the affirmative has the debate cold. Time
element is on the affirmarive side, and the "we blow up the worlé
firs)" argument ususlly beats the "veah, but we blew it up seven

limes” argument. Onee the decision rule underview is adopted,af

ol remains in moppiee up,

J. Dumher Amtbcking the crdena strineght up places ‘fﬂ
attacker on the strongest affirmative ground. "Nuke war is gode™
i% o ridiculous argument thal only wins when the affiomasive &
Pumbest. This is a shaky proposition as the presence of a ciless
should be your fair warning that vou don't have two bozos on e
other tearm.

- ale: "
e TR
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Bo, you sgy, comter-plan. Adso. fme withme. The presence
oofthe critena has made competitiveness very difficult to prove.
K. Arevou still arpingwith me? Are vou still saving - but
i have evidence that says-17 | repeat — you're my meat. All L have
* 6do is hear that argument onee, and tecognize it as your only
f slelense. You are a eardinal, retorming to the Bates homevsuckle
L Motel. Avoid the shower, please,
L. The opposite of vertical thinking is lateral thinking. Lat-
. ==al thinking is not evaluative, Lateral thinking is an idea genera-
m snachine that eventually produces the seeds for argument that,
_':iiéhen rum through the vertival thinking mill, produces a devastat-
| mzargument. Intruth, all the preat peneric d/a's besan with lateral
: sunking. Somedebaters sat around morooms filled with hallocmo-

| gznsand tried o come up with something "they'll never think of "
i and they did — | was in on the development of one of the first
¢ “zrowith” dia's. These arguments were cxtremely successful. Then,
| ey became seripture, and they eniered vertical thinkmg hell, Now,
&= only way you can win a growth disad s T vour opponents
St have the money 1o buy the handbooks,

- M. Homework- Here 15 an opening techmique, |want vou to
=eod af least a hall hour employving lo come up with a hist of
s aments o allack the slug case. DeBono calls if the PMIL
 PMI siands lor Posuives, Negatives, and Imteresung
=2 vou with an opeming stalemenl

: Slues are disusting,
N. Alternatc homework for other events
L Extempers, doa PMTan
- Thie Presidency is an outdated institotion in the late bwenti-
sEntury.

2 Crators and LY ers, doa PMI on

Honesty as-a virtue is dead.

A nterpers, do a PM| oo

Tze face is more powerful than the vowe,

'l

A3 Down't cheat yvourselll Do itright. Ttwas a short Tesson |
s 1o learn today, but Lhe results of vour homework should
% it 2o vour fieart and an evil smile to your lips. And then
S2ow what Geolf Goodman knew back in the seventies.

G gt

FEmeihed up Mr. Goodman's hume pumber. A woman an-
L P! Hang up! Mo, go ahead and taik. yvou wdjp!

%ém i.ﬂ‘{tﬂa not here. He's an assistant district atomey here
225 He hos o trin] and he 1 overpreparing,, as usual.
See Loodman has (o prepare? |1 muost be true what my
Fae v most get stupider as you get older.

%ﬁﬂ 2 still have, well, great hig hair?

mm% £ prusecutor now. But 's still very curly,

& £ e me vour number and 11 have hin call vou.

i 't :iu that 1'm the one wanting to bother him, so-
W alnighr Give me yout number.

e et around waiting for Rinstein to call?

L hapter Six- Po' Li'L Me

= e homework
sereps lateral thinking revealed.
i 5l tateral thimkmyp
=t ofF both sides of an Interesting idea.

E. The Domimnant [dea
F.Exercise 10
(. The Cretical Factor
H. The best aliernative
. 1. The Doeminant Tdeas of evenls
1. Po
K Exercse 1]
L. My Schofield reveals the process
AL The Domumant ldea on the O1d China Topic
M. The follow up gquestion
0. Vertneal thinking redux
I Homework
0. Analysis of your current topic
RAPRL AL

"There may not be a reason for saving something
until after it has been said”
-Edward de Bone, de Bono's Thinking Conrse

A. You should have two sets of homework that we haven't
examined yet. 4-00 P and 5-M.N. Get those out and review them: TF
you dido’t do them, welcome to the 1gnorant late twentieth century.
| can't help vou. Go play vertically fora while. It's all vou dowell
{"Here's a gquarter. G call yvour mother and tedl here vou'll never he
d thinker." Ooooh, 1 always wanted to sav that)

B. For vou, hard worker, what do vou see? If vou absorbed
Chapler live, you can see thal yvour argunents agmnst the slug
case are vertical thinking; the cuse says X, and vou say not M.
Even when vou Engulf and Devour, its in 2 predictable manner.
After all, the ultimate vertical thinking is "case outweighs." There
15 nothing ravenpus about that.

C. Now, take a look at the hst of wdeas vou generated on
“slugs are disgusting”. This list of conceprs 1s the owtgrowth of
lateral thinkmg. There has to be the germ of them. Ewven mare
tneredible, consider what your arguments could be like afler you
practice lateral thmking and develop moremental moscle, Now we
should begin to map vour best ideas and develop them vertically.
Let's lake an example. just o open a few vistas.

D. In my list of interesting ideas, appears this — who savs
that slugs are disgustimg” | wager it is the shallow, the unimiormed,
the sepps-culiires of the nalure world! To @mive in o Lhis speciesism
15 exactly the wrong solubon!

. Let's explore lateral thunking much more, beginning with
what hampers competitors from wsing it The first Inmtation 15
calied the Dominant ldea.

The Dominant ldea is what gives the vertical thinkimg pat-
tern s vreudity.

Izke your parents (please! Thank yvou, Henmy?), For many
of us maryrs who find ourselves parents at advanced ages. the
dominant idea is that the parent Knows and the child Does Not
Know, Therefore, whenever the Dominant Idea 15 present, alterna-
tives that can be considered against ot will be scarce. even when |
am heing "open minded”. This is bad, because if Fam considering
this as @ problem, it is prohably the Domimant [dea which is etther
the source ol the dithealty, or the reason why | cannot solveat

This is such an important concept let me 1ell vou of a prab-
fern-at my hugh school. On Prom Night, @ couple of dozen kids
rented a school bus as their imo. (Cote idea?) The prioblem was
thew mstalled a cooler of booze on the bus. Yousmght think thes =
also a cool 1ded, but there we nist part company.
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Now my school has a black eve, because the incident hit the
newspapers. We look like a bunch of ... enough. But the discus-
siems of solutions are domimnated by a polarity- these who think
stroneer messures are needed 1o avoid more incidents. and those
who argue that lmtations do not punish the guitty, but the mmo-
cent {mest on the bus were senors).

F. Exercise the Now — discover the Dominamt 1dea of the
Prian.

G, Sometimes the Dommant Tdea s difficull to discover, The
formulation of the Dominant Idea inte definable terms s critical,
because otherwise we will still be unable 10 escape it. Therefore,
we look for the glue which holds the Dominant Tdea together, (the
sgcond inmbitor of lateral thmking) and that is called the Critical
Factor,

Though like a competent detective I'm sute you have dis-
covered the Dommant idea of the Prom, let's assume we are stiil
stumped mputting i imo werds. Therefore. we ook for the Crniteal
Factor of the Prom.  What is it that makes the Prom such a huge
emotmal, rebellious event, and therefore sugh a source of conflic)
| can suggest Lo you many less than eritical factors — the high
expectation, the money that has been swept away in formal wear
and other artificial expenses and more. Buat the Critical Factor that
strikes me s this — the Prom s "playing sophisticated aduit”, Maybe
vl disagree with me, but the testis this — i the Critical Factor is
removed, does the Dominant [dea become elear or even irrelevant?
[-think it does; therefore the Dominant Tdea of the Prom iz Rite of
Passage Margarel Mead wouold nod in agreement — in s world of
artificial growing up, and with a desperate lack ol rites of passage
of substance for teenagers, America has substituted the Prom.

H. What's the point, Uld man, besides the fact that you had
a couple of lousy prom dates, and you're hitter? We can now
proceed to use lnteral thinking to find a solution (o our problem of
drinking al the Prom. If the Dominant Idea is so critical that a
successful Prom MUST be a nite of passape. then we can begin
with a PMT on the statement “The Rite of Passage must be of
worth”. If we want to remove the Dominant Idea. we can begin
with a PMI on "The Rite of Passage concept is irrelevant to the

arom’.

Lintif we have removed the gagging resirictiony of verical
thinking, even the ideas upon-whieh the vertical thinking is hased,
wier will mever find the best alternative.

MNow, if vou please, solve our problem of the Prom and drink-
ing. I think that you will find some solutions that will startle you -
- "I came up with that™

I. Now let's turm our attention back tothe events that brought
v tothe dance (sorrvl). What Dominant Ideas limit us in consid-
ering these events m a new light?

I What limuts extemp? What makes 10 increasingly
the same? The dominant idea of extemnp has become the
quotstion. 1f we are looking to make a breakthrough in
extemp, let's explore what the event would be like without
that Domimnant Tdea.

2. What is the Dominant Idea of the Interps? | think
1 can-easily identify 4 Crtical factor i Inferp — every D s
an-emotional rollercoaster but not very dramalic, and ev-
ery Hl is frantic, noisy and usually not very furmy. I'm
SOITY 10 seem the cymie, but you ought to have to judge
the interps once ina while, Often 1t is not a pleasant expe-
menee at all even v elims. Why 15 that? Muost 11 be that
WY

3. The Dommant ldea in Oratary? Could a Critieal
Factor be only a fool takes chances with the mindset of the
Judge?

4. Why is LT the mostunpredictable ol all the evemns?
Is it a case of an event without a Daminant [dea,

J. Toremovea Dommant ldes 5o a5 1o begin lateral thinking,
use the concept which DeBono calls "po”_ Po standds for Provoca-
tve Operation, and when used #t describes a concept thal runs
agamnst reality for the menn purpose ot releasing the mind for lateral
thinking. A stident came to me moamng aboul s lack of success
wilh the opposite sex. Tt proved too much to discuss why "Jack is
a leser with women.” But the po concept leads us to "Po Jacks are
successiul with women." After some lateral thinking and a couple
of PMI's, we had an mterestine wea or sixteen. | tore up the Mi-
nuses and gave him the lists of the Positives and Interesting. The
result was a list of ideas where Jack could cease being a Neander-
thal and begin concrete operations at the Cro-Magnon stage. He
still doesn't have a girlfriend, but at least they've stopped burming
hirn inefligy.

Some poexamples from our area of discussion;

Po slags are cute and cuddiy.

Po Interps are qauetand intimate.

Po {ratories and deep philosophical treanes.

Po tournaments areé relaxed and noncompetitive.

Now. describe what qualities these Po objects have, and
explore reasons why,

K. Exercise the Absolutely Now

I, Poextemp is not an exervise m memorization, What
15 i mstend?

2. Pointerp is deseribed by theatre budfs as ‘powerfil
aclor's training’. How does 1t gain this reputation”?

3. ‘Po oratory is often publhished by newspapers as
editerial, Why?

4, Po L/1) 18 now used as the format in presidential
campaign debates. Why do thoughtful citizens endorse
i

5. Po policy debate doesn't use How sheets, In fact,
all note takmg 15 banned, Why?

L. Remember my conversation with King Schofield? Thisis
how Mr. Schofield described the approach that they used on most
affirmative cases.

"We like 10 rom mberengy in the INC, This forced the aftie-
mative to declare why things are structured the way they are. When
they responded, Geolfl would show why those answers would sl
dustroy the solvency of the affirmative plan.

“We like to run it on the East Coast teams with Midwest
udees, Of course, it probably wouldn't work anvmore, since judpes

won't buy inherency a5 8 voting 1ssue anvmore.”
Now you can give a name to what Mr. Goodman and ddr
Schofield did. Do youagree that it won't work anymore? Of course.

many leams today try to trade-off disads in both directions, but
that 1% @ vertical approach that gives no flexibility 1o vour alguf
iment. Run the trade-off disads long enough, snd the entire girces
gets wise. Then you have o buy a new set of handbooks. (Re=
member Clinton good-Clinton bad?) That isn't debating — thars

avindance.

[3uz running mherency is not the only way to make an affs.
mative comnnt toa Dorminant ldea. Mr. Goodman and Mr: thtrr‘aﬁ:
didn't have cross-ex back when dinosaurs raled the Barth, so e
hiad to run the inherency arguments o get the affirmative o oo
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_mit. Now, a few well placed questions, the best one of which i
- “wiw”" will do the job for vou.
M. Removing the Dominant Idea on China. An old topic,
- but 3 pood one o demonstrate this concepl.  Let's say von mest
ane ol the those teams who take advantage of the college judge (c/
-z} Theyrefuse to give an inherency srpument, because they know
i - hat the ¢ is unlikely to vore on it Then they refuse to answer
Quﬂﬁﬂﬂnﬁ in &%, since the off is oul getting lune cancer AMY WY,
- Yes, I'm being unfair. Almost all college judges view a debate with
an open mind. But that nund usually follows an absolute vertical
- plftern -- Lo Tun certain arguments is not only ineffective, but yvou
=y lose mercly becawse you run them,. Every person in the United
~ Smies should judee debates. No judge is ever better than snother.
=y | think that a restricted style of debate 15 unfair to the debaters
=nd it's bad For the future of high school debate- what Titrlé it hias
=it Thank veuw, | leel better now, )
 So, the time has arrived 1o play the advaniage against itself,
- i,ﬂﬂau},r the atffinnative claims that U.S, pressure on the spread of
¢ suciear technology will stop China lrom selling necessary cquip-
el to build the bomb to renegade nations,
il Ine/y, ask "I'm confissed. Tell me how the solvency mecha-
. momworks.” The affinmative, with a smile on her lips, and a steer
i E‘ Serheart, will ill you. Inessence, shewill clamm that the U.S, has
| eeatinfluence over China.
. N Follow up: "Did vour evidence give that analysis?"
: Answer- Yes. That's fine, the affirmative has now com-
sarted itself to inherency as clearly sz ifthey had run it themselves.
S, if you oo vour arguments based on that mechamism, the
Brmative can'l deny it as proven. To read more evidence would
¢ tednndant,
Other answer- No. This s more fun. Ask the affrmative
=u can stipulale (that is, both sides agree as fact) the solvency
chanizm. The affirmative had betier say yes. Then nm your
Tt When the affirmative says "no evidence”, shake vour
2 m amazement — the alfirmative already apreed to i1 but i
- ¢x s not binding, then the afTirmative trmmediately must read
sote proving the analysis ol the solvency mechanism, else they

What are the arguments? | ask vou. Doa'l vou just hate
'iﬁgm think?
st thouyrhit- get the affirmateve (o stipulate that the Chi-
sre reasonable. Obviously, if the Chinese are barkers, trying
sreoulate them is useless. Butif they are reasonghle, | would
; ﬂi.;ﬂ_i’u have to.do 1s find the reasonable aliernative, snd the
¢ will take it. There is no necd for evidence — the affirmative
e 11,
ﬂf-s You say that affirmatives don't have to do that? You old
& tomker you. That's precisely the reason why high school
S;c'h&u:s end with both sides tellmg cach other what they
sve foda. The judge then winds op making a decision on
& tabd he cannot de. Has that happened to voi? Then
= soudo the next exercise carefully.
e E?;;rf;iac the Future {for all but policy debate)- what do the
¢ wam about why events have evolved to their present sta-
Wi ideas do you have o escape the problems that these
fd=as have given each evem? Why would an escape
%‘mmmm idea be ﬂru-Fn:shmt change?
oy ?‘“&m dehate exercise- Take your current topic and deter-
crmnant-tdea. Apply this to five affirmative case areas.

W this will amaze and depress your opponents.

R. A postsenpt for L/Der's. vou probably know that your
event was created i reaction to the Domimant fdea of policy de-
oale.. What impact has this fact had on the development of a
Prominant ldea fr Lincoln-Dougias”

-Hello, s this Bill Davie? P Geoff Goodman.

-Be still my beating heart! ( What a stupsd thing to sav!y Mr,
Goodman talks me through my problem:

-A process? Noojust lots of advance preparation. We'd talk
about what the case might be. and where the arpuments came
from?

- 'he germ of them was in the advance preparation, Theén the
ATPUIMEnNES were just Lhere,

-Bot — dud you ever mo dry?

-Oh, ves. Lots of times,

Bul iF Geott Goodman didn't know how he did i1, how those
Tresh sparkling arguments aroved and spilled persuasively mio the
round, well then... ah, maybe i1's just talent. Some things you just
can't explom

It wasn't until howrs later that | realized that he had told me
the seerct very precisely.

Chapter Seven: More Fxercises than Jane Fonda

A. Hard work awaits

B. Exerciae |2

C. IExercise 13

). Exercise 14

E. Altacking vourself — the source of toe paranoia
k. The origin of arpuments

(k. ldeas on the other cvents

H. Homework

I. For advanced learners

"The imagination may be compared to Adam's dream -
he awoke and found it truch.”
-Keats

A, To lind the muth, 'm gonna work you 1o death. By the
time you're done with this lessom, the exercises should prove to
yo that youcan be a better debater, extemper, interper or ortor by
using argument mapping andfor lateral thmkme.

B. Exervise Twelve (foreveryone - Go back and re-read the
essay that began Chapler One.

. Map o Allof'it.

2. Dhscover the Dominant Tdea.

3. Attack the essay, usme every tool vou have leamed.
Wirte it all down, Don'l [ool yoursell by nodding vour head and
forgetting what voni have discovered. You must see it o be able 1o
clamm it

C. Exercise Thirteen (should 1skip this number?y—-

for cach event

I Policy debate-- | have run against vou an affirma-
trve that subjects all juvenile offenders w shock treaiments.
Map it Dhscover the Dominant [dea. Use lateral thinking
e discover a competng 1dea. and use i1 1o destroy e
affrmative,

2. Extempers, L/Der's pnd orators— "TV causes vio-
lence i children.” Create the argument, then map it dis-
cover the Dominant fder, and prepare a speech attacking

27




=
e
=
s
o
e
o

: For the tssue; TV fosters violence in children by showing
- themviclence, not only in regular programming, but in cartoons as
il

Azt the 1ssue: Mot only 15 TV not the source of violence
i children, as the widespread violence m sociely in general shows,
‘%-m TV may actually reduce violence due to s cathartic effect.
3. lnterpers - the Donunant Idea of the balcony scene on
: -'Erst réading seems to be true love discovered, But what if vou had
‘;@ﬁiﬂ"ﬁm Domiant Idea? Franco Zefterelli's idea in his famous
=ovie was sexual — both R & J wanted it and the only thing stop-
- pang them was their youth and fear of getting caught. How about
- - haleony scene as teenage rebellion? Look how that would
ﬁ:ang{‘ the delivery {interpretation) of the lines. For 4 femninist
Sesspective, iy the Dominant Idea a3 manipulation of women by
- Sextlook at the assumptions of Juliet's lines: From my male
vz ey premy clearly show thar sweer Julier is a tease, A
=7 emzie friend savs that the assumpuions show Juliet's
= = her imterpretation works, and both can be mov-

B %: 1o Homewaork, Go back 10 the Alpha cte. arouments
C e | esson two, Review them. PMIthem. Discover the Dominart
s and the Critical Factors. Meditate for a while on how far you
Sane come. Next we will discover how to better construetl argu-
‘Mts One more to go-hang in there!

L Fyoureally think you understund the lessons, rewrite the
‘=esav on debate and truth to pre-empt the arguments that vou
e devised ngainst i O, il vou really think you're tough. write
ﬁ‘ argument i Bivor of the best course of action to deal with

ﬁmsmg at the Prom,

- =Well, i there anvthing that you have learned from practic-
Mgﬁ:ﬂ. that yvou wish you'd known while vou were debating?
~Himm. No, not really. The law has taaght me always to focus
‘&‘i:;ﬂ‘!- important, Do evervihing to emphasize vour thesis, and
i3 what detracts. But [ knew that when [ was debating.
: ':' HH:}'.!. did vou know that?
! iearned 1t (the old fashioned way 7).

Chapter Kight- Building the Perfect Beast
e DllTense over defense?
B Exerose 15
L. The debate webhidigue leamed from guipping
I Advice for other spenking cyvenis
£
E.

Argoment maps and interp
~ A retern 10 the truth
i 2 The dindectic
‘82 [ /I¥rs- eaper leamers m the dinfectic
£ Chtory and the dialestic
i s the theory of the diadectic tc?
. Everrige |6
& Interp and the dialectic
B Eemip and the diatecne
i Dkebie, the Truth, and the Future
£2  Hlormawiork”

: "Love Truth, but pardon Frror
- -Voltaire
= ’ﬁrs: aave developed an approach that can be extremely
- !itmpﬂﬂ a suceessiut approach ro forensics. Bur the
3. &5 with war: thatary breakthrough in offensive weap-
!r:t srrired by the defense, ¢lse the balance of power 15

destroved. Therefore, we need to determine how 1o build bener
arguments so that an opponent wall have to heware of traps.

B. Excrciso Fifteen- review what you learned aboul argu-
menl mapping.  What do the techniques prove are unwise ap-
proaches 1o take mn building an argument?”

C. Here are my answers.

L. Stmphicity rules. Acase with too many reasons will have
oo meny sssumphions.  An LD caze with two values, or three
eriterin, suffers from the same [Targument mapy prove anvthing. it
is that each new reasion foran argument creates 1 whole new setof
bagzage. |

2. Evidence 14 the safest part of an arsument  When as-
sumplions or implications fall, so does the argument. When rea-
sons fall, the arpument gets shaky. But falling evidence normally
does not spell deom (or an argument -- unless 1t s really bad,
Therclore, for a stronger argument. clamm less reasons. read more
ovidence.

3. Owverclamming is death on an aroument. A wise oppanent
allows the overclaim, and then Eogulfs and Devours you. Fighl
the rush to blow up the world- a few million babies are harm enough
b claim a hallot. Even a value advantage in the absence of any
disadvantage clearly wins the debaie

4. Policy debaters should run criterin for evaluating deci-
sions, just as LDer’s do. Some already do so, and cull them deci-
sion rules. However, | usé crtena as 3 means of protecting the
argument — there are many attacks that can be deflected just by the
criterza stsell.

5. ALWAYS force the opposition [0 support an argument
also. This allows you to Engull and Devour him, which s the best
affensive stratery invented. [fthe opposition refuses to endorse
a posttion ("all we have to do is attack the affirmative" ) de facto
end the debate by pointing out that only the affirmative can meet
the eriteria that the judge should use to decide the debate. This
usually gets the opponent pretty stirred up right quick

D OFcourse, extempers and orators will tell you that argu-
ments spread too thin lose judees also, 1o each of those events, a
single reason that reacts negatively on the udee will resalt o the
loss ol several ranks. Therclore, follow this advice. il you please.

|. Evidenceeverything. The best evidence 18 often a story,
Tell many.

2. Expose the assumptions of vour argument, and then de-
Yend them,

3. The most commaon "stlerd objection” that judges have are
on the implications of your sroument. Anlicipate and answer,

4. Arpument maps provide superior thesis sfatements,

E. Inierpers also have much to leamn rom argument maps.
The spoken Tnes of the character are the reasons, snd the subtext
provides the assumplions. The key 15 to sense this tension and
sell imwith the character.

F. But now weend where we began — the Truth. Even now,
1 must argue with you that the best arguments will reflect reality as
closely as possible. The Johan Window tells us, of course, that we
can never sge all the Truth. But i also ctearly shows that by
discoverme as many different viewpoints as possible, we can get,
we will be closer to the Truth than the person who stops when she
finds a view that she believes will "wimn.”

G. The process of coming closer to the Truth is called the
dialectic. Hegel, the philosopher, theorized that to each thesis
artses s opponent. the antithesis. These two clash and out of the
ruins comes o new synthesis, which is the combination of the best
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parts of both ns progeniors. Onee establhished, the synthesis 18
wanstormed anto the thests, and o new antithests anses, Though
ihe dmlcetic may never bring us with whole Truth, it inevitably
mives us cluser and the antithesis takes lomger fo anse; and argu-
ing m favor of it comes increasingly difficult

H. Of coarse. [/Der’s are fimiliar with the dialectic - iLis the
‘process of this event, afier all.  But the other events often forzet
fhe dialectic. as if they have reached truth and conld not become
smore "reafisiic” . The result is a boring perfornumce.

L. Exumple: oratory,. Take the twouchyifecky warm fuszy be-w
Beiter-you orafory of the eighties. We have larpely left this behind
an the carly break ronnds- the subjects sound selfish and trite 10
our ears. Thas s nat to say we have discovered the Trurh in the
mineties- all it whes is 2 vound fall of sterile omtory to convince you
of that.  But what Geatery awaits i a now antithesis- - a challenge
f ihi establivhed ordec {Here 15 3 thought - could that anurhesis
B et style that combines oratory with intgrp /)

Jo Bud, you sy low der we know we ate coming closer to the
ity andd pot further away? For example, you may attempl to hoist
e upon gy own petard, and soy my views are rom 2 thesis of the
s=venties, Hke the origin of my bero, And vour eriticism is valid —
onby o extent thal when your antithesis teeets my thesis, that you
defeat me wtterly  And, though thal may someday happen, | be-
tieve o open discussion thist my thesis will doovery well, thank
vou; though 105 not the Truih, il contains much of L

Critics of Hegel show the age of Adelf Hitler as prood of the
falsity of the dinlecnic.  Afer all, if history is ooe ;Liufll sinde after
atiother towards the Truth, how could Hitker, the monster of evil
hive seemed (o poritay the Truth o so many?

The possible answer may be that the sntthests posed by the
Mazi beliel wus necessary o dempnstrate the necessary destrue-
thon af haired on basis of mee or religion. This s not 1o say thal

Ahis svathesis is abvious fo all in the world, becanse the common

aepocides continge,  Bar many milliong pow see this necessary
point than understond It before the cataclysm we call the Halo-
CHUEL

K. Exercise Sixteen (the fasty Magp 1 oamsd attack .

L. Example - inerps are the best when they “el) the i
“There was an exsay, actuadly o tuve review in the New Forker abou

“the new production of Hamier staming Rilph Frermes. The review

said thar Fiennes portrayed the "truest” Humlet vet, because he
had jeamed lus Jessons from Olivier, Bamyinore mud (gulp!y Gibson
The Fiemnes Hamlet was an interpretation that muly combined al!

of the famous predecessors into one.  And coerelindy, coneluded
the eritig, Fiennes was cermndy: closer than anyone who had re-
hrsed 0 by anythmgz new.

(3h, yes, if you accept the theory of the dialecnc, it applies o
you o any evenl you choose.  And the best way to discover the
ruth 15 by pnlimsted alternatives. then mnalysis of their strenpths
and weaknesses,

You now have the tools 10 do 16

M. Extempers, the dsalectic s your key 10 avordimg the dev
astating ranking that proves you have done something to anger
the judge. As a person who has sutfered guite a few ignoran
specches, the Rush Limbaughs of the extemp genre, 1 can assure
your that the dislectio is the key weexcellent externp. By finding and
adopimg the svothesis, the judze who may hold 1w the thesis or
antithesss will tind something i your work 10 please her, regard-
less of her beliefs.

Therefore, "to thine Troth be True” suyeth this Polonius
(amed V'l stay away from wall wpesiries),

N. And last and never lesst; debate, sweet aroument; my
lovie. | would like to think that all of ws who follow your muse
wauld practive your virtues. Bur we don'r, it's obvious, Perhaps
wie will never be able to reconcile a desire for victory wath a symithe-
sis that hrings all of us closer to the trath.. But | can restify that the

scarch for synthesis has been a strategy that has served my debat--

ers well, and possibly that is.all that = needed to created 2 new
chalectic..

O Homework. Prachce Perfors well, And avoid the cheap
win. A thought for & PMI: Po Victory loves honor,

Someday we'll discuss it Faterally, of course,

Eprfopns

- But when will youl enter politics?

- | worked for the legisluture lor swhale, tul T don't have any
politicul ambitions. My wife Is the politcian with the family.

-Really!

-Yeah, She's on the school board.

And it fits. It really does. My debate archetype continues

dor what he dild even then — prepare, think, and sarprise anyone

whiy hias the tementy fo ity o predict him

MNocmatter what else oy faalis, | PiuL my heroes well.
[RBill Davis, ome of NFLs finesr weiters and orizimal thinkers
contiches wt Blue Valley North, (KS) HS)
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Biue Ribbon School in southern New Jersey has a position available immediately for a
forensic coach. Duties include coach for debafe (not spreading), mock trial, moot court, and
model congress competitions. Moorestown has an established forensics program and an active

Moorestown High School is a member of the National Forensic League and has had suc-
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Direct all ingqoiries te: .
Richard Kaz, Director of Personnel ; . .
Moorestown Township Public School Michael Matyas, Principal i
Stanwick Roatl oF Moorestown High School o
Muovrestown, New Jersey (08057 350 Bridgeboro Road -

Moorestawn, New Jersey OR057 -
Ph: R56- 77866 1) o
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Re-intfroduces...

LINCOLN-DOUGLAS TOPIC BRIEFS

We’re back!!

For the Jan-Feb and Mar-Apr topics
and forthcoming LD seasons

Single Issue Half-Year Subscription
3.5 Diskerte L2500 : S40.00
or
CD-ROM

Comprehensive Lincoln Douglas Topic Briefs (50 pp.)

8 Two affirmative and two negative cases
» Specilic and originally researched topic area briefs
» Naot a collection of downloaded paste-ups from on-line text retrieval.

David Berube, Ph.D., Editor in Chief

Assoc. Prof., University of South Carolina
Author of Non-Policy Debating and ever 30 published non-policy debate theory articles
in refereed journals.

StarMakers” track record:
We have published over 50 brief books
for aniversity and high school communities in the USA and abroad.

Either e-mail orders to 2ipstarmakersicearthlink.net or
send purchase orders, check or money order and a copy of this ad to:
StarMakers Communications, 1200 St. Andrews Rd., Ste. 511, Columbia, SC 292140

INDICATE PREFERRED FORMAT
and issue if not subseribing.

Forward guestions to alpstarmakersiwearihlink.aet.
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DEA Youth
gém See IDEA'S
magazine, IDEBATE ior articles anll pictures

on these events.

Information on how to register for our 2003 summer Speech and
Dehate Institute in Duine, ltaly and the 9th Annual IDEA Youth
Forum in Ljubljana, Slovenia will be posied in future Restrum

issues and o our websiie at www idehate.org
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Discovering the Word Through Debate: A Practical Guide {o
Educational Debale for Debaters - Judges and Coaches
{rovisad and enlarged edition)

Wiilzam Criscoll and Josegh Zompetl

The book provides a practigal mrroedietion s the Kal Mapper Dietyre formai, T
disceseen the importance and naneee. of cdueational debate i an open sockery and
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DPrice 319,95/ ISBN 0-9702130-9-3

The Democracy Resder Sondra Myers (Editor)
Forawird by Bumjamin Earfie
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play in makang democracy work The firse sechon contains texts by disemguisdesd
sohwibiers ansd dizoassion grestiom o ohe bae elemenn of donsoeracs: the sevoml
uﬁiﬂ.ﬁ oy s beermmis chizels welih the chatacdes recomrered an the Wy i |.|!|.l.rrl.n::rJ-l.;l.I
atid strarciied bor sddrescmp them The third & an afbam of chie stones aocouns of
CIVEL l.‘FHPJ'I-J:I'.Ii'.'.!-. andl rramstormiarermy frommy arund theworlds [ph)

Price $15.95 LISHN 0-9702130-3-4

Many Sides : Debate Across tha Currlcathum
Affrad €. Spider and Magwed] Schinara

A -rn::.l11_'|111"r|m:-:ivr RN {e U, delvare simn edueatbenad Jdisspeom ACELIIE. ietud-
i plane (o aneepnee dedane e the coardcnium desigring proger (i develop
gy toqbes For debares, proparivg stdenis for defasing, sraping the debares, nudience
nulvement and rvalation of dassroum deba. Gl

Price £24.95 7 1SRN (0-9702130-4-2

- An, Argument and Advocacy: Mastering Parllamentary Debate

ddten Weany and Kate Shuster

Frovvrcke 3 horernad and procncad fendadiod - for ety iBcipaiinn m academic

ik (i " o
sattismenary debare comperition. Ir explores Gmmmparary American and inreres-

ﬁ}r.ﬁl‘n_:ﬁ:limmmu v elebare forimais; offering 3 compechenapio cannnaden of usgumssr

i st AP IO, constrcron 2o eenrion, cuse :.|.r.'.l.t:||:r]1rrﬂ'ul_. cririeel seluasion I.II'-.|_',I'.'|:J'|
momptions mod daca, and permusive speaking, {ph)
 Price $24.95/ ISBN 0970213077

'bﬂ That Point!: Anintrodoction to Feriamentary Debaie

arn Meany and xte Shister
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Free £25.95/ ISBN 0-9720541-1-1
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IMPROVING YOUR
RESEARCH SKILLS

by

Dr. David M. Cheshier

The role of evidence in policy debate is ofien criticized as having
overtaken oral and critical shinking skills development, and there is some
troth in the complaint, It does somelimes secm us if the achv ny has
conllated evidence for argmment, when the two are mmportantly distinet,
Our collective reliance on quoted materials is sometimes 2 hasis for
rdicule — from judges who wish students woold break free of their files
to advance inluitive and logical arguments in debates, and from conches
who despair about the educational valee o be desived from dieging
through thousands of student-prepared files

And yet the research component of policy debaring produces
cssential benefiis not only for the activity as a whole, but also for st
dents who learn w0 produce high guality evidence For their claims.  Reli-
ance on guoted experts, despite [t ohvions shomeomings, does anchior
policy controversies in the actual Tieratures of lived disagreement. And
despite the prevalence of the absurd myth that “ane can find 2 card to
sy anything.” advocacy 15 spared froms even more outlandish claims
than we hear by the requirement tha slp'uin:*m{ chums be backed by
authoritative evidence.

OF course there are also the sumple bui extraordinary benefits that
averue 1o stisdents who dive into complex lireratures and wain confi
dence m their ability to converse on demanding and Jarpon-laden qoes-
tions. students wha do serions rescarch are less HRely 1o be silenced by
arbitrary claims of aothority and expertise, not an unirmportant cuteome
given the mumber of so-cilled experts who daily demand our acguicy

\c:anm‘. And even were actual debates less domingsted by cand re: g,




i's stifl clear that studems who have mastered the difficult litera-
mares will fare better competitively thun those who have not, and
this is o it should be.

That policy debate is organized around the production and
use of evidence therefore prodoces important conseguences, along
with the benefits. Ouwr relismce om evidence has thus penerated a
long history of concerns. ranging from the popuelar complatnts
ahonst the risks of evidence fabricabon popolarm the 1970°s 1o the
nch-poor concerns emphasized in the 1930°s, 0 concemns about
the proliteration of prepared and summer materials in the T99%, 1w
tadav’s concems about our near obsessive reliance on up-to-the-
annute databuse materials. Sall researching is a vital precondition
tor hirrher order eritica] tinking «kills, and students who suceeed
at it develop inspitng levels of expertise.

Uiespite all this, students strogele. Research 15 hard work,
amd Tor those whose attractions o policy debate centered on travel
and face-to-face argmng, the prospects of blindinely dull howrs al
the computer or in the hbrary are less than msprring. Perhaps Tor
this resson many coaches do not even bother 1o ask their begin-
ners 1o doonginal research — though they ofien justify such 4
choice vn the grounds that there's just oo much else o |earn.
surely the tedivm of research plays a role in their thinking,

And research can be hard 10 teach — different schools have
such diffirent access o information muterials, despate the Web.
that generalized instruction often fails, Students sometimes strugele
to pick up research skills, unlike speaking and arguing skills which
they seemito gbsorb more easiy, Bul this is so because we do nol
regularly provide stidents with organized feedback on the quality
of their research, in the same way debaters receive arpuing feed-
hiack at the end of every debate. And so students quickly gravitate
o the easier-to-research issues, like Bushipoditics and the state of
. the pconomy, where evidence falls off every page of Lexis-Nexus
| coverige
1 In the rest of this essay | want W offer some very practical
. advice about how debaters can improve their research, In talking
with students over the years, ['ve encountered a seres of very
common and understandable obstacles that stymie success. Here
1 present some of the most common, and offer preity basic advice
for how these problems can be overcame — there’s no rocket
science m what follows, just some lessons vou may not have con-
=idered inyour owrn strugele tocut better cards.

My problem is. ...

Doing research bores me, and I find I quickly lose focus,
Don't be embarrassed if this is your major problem. becanse it's
more commmon than vou think. And sometimes domng research is
boring — one often encounters materinl that isn't exactly geared
w0 the assignment, and 1t can be 4 drain 1o slog through & full book
tmad only vields five vsable quotations.

There are many ways to work through thag problem, and over
tme you ll [ind yoursell inlellectually encrgized by research. In
fact, ke many other debaters. you may end up concluding thar the
search for good evidence and the quest 1o get vour bramn around
regh wtellectal literatures 15 actually the best part ahout policy
debate, In the meantme, consider these tips: (1) Piek an argu
ment that fiteresty vou, There isalways, itseems, an infimte amoont
 of polentially productive work 1o be done.  Given that. pick an
‘;' . argumeni vou think will prove interesting given your passions —

'{iké phiinmfp”h}*” Write a krink. A pohitical junkie? Fine, work on
 Bosh Want 1o be a doetor? Read up on the latest drug therapies
o Iwmsltml illpess. Want 1o be a milhonaire by the age of 297 OK,

T —

then, ger started by reading the business section of the newspaper
every day, and work on the major economic positions. (20 Cal-
laborare with someone you like working with, who won't just dis-
tract you. Havimg @ research partner works for the same reason
having an “exercise buddy” does — when the wemptation to guit
for the day simkes. you can keep each ather focused and moti-
vated. And when two sre working together, the work goes faster.
i3) Bork in shorg inkense doses.  IVs easier o stay focused for
thirty or forty minates than (o plan 1o work for ten hours stright
Work (or 45 minutes, and then take a guick break to recharge. Or
alternate between reading and processing evidence, () Wark v o
distraction-free envivonment, LéUs face iU unless you ane o cy-
borg, il s simply impessible to fully concentrate on high-level
research while trying to watch relevision. Some work more casily . =
with rmusic on; while others are distracted by 1. Which EFCAID are
yvou 't Find 2 guiet place 10 orgamze your rescarch where you
won'L be constantly interrupted. (3) Start oot with the obviowsly &
mere productive shurees, and réad those while vour energy 150
hgh. Then move 1o hardeér material. Finding a 1ot of cards mighi
away will enerrize vou, and also more guickly famuliarize vou with
the mnge Of issnes, By the time you get we the more dense material,
vou' il have a better sense Gf what peeds 1o be carefully read and :
what can be skymmed, () Set benctmirris for yoursell. Evidence.
ueality matiers 2 Jot more than evidence guantity, bul if setting the
woul that by the end of today I have cut 150 cards”™ helps you
stay focosed, then set 1t Create .o vontest with a Trocnd who 15 alse
researching for who can Tind the “sweetest card” aver the day's:
work. Yes, it sounds a littie foolish. But such motivational l{tl:IICBrE

can help when youor ¢nergy [Tags. ; ﬁﬁ

I'm a slow reader, which means | doa’t end wp finding f e
much evidence despite all the time [ spend doing research. This - g
Is another very common problem, and 11-can also seem o linke hir e
milfating to admit it, But who can blame a stodent for feeling frus =
trated when he or she spends eight hours working attentiveby, onds i
w hav'r; maile it through twenty pages of test? e

To some extent, the slow reading problem is a function of
inexperience with the topic-specific literature. It isnatoral to spess
uprone’s ability o cogniively follow hard material as the year goe:
by, Experience counts in another way — reading more quickly =
partiy 1 function of ope's effort and artention. Hf vou wark to ine
prove vour reading speed. and concentrate on i, vou will sutcees
in jumping vour rate of review,

The nmgasz' E-urmru .? II'J' ran a short story on ‘-.[}Luirt:b."an :
2 classes th
wuppasndl}r "ﬂ.‘il:h someone 1o n::ld abook ina st huur f thie e
land speed record for fast reading is | 10,000 words, per minge
One of their reporters ook a cliass with Diane Alexander, the prste
dent of a consulting firm called MindWorks. The Toparier dissre
rred these interesting facts; The average Amencan reader @
ages about 200 words per minure, which is about par fora iyl
fourth grader. And of direct relevance 1o debmers. “The mck &
speed reading 15 W run your fingers along the page. Reading **‘m—‘l :
aboul intelligence; i's just hand-eye coordmation,” That f,.z;vm
a little junior high, doesn’Lit? But it actually works, |saw seiss
news account thit reviewed more than 000 ol these speed
courses. The one trick they found that prety much evin
taught is the “follow with vour finger” mule. The Busineis 20
reponter discovered her speed and comprebension bt ;M
when she ran her finger down the pags: “To prove the point. S
has us Tend for speed only, sans finger. My eyes are darmeg
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ower the place. T'm o 800 wpm int 55 percent comprehension.
Then she has us run vtr hingers underneath the lines of fext
' Tlmugh I don’t think I've gotten much oul of it. | suess at the
amswers to questions and come up with S percent comprehension
~at TO0 wpm.” Try it ot yourself.
: I've heard other suggestions Tor increasing reading speed.
At seems to me that cach comes with a potential set of drawbacks,
30 decide carefully what works for vou: (1) Some recommend that
instead of getting bogged down in the thought process of where
ti begin and end brackefing, vou can speed your reading by sim-
ply carding whole paragraphs that you know contain useful in-
formation. The wictic is fairly safe, since the paragraph, il well
- wrinen, usually provides o minimal baseline context. (2) Don'’y
underline as von go — you'll want to do that Later anyway, when
~ voubrief, and it tnkes a long time o undertine: (By the way, this is
k- 3t whach may belp fordehate bui hur 1o other contexis. Educa
- Hon scholars often recommend underlimng when you are reading
-Tor detatied mastery, as i when you are studying fora tesL) (3)
- Read only until you've identilied 3 paragraph’s thesis yemtenve, If
- the thesis is useful to vour debate work, keep reading. I not (for
- example, I the paragraph is making a purely factual or historical
'_ pornt unlikely tobe usefol), move on. (4) Practice rending faster.
. Ofien the problem is just that you® re prone to daydreaming, where
©vou stare at the same page [or an hour. Concentration and practice

= can gel you over this common problem. (3) Learn how fo skim

- extrameoss chapters.  Historical, tangential, urelevant case study
- chapters may be salely skippable. Obviously one must be careful,
. and if you have the luxury of studyving every word. then do so. But
- cthe skill of skimmme can be very useful. (6) Stert by reading the
- introduction and conclusion. Those passages will Lav oot the
esay’s basic mrchileeture, and if you have that in mind, you'll
| move more efficiently through the body. (7) Sometimes it is wseful
o st with a good secondary source. This tip will horrify those
- who are dedicated to having students start with primary sources
¢ amd with fresh eyes. Butif you're just bogeed down, a secondary
Source cun, again, give you a useful idea of the bigger picture. ()
. Hreak long exsavs i manageable chimks of material. (9) Mini
 mize the amount of reading you de from the compuzer screen.
- Heading froma menitor strain the eves can be slower unless you're
. =g the compater 1o help you process at the same time. And it
. <an be easter (o lose one's place on the sereen than i vou hive
surd copy in front of you,
M can’t seem fo find a lot of marerial when I am geiting
- sarred. Somctimes this complaint i frivolous, since what it really
- means is the debater failed w find dynamite evidence on Lexis-
Sexus. Still, it can be a serious problem, 100, Some sugiestions:
- Think systematically from the start about every possitdle major
e of evidence, and whether 105 likely to cover your topic: law
'ﬂ'ﬁ"“fh. newspapers, gavernment documents, books, academic
wumals, the radical press, web pages. Consider them all, and make
e your citalion stralegies are covering evervihing, (2) it vou ore
.’H&ﬁﬂg i a particular libeory s databuses, consider accessing other
smrutional sources online as 4 waty 1o broaden vour worldview.
sy card catalogs are available to unyone who wishes to log on,
. think about using general search terms within the FrEA]
elling databases, such as (he one run by Amazon.com. (3)
S vour search it by bit o accumulate a manageable amount
wwtormation.  If the search retneves hundreds of articles, yini
i several options. You may simply need 1o read through oll of
= hecause 1f the topic 18 broad vou™ 1l just have a lot of material

i master. Ok, scroll down to the first major and obviously useful
source. . Start readimg thar arucke, but with an eye toward refining
your search terms — what s the major court case i the area? What
are the werms of art used by expertsin the feld? (4) I you hear
other stadents who seem 1o have aiready wnitten the file, copy
down their citations, dnd use that as a starting point,  And track
lootnoies in the material you're reading,

It s vital to use all the available sources. For example, one
resoarce called the Alterative Press fndex covers journals not in
the marnsiream, and thos unlikely 1o appear in ProQuest or Lexis,
Think about tracking down book reviews for the major books you're
covering, One phenomenal online resource is the Social Science
Crtation Index, which is available at nearly every major research
umiversity m the worldh. The SSCI inclodes a feature which allows
a user 1o enter an author’s name: once carmed out, the sedrch
retnieves the citation of every major publication writlen Since ffen
which Tootmotes the enginal. You'll sometimes find thit even ap-
parently sirmlar indexes retrieve very differem findings, given the

journals thev cover,

COme commaon possibility 15 that a reasonable search in a da-
tahase like Lexis-Nexus is retuming fewer resulls than it shoold
because of how the search iy configured. In LN Universe, which is
incrensingly avarlable inuniversity and high school ibranies, the
very primitive (and recemtly retooled) search engioe that lunctions
as the defaolt prually only cormtes out your search within the first
paragraph or headline 1n the armicles. Simply using the “Guided
Search™ sereen and specifying that you want Unaverse to carry o
your search in the [l text can generate results more familiar to
those used to using the full access database available 1o lawyers.

it's also a good idea to use the best library it your arca asa
resvurce Tor brainstorming. When vou take g specific book's ¢all
number w the bookshelves, look in the neighborhood tor other
related books. The Dewey decimal system is 4 subject systemy, and
siv like hooks are shelved together — take advamlage of that to
discover books vou maght not have known about,

I can’t figure out how to calibrate my searching. Tt seems
like | either find way too much (“vour search has been truncated
because it is likely o return more than 1000 documenis™) or
rothing.  This s a related problem, and the solutions are very
sumilar. The tnck s to discover thie search termis that will get vou to
the mmportant iérzture withouol retneving oo much. Sometimes
there’s no problem with getting a lot of hits — mayhe you've just
hit & very mammith literature and it's tme to dive in. Or, at a
minimum, i large search can then be namrowed once you acguire 4
better sense Of what matters, Again, (1} read the major and won-
derfully well connected essayvs with an eye 1o generaring more
precise search terms. (20 1t also helps to Reep track of vour searches,
50 o have a record of what worked and what came up empry —
there's no reason 1o reinvent the wheel a month from now when
you nead to updme vour eacly season efforts, (3) Get a handle on
basie Boolean fogic as a strategy lor namowing. Ts vour search tor
evidence on “mental health parity™ retricving articles about parity
4 1l relates to professional kaseball salaries? Then consider the
search “parity-and not baseball.” In Lexis-Nexus consider search
limiters, such as the option o seurch for “George Bush wi2t paliti-
cal capital,” which instruets the computer only to return articles
where those two phrases are within (wenty words of each other
<) I vou aren™ finding much of anything, consider performing o
very basic Google or Altavisia search — bhoth of those online

search engines will retrieve targe numbers of web sites. and those
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fong retrievals may help vou get started. (3} Once you seem 10

farve hit the jackpol, refine vour search around that outcome. For
example. do u follow-up search specific to the author wha wrote
the great evidence you've just discovered. (6) Ask for help. A

“Tibraran, fellow debater, coach, or parent may help you think about

the topic in a different way, and by vse of differen| terms. That can
help m refining likely search terms,

I don’t know how fo deal with very complicated theoreti-
cal material — T just don’t know how 1o gef good cards ont of
Foucault, or Delenze, and the other kritikal literatures. Ah, o
tough cne. 1t truly can be difficult somenmes o find policy-related
evidence in sources which are resolutely not concerned aboul the
policy context. What ix one to do?

Some starting suggestions: (1) Think about the specific uses
10 which each paragraph might be hest put, That is, as you read
difficult material vou should perferm o kind of sentence-by-sen-
temee test: “Can T think of & way 10 use this inan actual debate? Tn
this case, tngeing cvidence along the way may be productive amd
effciency-enhancing. {(2) Start with secondary sources. Sorie-
times the greatest difficully s simply knowing what the ternunol-
ogy refers o, and gerting a bigger sense of where the debate fault
fines exist m the literature. Secondary sources — major compan-
ion books {like the Cambrides Compeanion senes or sumibir ones
puhlished by Routledze and Blackwell), eneyclopedias. general
wehbsites, review essays, and 5o on — can fillin the holes and stan
vt on your way. An especially useful series is Blackwell's, which
includes a set of volumes with the generic title (711 in the name —
Fouczult. Lacan, Delevzey ™ and the Political.” (3) Be more
apen than wseal 1o material that originally seemy tangential. T
take one example: Michel Foucault often wrote his most picreing
philosophical accounts through the vehicle of history. His writing
is thus historically engaging but not self-evidently relevant 1o con-
temporary concerns. And yet the mstorical anecdotes often track
very precisely to current controversies, and Foucauit picked them
for that very reason. (4} When encounterng unfumiliar phito-
sophical texts, consider starting by overcatting. 'When in doubt,
mark it. You can always weed out extraneous or duplicative evi-
dence tater-on. (5) From the beginming, brainstorm the obvious
argwment categories: link, implications, permutations and permu-
tation responses, evidence for and against slternatives. With those
categories in mind, you're more likely o make important conngc-
tions o actual debates along the way, (6) Be especially mindful (o
copy citations for the owistanding critigue cards yon hear-others
read. (7) Keep w dictionary nearby — it can really help.

How am I supposed to know what to cuf when T haven’t yel

figured put what the qrgument says in the first place? Thereisa

certain circularity to the rescarch process, One has (o understand
what she is looking for before she knows what lo mark. And yel
how is one to understand a position before he's cut any cards on
it? The answer, o course, is to think threvgh the argument along
the way so that you Tl quickly gain amastery of the material and its
potential relevance to actual debates. Here are some ideas to facili-
tate the process: (1) Before you read, try 1o think through the
argument’s baste “story,” If you wish to write a disadvantage, you
kniow it st have an impact, and that 1t must link to the affrmatve
policy. So, what link seems most ikely grven what you know about
theworld? What kind of scholars are likely to be the most atteniive
1o such an issue? Sketch the story oul, inoatline form if that helps.

 on apiece of paper. Keep nates close at hand so the overall stroc-

tare will stay in your mind. Of course the “story”™ will change alomg

the way — you' )l encounter nuances you didn’t understandd
before. and the framework will undergo moditication. But at
every point along the way, you'll have & basic idea ol whatl you
need and want o lind. (2) Tedk te othiers on your tean abowt
the argument a5 10s unfolding. Or pulit in wnung. a process
which forces you o clarify your thinking. For college students
taking a seniinar with me, 1 nsually recommend they read a
wonderful woting guide, The Writing of Economics, by D,
McCloskey, One of McCloskey's points there has relevance
to the issue of sorting out one’s thinking: “You do not learn
the details of an argoment until writing it in dewal, and in writ-
ing the detuils you uncover Haws in the fundamentals.. . Good
writers. .. often find out that what looked persuasive when float-
ing vaguely in the mind looks fochsh when moored 1o the
page. Better. they find truths they didn’t know they had. They
sharpen their Tuzzy notions{s1..." (P97, pes. 4-3). Talking
through the position with colleagues o 4 coach works the
sarmie way — in verbalizing vour idea, weaknesses will guackly
hecome apparent, and you can focus vour energies on dealing
with those problems. (3) In the carly stages, preocess ay You
go. -Alhough it seems more efficient to hold off on cutting.
tuping, and labeling until affer all the quotes have heen marked,
at the early stages it actually helps 1o process [requently, even
every day. Processing along the way will give you a very
specilic ongoing sense of how the project is comung along, If
vou don't have any link evidence. you'll quckly be i a posi-
tiom to assess your research pricrities, for example. (4) Be

willing 16 use secondary sources (o onenl you 1o major literas
wres. Encyclopedizemtnesand *___ for Dummies™ books can

be invaluable when you are simply trying 10 figure out the
jargon that goes along with & position,

It seems like il takes me forever to process and brief e |

evidence [ find. One could write much more extensively on the
basic methods for processing evidence, converting it into un
organized and wseful form, but here are some starting places.

i 1) Consider creating a filing mairix, a code mto which every.

card can be categonzed, Dirferent students use o matnx differ.
ently. Some create a combimation letter/number sysiem, where
for example, “A157 s the 15 discrete link argument and whers
“THIS™ represents cards answering the perception tum. Orce
yvou have the hasic system an place, every new card can 5
coded alona the way, which makes filing casier. Others dosse
swme thing, only in a less formal way., They might proces
evidence every day and then sort cards into envelopes reflecs
ing major filing categories, (2) Think about wheve yinr obs

inefficiencies are. How often does your system for resess

ing require you to tead the very same card over and over” =
vou read it on first encounter, and then agun W file, and
again fo sub-divide, and then again to brief, and then agas =
highlight. is this the most efficient use of your fime? (3} Bas
the page nimber of the original jrt the margin as you mas
That way vou don’t have 1o aote it again in the citation w3
vou are [urther along in evidence processing. (41 As o
marking evidence, consider putting a star or some ofher =

you'll pnderstand next 1o evidence vou'll wanp fo wie 850

front Hine shell. (3) 1f you are working with anline sose
think about processing right on the computer Screen.

editing and copy functions can really speed up your wish
vou'll waste a Jot less paper when the time comes 1o pas. @

st least important, (6) if you have a massive amount o i
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mution 10 organize and briel, ger help!
_ Is “tagging” evidence as I read a good idea or not? By
~ Ttagping” | stmply mean to refer to the task of creating the label for
the card you will use to introduce it in the debate, and the 1ssue
nere is whether you should invent that label as you're reading for
the first time. Theanswer, in my opinion? It depends. Early inthe
process, when you need to stay focused on how specific pieces
‘of evidence will actunlly be used in debates, putting 3 short label
on the card as you read can be useful. Maybe the evidence is not
obviously connected to vour argument — in that case putting an
Argument tag on the card can tngger your memory later in the
process (this 1s especially true when you're dealing with difficult
philosophical content, where the flow of the overall postion may
be lost to you later)

There are downsides to early evidence ragging, though., A
good tagline connects the parncular claim or supporting material
in the card to your broader overall debate position. This fact
-means 1t may be unprodective to tag evidence ara time when you
e still oblivions to the overall position context and to the other
cards which will appear on the same brief.

Some Final Sugrestions

The experience that mukes one an owtstanding rescarcher
‘akes time 10 accumulate. With each assignment you'll pick up a
mew insight, new ideas for the furore, and the more you read, the
“more you'll find connections 1o other vital positions on which
vou need evidence.

Here are some final, overall tips which I think can be espe-
sally helpful repardless of vour experience;

Fair up with sumeone more experienced than you al re-
search, and learn what s'he does. Ofien the best way to learn is by
zollaborating with someone who knows more about research than
Fou. Look al the process she or he [ollows. 1t can sometimes he
sasier (0 see inefficiencies in others than in ourselves,

. Keep a notebook. This is vital — keepoa bound notebook
“Soose pagres are bad) in which you keep a record of citations tw be

acked down, cites from teams you debate or watch, and a record
= what searches yoo've already pursued.

Keep something o read/research nearby at all limes. Re-
- #==rch can be productively done inall kinds of settings. You'll be
gmrprised at how much marking vou can get done in ten minute
“Eervals, while you're just waiting for something hetter 1o come

e

" Track down ather debaters’ good regearch. Debate is col-

kaborative — if a competitor is reading amazing evidence, then copy
down the citation and research it yourself.

Gt the most out af prepared materials, by making them
yeur owin. Among cerlain national elite debaters, there i< a kind of
arrogance about handbooks. Students who don’l give 4 moment's
hesitation to picking up and reading a bad summer workshep file
turn their noses up af thinking to read evidence from a handbook.
But that's foolish, since some of the most brilliant debate minds in
the nation produce handbook evidence. Of course, as with all
prepared and inhented materials; one should recut oniginals o the
extent possible, and reorganize the overall matenial so the final
argument product is distinctively yours, Re-bniefing summer and
handbook tiles will help you better understand what kind of evi-
dence ends up mattering maost,

Read a general newspaper every day if possible. The major
databases are wonderful, and in some respects, we can’t do with-
out them, But & mujor shortcoming of databuses like Lexis-Neaus is
that to use them wel one has to know going in what to look for,
That 15, the kind of idiosyncratic connections one might make by
seeing u random newspaper article on some political topic are less
likely when the search narrows out the extraneous from the begin-
ning. Reading a major newspaper, browsing in bookstores in gen-
eral topics for new related books. and regularly perusing the new
book shelving at your local library s a good way to broaden vour
inteliectual horizons — and the process will spur you to greater
argumentative creativity.

Develap tricks fo sustain vour attention and focus. There
are times when research bogs down for even the most dedicated
researcher. Think about what distracts vou, amd whal motivates
you too. If you have a short attention span, take fréquent breaks.
If you lose motivation, then make card cutting a game. Even appar-
ently foolish tricks (like the card quotas and card-culling contests
I mentioned earlier) can get you through tough times.

Finally, keep working ar if. The more you read. the better
your understanding of the topic will be, and the more successful
you H be in debates. Reading will become more fun. The more you
read, the betier researcher and thinker you'll become — and that,
alter all, 1s the whole reason for debating.

@ Davad M. Cheshier 2002

(David M. Cheshier ts Assistant Professor of Communications
and Director of Debate at Georgia State University. His column
appears montily in the Rostrun, )

SOCIETE' DE 300

(continued From October, 2002 Rosirum)

School Chapter Spomsor Degrees
A Hathe East HS, ES Mr. Stanley Lewas B
“imour Acaderny, OH Mz, Gay Jams M5
- Modesto Beyer HS, CA Mr. Ron Underwood 304
& Dorado HS, K8 Mr. Robert A. Chalender L L)

S Falls Roosevelt HS. SD

Ms. Laura Rasder

2
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-
Phyllis Flory Barten o
1924 - 199 3
F
1987 Mike Vergin, Grand Rapuds H5. MN 1995  Roshan Pujari, Heritage Hall 1S, OK
Coach: Mr. Lee T Adto Coach: Mrs. Glenda Ferguson
1988 Kevin Kuswa, Albuguergue Academy, NM 1996  Dustin Marshall, The Greenhill School, TX i
Coaches: Mrs. Sally Robertson & Mz, Jeff Leon Coach; Mr. Aaron Timmons _5%
] 1989  Vivek Mehta, Mercer [sland 118, WA 1997 Elle Lien, Omahy-Westside HS, NE
Coach: Ms, Mary Lindquist Coach: Mr. G. David Richardson
1990  Shawn Riffel, Wichita Southeast HS, BS 1998  Stephen Lamar, Broken Amow HS, OK
Coach: Mr. Wayvne Avery Coach: Mr. Martin Glendinning
1991  Sanjay Kumar, Roseville Area HS, MN 1999  Alex Sturtevant. Lexingion HS, MA
: Coach: Mrs: Barbara Kersten Coach: Mr. Lestie Phallips
1992 Sanjay Kumar, Roseville Area HS, MN 2000  Michael Klinger, Glenbrook Narth HS, 1L,
Coach: M. Barbarn Kersten Michae! Martin Coach: Mr, Ted W, Belch
202 :
1993  Anita Farahany, Chartotte Latim School, NC 2001  ‘Fristan Morales, San Antonio-Churchill HS, TR
Coach: Mr. Edwsrd L. Williams. Jr. Coaches: Ms. Kandi King & Ms, Rebecea Hislis
T 1994  Dale Ho, Bellarmine College Prep, CA 2002  Michael Martin, 51 Mark's School, TX :
: Coach: Mrs. Wendy Chellew Coach: Mr, Tim Mahoney =

Speaker Awards are based upon points awarded by judges during prelim rounds, dropping high and low.
Each year, o trophy and o $230 scholurship s awarded at the Natigmal Tournament
ir memory of champion coach and NFL Yice President Phyilis Flory Barton.
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2002 saw the [naugural Cnngn:ss Tournament of Champions
esmbhsh itself as a premier event in high school forensics.

This yeas, join us in perpetuating the newest and most competitive
- Student Congress tradition as we assemble the best legislators,
coaches and judges from across the country.

CTOCII

S

Jkprll IOth - | ’)th, 2003
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For all official rournament information, including:
*How to Qualify for CTOC

sHorel Reservanions
*Ac-Large Bids
Visi

hoep://www.forensics2000.com/CTOC




NFL Executive Secretary

The NFL seeks ap ri*’. -ante for the position of Executlve
Secretary, to begin effective Bugust 1, 2003.

Emong the bExecitive Secretary’ s responsibilities are TLO
. nrovide administrative leadership [or the NFL;
* oversge the anmaal Wakiongl Tournament,
. administer the Leagus's educational, 1114& arwd
international inleviatives, and
implement plans to better secure NFL'2 advancement

arid financizl developmenk.

Interested applicants should contact: Bro. Hene
Searah CommlbLse Jﬂcrdinatcr, LaSalle Collage High
Cheltenham Avenue, Wyndmoor, P&, 19038 (o 215-233
& mintzerdlichs.orgl .

Competitive salary and beneflCs. licat rmust e subminhed
Yy January 21, 2003

Aty KaMEQG emnployer, amd sspecially encourAges applioetl ians Trom

women . and minorities.

g




JOB DESCRIPTION OF THE NFL
~ NATIONAL EXECUTIVE SECRETARY

. L Constitutional Duties / Responsibilities

Article VII, section 5¢ prescribes the constitulional duties for the Executive Secretary:

National Executive Secretary. The Executive Secretary shall be responsible for all admin-
istrative wirk required by the provisions of this constitution, The Secretary shall keep a
complete record of the standing of each member; file applications of membership; issue char-
ters and certificates of membership; collect charter fees, membership fees, and other sums due
the Leagae; pay all legitimate bills of the League from the treasury; and conduct nominations,
?3 elections, referenda, and votes of the National Organization.

2 The Secretary’s compensation shall be determined by the Executive Council,
: The Executive Secretary shall not bea member of the Council, nor shall the Secretary have
a vote ondsstes which come before the Council. The Secretary shall report to and advise the
-l Council a« the Coundl requires. The National Council determines policy; the Executive Secre-
tary has full responsibility for implementing policy.
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= IL General Duties / Responsibilities
5
5
: ' A. Duties/Responsibilities to the Council
i = +  The National Executive Seoretary oversees the direction of all of the activities of the
| 5k Mational Forensic League:
i ¢ The National Executive Secretary shall reports formally at least twice each vear,
4 and should circumstances warrant, even more frequently, to the National Executive
: Council of the National Forensic League. For the semi-annual meetings, the
- Executive Secretary shall:
i - i
i
i % : . courdinate the preparation of the meeting’s agenda;
4
. * serve as consultant without vote to the deliberations of the National Execu-
Hve Council,
i . execute policy as determined by the National Executive Council and/or the
e vobe of the National Forensic League chapters and report on how these
R policies have been implemented;
* .
: . inform the National Executive Council of available resources to meel present
= o and future peeds of the National Forensic League;
i
s : _
e . * report on the management of Council approved League resources, including
i the annual audit by an outside auditing firm and a detailed repor! of any

expenses incurred by the National Secretary and/or the National Office staff:

. prepare the annual budget for review and approval by the National Execu-
tive O ouncil

- advise the National Executive Council of prionities, possibililies, and options
tor the implementation of policies;

y notify the Executive Couneil of impending legal developments,
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Duties/ Responsibilities to NFL Chapters and Atfiliates

The National Exccutive Secretary shall communicate regularly with all Distrct
Chairs and shall hold them accountable for communications with the Chapters and
Affiliates of the NFL Districts and for following all proper procedures in the
maragement of the NFL Districl and the NFL District Toumament and Congress.

The National Execulive Secretary shall oversee all communications, from the
MNational office to the NFL Chapters and Alfiliates. The Secretary should have some
previous publication experience in writing, Lavout, and design. The Executive
Secretary is responsible for the quality of all published materials originating in the
NFL National Oifice.

The National Executive Secretary coordinates all planming of the NaBonal Tourna-
ment, hw]_uding all necessary work in the National Office, and working with the
local Host Committee for the National Tournament, The National Secretary solicits
and coordinates bida and Tournament site selection for the Nabomal Executive
Council.

Duties / Responsibilities for oreganizational advancement

The Mational Executive Secretary shall assume has the responsibility for undertak-
ing ways and means to enhance the National Forensic League’s financial develop-
meTik I;:l:,,a sonfhicitation of cor porate and foundation suppPort money management
strategies, allocation ot available resources, ete,

I'he National Executive Secretary shall have some busimess g6 anid marketing experi-
ence. The Executive Secrelary shall work to cxpand markess for existing items as
wiell as Lreaﬂng ew -n¢17h1tc for items which enhance the NFL experience

The National Executive Secrelary coordinales visitations to NEL Districts over four
years, Members of the Executive Council may also be scheduled for visitations,

The National Executive Secretary must be available to adjudicate District Tourna-
ment protests and explain clearly the procedures tor appeal. A special master may
be designated by the Execotive Secretary to tulfill this responsibility,

The Natiotial Executive Secretary shall dieect the operation of the Natonal Forensic
League at the League’s National Office in Ripon, Wisconsin, The National Execu-
Hve Secretary shall see that all staff personmnel In the National Office havea clear
understanding of their job responsibilities and shall annually evaluate the perfor-
mance of each employee. The National Executive Secretary shall make certain that
the National Office staff has the means and implementation capacity to keep on the
cenarse set by the Mational Executive Council.

D. Duties/Responsibilities to the greater forensic community

The National Executive Secretary oran Executive Council designate represents the
National Forensic League in its relations with other professional organizalions,
including, but not imited toc

*  The National Association of Secondary School Principals (from whom the
National Secretary will annually seek apprmal of the NFL National Tourna-
metit);

= The National Federation of Hhigh School Activities Associabion;

+ pther professional speech/ debate/ communication assocations, such as Lhe
National Catholic Forensic League, the National Communicalion Associabion,
the Amencan Forensic Assoctabion, i Kappa Deita, IDEA, the National

e

et :!Tl'ﬁ"ﬁl'rii.i.' § s gt




Association of Urban Debate Lea sues, the Natiomal Diebate Coaches Associa- +
tion, and regional and skale associations;

*  invitational speech and/or debate tournaments of a national or regional
nature

* The National Executive Secretary shall be a spokesperson for the League by
* Speaking at educational conferences,
*  Presiding over the Nationals awards assembly,
= Conducting the Nationals District Chair meetings,

* Attending and/ or speaking to state and regional conventions,

E. Duties/Responsibilities for technology
*  The National Executivie Secretary will stav current-with internet technolagy.

*  The National Executive Secretary works with graphic designers and program-
TS,

*  The National Execative Secrelary shall work to balance costs and benefits of
technolegical advances.

III.  Positive Considerations for Employment

m-depth understanding of the basic principles of speech education

*  knowledge of the history, rules, [operation of, ] and procedures of the National Forensic
League

* experience coaching in a secondary school forensic program
v expérience as a secondary school feacher
= personal skills:

= Questioning: As a consultant to the NFL's many constituencres, the National
Executive Secretary must have the ability to question in such a way that listeners
learn to think, decide. and act in order torespond to the challenges of the Himes.

* lastening: Asthe most visible representative of the National Forensic League, the
MNational Executive Secrefary must have interpersonal skills in listening, tact, and
diplomacy.

* Eoaluating: The National Executive Secretary must be able to measure, plan, and
respond to the short- and lomg-term needs of the National Forensic League.

*  Leading Gronps: The National Executive Secretary must be able to motivate others,
to assume & sense of responsibility for NFL's ongoing development. This motivat-
ing skill would apply to the National Office stafl, the District Chairs, and the
directors of secondary school forensic programs.

*  Vismning: The National Execotive Secretary must be able to understand trends
and opportunities, develop strategies, and inspire the National Forensic League Lo
miove forivierd.
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JULIA BURKE AWARD

FOR CHARACTER AND EXCELLENCE IN

POLICY DEBATE

Manav Bhatnagar of Marguette Uni-
vETHILY High Schood of
Mibwaukee, Wisconsin, 18 the recipient of the
third annual Julia Burke Award for Char-
acter and Excellence in National High
School Policy Debate. He was chosen
from w hist of puistanding [nalists incloding
Raaid Ahmad of Edgemont High School.
Dan Donoho of The College Preparatory
School and Sam Haley-Hill of Nevada Union
High School. The award was presented at
the Tournament of Champions held at the
University of Kentucky in May. Dr, David
Glass of Edgemont High School, whoisa
meniber of the Julia Burke Award Cormmit-
tee, presented the award

The Julia Burke Award was established to recognize
the palicy debater who best typifics the combination of
gualities that Julia embodied, including excellence in and
passion for debate, love and respect for the policy debate
commumity, and a commiiment to helpiog others and mam-
taining fricndships despite the pressures of competition at

hWanay Bhatnagar
Mecipie

— by Nowg Stanion

the highest level. Julia debated for The Cal-
leze Preparatory School in Oakland, Cali-
formia and was fost in October 1998 as a
result of a car accident.

The award is sponsored by The Julia
Burke Foundanon and meludes a perpetual
traphy in the shape of a flame inscribed.
“THE JULIA BURKE FLAME FOR
CHARACTER AND EXCELLENCE IN
HIGH SCHOOL POLICY DEBATE.” A
smaller replica of the perpetua] trophy 18
given to the recipient along witha 51,000
college scholarship, and 4 1,000 donation
to the charity of the recipient’s choice.

Normnations for next vear’s award
may be submitted by any palicy debaler.
coach or judge from now until after the Berkeley Tourna-
ment nexl February to Marilyn Burke@
JuliaBurkeFoundation.com. More information about the
award criteria and The Julia Burke Foundation is available
at www uhaBurkeFoundation.com,

L.earn to Coach LLD from the Best!

KENTUCKY INSTITUTE
The LD Division of the Kentucky National Debate Institute is seeking six to eight
new or current debate coaches to participate in our 2™ LD Coaches Program from June 22 to
July 13, 2003, Attendees will receive thorough training in LD theory, moral and pohtical
philosophy, and hands-on coaching techniques; our small size will allow us to customize the
program to the needs and interests of participants.

In the past few years, Kentucky has become recognized as one of the most innovative
and educationally stimulating summer LD workshops. We are also. by a happy comcidence (or
is it?), the most competitively successful. Our staff, composed of experienced LD coaches and

former LD champions, is eager to share the Kentucky way of teaching LD with an cmerging
|

generation of coaches. The traditional educational values of the Institute make us accessible
and appealing to teachers from non-debate backgrounds.

& a & B - - - 1 . §

The Institute will provide tnition and room in exchange [or part-me service as a monitor |

in student dormitories. Eligible coaches must be employed as a debate coach or assistant |
debate coach by a high school. For more information about this oulstanding opportunity, |

contact us at jwpattDO@pop.uky.cdu or www . kndi.org.
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Nova Southeastern University
e is Proud to Present

Florida Forensic

Institute
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-Continually updated with developing
information regarding FFI 2003

-FFI 2002 students post tournament
results and general correspondence

-View video clips from FFI 2002 highlighting
the final showcase and other special events!

For More Information contact institute Directors at:
(800) 458-8724 or (954) 262-4402
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DALLAS LAW FIRM, STUDENTS CELEBRATE
NATIONAL DEBATE CONTEST
$12,000 AWARDED IN CASH & PRIZES

Law Firm of Rickel & Brewer Provides "Ohne tn a Lifetime Opportunity® for High School Studenis

el Benowwy the feel-
ing of being involved in 3
debate. But imagine hay-
g that same argyment 10
front -of some of the
wiorld's [oremios! experts m
Fovermmrenl, jourmalism
and law. Thut's the appor-
uniny that was madle avail-

e BICKEL & BREWER ann EoaEe abie recently tp high
EF G UNDAT! O N school students whi
_ . competed 1 the Bickel
- & and Brewer foundation
Wi _E@w@ AE:HDE - 1'] :
: ARy - Matunul Pubhe Pohey Fo-
—FIVE THOUSAND " rum

The road o the A-
nals wisn'T casy. For sk
months students - partici-
pated in written debates
(n the topue. Resalved:
Fhat the United States
shonld adopt o policy of no first we of weapons of nuess destraction. After advancing through several "elimi-
nation rounds" azminst schools soross the country, Two teauns reached the finals and eamed an wll-expense paud
trip to Dallas, The students from Woodward Academy (GA) won the $5.000 fArst prize and the Bickel & Brewer :
Cup, a traveling trophy that will reside annually at the schoolof the comest champion, Perry High School (OH) ?
won second place and 252 500 prize. Eight high schools recesved cash awands totaling more than 5120000, The
money will be used to fund scholarships and debate activities at the secondary school fevel.

"This contest is the
only one of irs kind in the
Linited Stales.” savs John W,
Bickel 11 "1 offers siudents
the opportumity to partcipate
i wrilten and oral debates on
issues of national public
poliey,

In its inaucural vear,
the MNational Public Policy
Fomum was designed (o pro
viche afl students countrywide
the opporunity o participate
i o debate competition of no-
tondl sigmificance. The law
firm of Bicke! and Brewerand
St. Mark's School of Texas
Admimstralor David Baker
founded the contest. The pro-

gram, funded entirely by the The Finals: o . _— i
- r _ - Dhater Seon Lichenwalter. prosents 1o Doals judges, Penry il Schogt
Bickel & Brewer Foundation, : T
was awarded g secimd piace 5500 Aawant

o et

15 open o schools of all stres
i = hoth public and private-
andd admission is free. | To enter this yvear visit www. bickelbrewer.com|




THE 2003 CarrTOL CLASSIC
DEBATE INSTITUTE

Was hington,

D. C.

“Best of Luck to the Class of 2002

CALARIORNS SERIES
Steplen Adams
.".rth]T'Lr AMhrmed
Lanra Allen
Ludmme Amodeo
Mack Arrmg
Larohma Astigmrrags
Maya Azran

Eatiz Bailey

S Rancrite
Fenoil Barberoag
Birett Beeles

Tlawiad Beer

[oscph Bellarmy
Samamitha: Besora
Meil Bhapat
Robxrt Braun
Ethwan! Briskey
Lrameed {andenal
larmies Carlis

Miris Clancirm
Bilky Castilln
Anpin Cheng
i ¥ |.::|:||:rLj;

Reio Cluaimn
Moazh Chestnu
Lourtney Clinkingbenrd
Caiflin Cohan
EL"'IEMH-IH r_,l:"lc
Frai IoEsta Loralio
Cootin Dy
Frmathy Thean
Taylor Dicarr

Supal Desl

T tan el
Brandon Dial

Tosh THamomd
Dranid Dickey
Clark Donley
Lawienoe Erckson
Miastia Palder
tarvin Figaern
Somya Galpegin
fikee Gartmam
[l.'lF.L'iJh 'l_rq:urg_u-
Ield Cliesy
aTmrite ogm

IR I'“'E-" £ ogil
lacob Cialdin

lay Conzaler
Eavwirerde Cerndpre

Sertinl Gunasclaran

Erapueel Giitmnn
Adrr Cralter=om
Sarah Fleatnn
farmyn Henry
[ammeiss Flotley
thiris Fluang
Mary Huckabeo
Lisa Erenan
Malvika Khanon
Pernandi Kicktias
Adzsh Kumar
Fetir Lo

Fugsell ey
Aarcns Leacty
T Lo

Aunpbin Ly

Lows Liottnran
Marcus Lucinnd
Equdymion Mageto
bttt dbiilin
Abbiey bMurshak
Alexas Martnes
Sam Muthews
lohn Mesdarmore
Mia Muslizccie

Victor Mantereosa |

kyvle Munkitirick
lake dyers

HRichund Panoel]

E.h].j.ltl Madacie
Shachi Matel
Stephen Pelleticr
AMephen Phster
Steplen Prpkamn
Yoo Parlerans

Andy Prisem

[romimigue Pu ripirey

Eevin Rabinowite
Srthovas Ban

nfia R.H:r'l'l:lll:lll].
Hiorlyyo Heed
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CHAMPIONS SERIES * June 22 - July 12, 2003
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For more information, contact Ron Bratt at 202-319-5447 or bratt@cua.edu




Abraham Lincoln had almost no formal schoaling. 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
5} NATIONAL

©  FORENSIC ready for the NFL, give them a call at 920-748-6206. After all,
TLEAGUE four score and seven years from now, there's no telling what

Trammtpg ol for fecderbig the history books will be saying about you.
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