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2010 Thomas S. Foley Honorary Forensics Tournament

Titan Debate - University High School – 12420 East 32nd Ave. – Spokane Valley, WA. 99216
Cell Phone 509-993-7751 - Fax 509-228-5249 – Email dsmithy@cvsd.org
Website address:  http://www.cvsd.org/university/foley_debate.asp 
Contact Person: David Smith

Dear Fellow Educator
The University High School Titan Debate Team takes great pleasure in inviting your school to the annual Thomas S. Foley Honorary Forensics Tournament, which we will be hosting during the weekend of February 5-6, 2010, at University High School, the WSU Spokane Campus and the Thomas S. Foley United States Courthouse. As the name suggests, this tournament is being held in recognition and in honor of Tom Foley's many years of service to Washington State and the United States as a representative from the 5th District, as Speaker of The House of Representatives, and as Ambassador to Japan. The tournament features a student congress competition, several special speech and debate activities, and traditional Washington State forensics events.  It is our sincere hope that this tournament will provide you and your students with an enjoyable weekend of competition.
A complimentary judges’ appreciation breakfast will be hosted Saturday morning.  Two awards ceremonies will be held, culminating in the Closing Awards Ceremony on Saturday evening.  The presentation of the Thomas S. Foley Speaker's Award to the best individual speaker in the tournament, and the Thomas S. Foley Ambassador’s Award for Outstanding Forensics Education to an adult in recognition of outstanding 
contributions to forensics education will culminate the weekend’s activities.  These two awards are presented each year in coordination with both Mr. Foley and Senator Patty Murray. 
NEW FOR FOLEY 2010!!
A Two Full Day Schedule 
(This should alleviate problems that some coaches have had 





with the former three day schedule.)

A Flat Rate per Student
All programs are experiencing financial hardship this year.  We have looked over last year’s financial records and determined that since Foley is a non-profit tournament, we can afford to provide the one low price.  This should allow students to enter as many events as they like without forcing coaches to stretch program budgets beyond the limits of elasticity.  This also eliminates the need of coaches to enter multiple squads.  All students will now be in one squad. 
Two Levels of Sweepstakes
We will be providing 1st, 2nd, and 3rd place sweepstakes awards in two divisions (Small School and Large School).

Full Tournament Website
Although we implemented a tournament website last year, it was later in the registration process before the tournament website was up and running.  This year, the website is already accessible by students.  Thus, as the coach, you need only to give students the web address and let them peruse the events and rules.  This should make things easier both on coaches and competitors. The tournament website address is:  http://www.cvsd.org/university/foley_debate.asp 
Electronic Pre-Registration
& Postings
Although most tournaments rely on electronic registration.  Foley has taken this concept to the “next level.”  There will be NO REGISTRATION TABLE AT THE TOURNAMENT.  TEAM CONFIRMATIONS WILL BE MAILED TO THE COACHES ON THURSDAY ALONG WITH COMPETITOR AND JUDGE ASSIGNMENTS FOR FRIDAY’S EVENTS.
Elimination of Squad Limits
We have eliminated all maximum team and squad limits.  Each competitor on a team can enter as many events as s/he wishes to enter, up to the per competitor limits. I.e. a competitor may enter:


A) Either Congressional Debate or International Diplomacy AND
B) One Non-Congressional Debate [Policy, LD, Public Forum, or Parli] AND

C) Students entered in Extemp may only enter one other Pattern A event. Students entered in Spar   or Political Impromptu may only enter one other Pattern “B” event.  Otherwise, students may enter up to three events in each IE pattern.
Registration
We would appreciate early registration to ensure space and coordinate contest officiating. Although our goal is to avoid limiting entries, we reserve the right to do so and/or to collapse divisions if necessary for the efficient management of the tournament. 

Registration deadline: Monday, February 1, 2010 at 5:00 p.m. Changes in school registrations (Add/Drops) will be accepted until 5:00 p.m. Wednesday, February 3, 2010. No additions will be allowed after this time. Drops after this time will not affect fee calculations.  

Please register online at http://www.forensicstournament.net/. Fees will be assessed as of 5:15 p.m. on Wednesday, February 3, 2010. After 5:00 PM on Wednesday, all drops or other concerns must be emailed to the tournament director at dsmithy@cvsd.org.  

Please notify us of any last minute “emergency” drops as soon as possible; preferably prior to your arrival at the tournament. Drops are the main reason that tournaments get off to a slow start.

Finally, please email the tournament director at dsmithy@cvsd.org and identify any students who desire to be considered for the Thomas S. Foley Speakers Award.  If your school is not a Washington or North Idaho school, please submit any student congress bills/resolutions (in word or text-only format) to the tournament director at the above email address.
Rules

1) NO STUDENT IS TO ENTER A CLASSROOM FOR ANY REASON WITHOUT A JUDGE PRESENT!  Judges will be notified that students who violate this rule will be disqualified.  Please warn your students about this rule.
2) In order to stay on schedule, judges will be instructed to call the round in the event that a competitor fails to show up.  Competitors more than 15 minutes late to their debate rounds will forfeit to the opponent.  Double or triple entered IE competitors should let the judges in the other events know that they are double/triple entered. 
3) Judges are the heart of any successful tournament.  We will require a complete judging list from each school by the Registration Deadline, Monday, February 1, 2010. We will ask you for judge substitutions at registration, and will enter those changes in the computer ASAP.  It is imperative that every school meets its judging commitment.  That means judges must be present and pick up ballots.  Any school which fails to meet its judging obligation, may be charged $25.00 per missed round unless exceptional circumstances warrant excusal.  Note:  Teams which will have to travel long distances should contact the tournament director with respect to the judging requirement.  We will have tournament judges available and will work with any team to assure that all students can enjoy the tournament.
Special Awards

Thomas S. Foley Speaker’s Award:  Presented to the best individual speaker in the tournament on the basis of the student’s overall performance in all of his/her events.  To be eligible for consideration for this award, a competitor’s coach must email the tournament director and indicate that the student is competing for this award (so that we may “track” the applicable student), and the competitor must meet the following criteria:

1. The competitor must compete at the open/varsity or champ level of all events;
2. The competitor must compete in student congress or International Diplomacy;

3. The competitor must compete in another form of debate in addition to student congress/legislative debate or International Diplomacy (Note:  SPAR does not fulfill this requirement); and

4. The competitor must compete in at least one individual event in both Pattern A and Pattern B.
Note:  Out-rounds do not count toward the Speaker’s Award.

Thomas S. Foley Ambassador’s Award for Outstanding Contributions to Forensics Education:  Throughout his many years of service, Tom Foley was a steadfast supporter of education.  It is, therefore, only fitting that this award be presented in his name to an adult who has made outstanding contributions to the field of forensics education.  Please nominate a person who you believe is deserving of this award.  Nominations should be submitted in writing and explain why your nominee should be selected to receive this honor.  All submissions will be judged by an independent panel of community leaders.  Note:  This trophy may only be awarded to a person once in a lifetime.  Previous nominees who have not received the award are eligible to be re-nominated. Nominations may be made by any appropriate person including teachers, administrators, coaches, parents, students, former students etc.
Please submit your nominations to Ms. Sally Jackson, Thomas S. Foley Ambassador’s Award Selection Committee Chair.  Although any nominations should be addressed to Ms. Jackson, the same should be emailed to the tournament director as an attachment at dsmithy@cvsd.org Nominations should be received by the registration deadline.

Events

Student Congress:  We will host four levels of congress, novice, junior varsity, open, and champ. Awards will be presented to the top nine speakers in each level. To be eligible for the Foley Speaker’s Award, a student must be entered in either the open or the champ division.  The number of chambers will depend on the number of students entered in the tournament. 
Students will deliberate the merits of bills and resolutions using Robert's Rules of Order. The State of Washington follow the so called “Kansas rule.”  As such, bills have been submitted to the appropriate WSFA committee for approval.  Only approved bills may be considered in the champ division. Copies of these bills are on the tournament website. Furthermore, Washington State and North Idaho competitors are limited to these bills in all divisions of the tournament.  However, as we have done in the past, we will allow schools from outside of Washington and the Inland Empire NFL District to submit legislation for consideration
 in any of the lower divisions of congress as long as copies of said legislation are submitted with the school’s registration.  NFL, WSFA and GSL rules will apply. Copies of the Washington State approved legislation, applicable WSFA, NFL, and GSL rules will be forwarded to any school upon request.  Note:  Student congress does not conflict with any other event except International Diplomacy.
Super Congress Reserved Legislation:  Pursuant to WSFA guidelines, the following pieces of legislation are reserved for Super Congress:
E  
A Resolution Concerning Sex Trafficking and Prostitution

I 
A Resolution Amending the Constitution to Change the Function of the Electoral 
College

J
A Resolution to Reform the Death Penalty

O
A Resolution Regarding the Funding of Extended Conflicts

P
A Resolution to Prevent Overly-Intrusive Airport Security

V
A Bill to Make Washington State Colleges Tuition Free to State Residents
Congress Divisions:  
Champ:  
Limited to Competitors who meet one of the following:  

(1) Qualified for/and or attended the NFL, CNFL, or TOC, National Competition in Student Congress/Legislative Debate; OR
(2) (1) Qualified for/and or attended the competitor’s applicable State Student Congress/Legislative Debate: 

OR

(3) Broken to super congress or placed in the top third of a student congress tournament which does not hold a super congress at least three times in his/her debating career at the open or varsity level.
OR

(4) Demonstrated to his/her coach in some other tangible way that s/he is at least as qualified to compete in Student Congress/Legislative Debate at the level of competitors meeting requirements one, two, or three.  

Open:  



This division is open to all competitors regardless of experience. 
JV:    
This division is open to
(1) First year students who have broken to super congress at two or more tournaments or who have placed in the top third at two or more tournaments which have not held a super congress MUST enter JV or Open Congressional Debate.  

(2) Any student who has limited student congress experience (individual coach’s preference) may also enter this division.

Novice:  
This division is limited to first year novice student congress competitors who have not broken to super congress in two or more tournaments or who have twice placed in the top third of tournaments which do not offer super congress.  
Policy Debate:  We will provide novice and open divisions in policy/CX debate. Three and four person teams are allowed. However, only two students may compete at any one time. We will use the 2009/2010 National Forensics League policy topic. Novice division will comply with the Washington State Novice Case List. Electronic evidence retrieval systems are not allowed.  However, laptops may be used in either division for flowing. WSFA and GSL rules will apply. Copies of these rules will be forwarded to any school upon request.  

Lincoln Douglas Debate:  We will provide novice, junior varsity and open divisions in Lincoln Douglas debate. We will be using the 2010 January/February National Forensics League topic. WSFA and GSL rules will apply. Copies of these rules will be forwarded upon request.

Public Forum:  We will provide novice and open divisions in Public Forum Debate. Three and four person teams are allowed. However, only two students may compete at any one time. NFL rules will apply (which are available online at http://www.nflonline.org).  The 2010 February National Forensics League topic will be used, which will be available on the NFL website.  
Parliamentary (Parli) Debate:  We will provide junior and open divisions in Parli Debate. Three and four person teams are allowed. However, only two students may compete at any one time.  The Open division is available to all teams.  The junior division is open to any team with debaters, neither of whom has competed at ten (10) or more tournaments.

NOTE WELL:  In order to help facilitate the growth of parli debate at the high school level in the North West, we have adopted the Whitman Debate Tournament Parli Rules for this year’s tournament rather than using the Oregon Public rules as has been done in the past.  Furthermore, since the Whitman rules are only slight modifications of college level NPTE rules, students will be better prepared to transition to college level parli debate.  
Parli Rules:  
TIME LIMITS: 

Topic Announcement followed by 15 minutes of Preparation 

The PMC speaks 15 minutes after the topic is announced.

Prime Minister Constructive: 4 min.

1 minute preparation

Leader of Opposition Constructive: 5 min.

1 minute preparation

Member of Government Constructive 5 min.

1 minute preparation

Member of Opposition Constructive 5 min.

Leader of Opposition Rebuttal 3 min.

1 minute preparation

Prime Minister Rebuttal 4 min.

Questions may be asked during the first four speeches—except in the first and last 1 minute of the speeches. Light heckling is permitted.

Only materials which have been prepared during prep time may be used during the debate.  Other than a print dictionary, competitors may NOT use in a debate anything which was written/printed before prep time. Furthermore, competitors MAY NOT USE anything which was written by someone other than debate partners.

Laptops MAY NOT be used during debates unless a specific competitor has an ADA reason to do so and has so notified the tournament director.

FOR SPECIFIC RULES FOR PARLI DEBATE, SEE THE NPTE RULES, at: 

http://npte.debateaddict.com/static/npte-tournament.htm#_Toc228937433 

Note:  The Tournament wishes to thank Mr. Jim Hanson for generously sharing these rules and the debate ballots and judging guidelines which he prepared for this event. 

International Diplomacy:  This event which was designed to foster the study of world languages and international diplomacy was an experimental event at last year’s Foley Tournament.  Due to the overwhelming positive feedback that we received from competitors in the event, we have determined to maintain the event as a permanent event.  However, students entered in International Diplomacy may not enter Student Congress. 
The purpose of this event is to mimic diplomatic negotiations within a country. The countries represented are Spain, Germany and France. Each student must participate using, to the extent possible, the language of his/her country and all procedures, speeches and resolutions should be written or spoken, to the extent possible, in the native language of each applicable country. (Spanish, German or French) Lapses into English are allowed.  A student’s score is based fifty percent (50%) on mastery of the target language and fifty percent (50%) on participation in the chamber and resolution of the issues in controversy. Dictionaries are allowed. Each student shall represent a political party of each country and speak or vote accordingly. The goal is to settle the issue with a resolution that pleases all or the majority of the competitors in the chamber according to the values of the applicable party and/or the greater good of the competitor’s nation.

Specific Rules are listed below and are available on the tournament website: http://www.cvsd.org/university/foley_debate.asp
(Open division only.)

Individual Events Pattern A This pattern contains the standard Pattern A events (expository, extemp, dramatic interpretation and dual interpretation), along with editorial commentary, legal argument, impromptu storytelling, tall tales, and dual improvisation.  Students entered in extemp may only enter one other Pattern A event.  Students who are not entered in extemp may enter up to three events in this pattern.
Legal Argument:  Although the event is called “legal argument,” it encompasses both opening statements, which are expository in nature, and closing arguments, which are akin to persuasive oratories.  The purpose of an opening statement is to preview what the evidence will show in a manner supportive of the proponent’s position – but in a non-argumentative fashion.  This is usually done in a story fashion with introductory phrases such as “the evidence will show.”  Closing argument “marshals the evidence” and argues it in a manner consistent with the proponent’s position.  Visual aides may be used in both opening statements and closing arguments.  Competitors may choose to deliver either an opening statement or a closing argument for either the prosecution or the defense.  Speeches must be based on the facts stated in the hypothetical fact pattern.  Washington State law applies and students are encouraged to research applicable legal issues.  The hypothetical fact pattern is attached to this invitation along with copies of the applicable criminal statues.  The time limit for this event is 8 minutes. Judges will be given access to the hypothetical fact pattern.  To the extent possible, the event will be judged by attorneys. (Open division only.)
Dramatic Interpretation:  The speaker shall interpret one or more selections, serious in nature, from published prose, poetry, drama, radio, television, or recordings. The presentation must be memorized. Students may not use props, makeup, or costumes. Physical movement is permitted insofar as it suggests characterization and limited singing is permissible. Title and authors must be presented. The time limit for this event is 10 minutes with no grace period. WSFA and GSL rules will apply. Copies of these rules will be forwarded to any school upon request. (Novice and open divisions.)
Expository Speech:  The student shall deliver a speech, the purpose of which is to describe, clarify, explain and/or define an idea, concept or process. Audio or visual aids may be used, but are optional. The tournament will not provide special facilities or aids for the students. Notes are permitted. A maximum of 150 words may be quoted. The time limit for this event is 8 minutes. WSFA and GSL rules will apply. Copies of these rules will be forwarded to any school upon request. (Novice and open divisions.)
Dual Interpretation:  Two students shall interpret one or more selections, serious or comedic in nature, from published prose, poetry, drama, radio, television or recordings. Presentations must be memorized and students must maintain off stage focus. Students may not use props, makeup, or costumes. Physical movement is permitted insofar as it suggests characterization and limited singing is permissible. Title and authors must be presented. The time limit for this event is 10 minutes with no grace period. WSFA and GSL rules will apply. Copies of these rules will be forwarded to any school upon request. (Novice and open divisions.)
Extemporaneous Speech:  Competitors are given 30 minutes to prepare a 7 minute speech.  Topic areas are selected from current events.  Students may use published books, magazines, newspapers, journals, and/or copies of articles there from to help them prepare their speeches.  WSFA and GSL rules will apply. Copies of these rules will be forwarded to any school upon request. (Novice and open divisions.)
Editorial Commentary:  A scripted speech, which offers an analysis of, and commentary on, a contemporary news event. Speakers must read from manuscript and deliver from a sitting position. The time limit for this event is between 1:45 and 2:00 minutes. Students going under or over the time limit will be ranked one position lower than they would have been ranked had they been on time.  (Novice and open divisions.)
Impromptu Storytelling:  A single story, anecdote, myth, legend, or incident will be retold without script, books, notes or props.  The speaker will be given a choice of three topics and must prepare and deliver his/her story on the chosen topic. The story may be delivered standing up or sitting down. Gestures or pantomime may be used but the focus must be on the narrative. The time limit for this event, including preparation and delivery, shall be limited to 5 minutes. Time signals must be given.  (Novice and open divisions.)
Tall Tales:  This is a new event for the Foley Tournament, but is a regular event for most of the schools in Central Washington State.  This event should be fun. The competitors and audience should enjoy themselves. The competitor who can tell the tallest tale utilizing all three given words, should win the round.  Each speaker will be given three words to incorporate into his/her speech. The competitor will then have six (6) minutes to prepare and speak. If the speaker goes over a 30 second grace period, that contestant may not be awarded the first place in the round. No minimum time limit. If a speaker does not incorporate all three words in his/her speech, the speaker will be ranked fifth.  

(Novice and open divisions.)

Dual Improvisation:  Two students will be given a choice of three topics and then act out or pantomime an improvisational story which must adhere to the chosen topic. The time limit for this event, including preparation and delivery, shall be limited to 5 minutes. (Novice and open divisions.)
Individual Events Pattern B This pattern contains the standard pattern 
B events, after dinner speaking, prepared storytelling, political impromptu, memorized public address, and spontaneous argumentation (SPAR). Students entered in SPAR or political impromptu may only enter one other Pattern B event.  Students who are not entered in either SPAR or political impromptu may enter up to three events in this pattern.
Oratory:  The speaker shall deliver from memory a persuasive speech, the purpose of most oratories is to convince, stimulate, or move the audience to change beliefs or actions. However, the speaker may simply alert the audience to a danger, strengthen its devotion to an accepted cause or eulogize a person.  The speech must not contain more than I50 words of quoted and/or paraphrased material.  WSFA and GSL rules will apply.  The time limit for this event is 10 minutes with no grace period. Copies of these rules will be forwarded to any school upon request. (Novice and open divisions.)
Humorous Interpretation:  This event is the same as Dramatic Interpretation except that comedic materials should be used. WSFA and GSL rules will apply.  The time limit for this event is 10 minutes with no grace period.  Copies of these rules will be forwarded to any school upon request. (Novice and open divisions.)
Interpretive Reading:  The contestant shall interpret two or more selections from two or more authors. The presentation must include at least one selection of prose and one selection of poetry, which must be by different published authors and establish a central theme. No drama (plays) is allowed. The interpretation must be from manuscript. Title and authors must be presented. The time limit for this event is 8 minutes. Bodily movement is limited to a one step radius.  Limited singing is permitted. WSFA and GSL rules will apply. Copies of these rules will be forwarded to any school upon request. (Novice and open divisions.)
Impromptu:  The speaker will be given a choice of three topics in each round and will pick one on which to speak.  The time limit for this event, including preparation and presentation, shall not exceed 6 minutes. Time signals must be given. WSFA and GSL rules will apply. Copies of these rules will be forwarded to any school upon request. (Novice and open divisions.)
After Dinner Speaking:  This is an event in which the contestant's speech is prepared as though for a banquet situation. The purpose of this speech is to entertain yet at the same time, to develop a specific idea or main point. No manuscript is allowed. Time limit: 5 to 6 minutes.  Contestants whose speeches fall more than 30 seconds outside the allotted time limit will be dropped one rank. (Open division only.)
Spontaneous Argumentation (also known as SPAR):  A brief, ten-minute debate performed without advanced preparation on a subject of interest. At this tournament, the format will be as follows: The affirmative and the negative will be given two topics.  At the end of a one minute preparation period, the affirmative will begin to debate on one of the two topics.  The affirmative is allotted a two minute constructive speech followed by a one minute cross-examination. The negative will then have one  minute to prepare a two minute constructive speech which will be followed by a one minute cross examination. Both speakers will then be allowed one minute for rebuttal without preparation time. (Novice and open divisions.)
Political Impromptu:  This event is modeled after real political debate/press conferences.  In the words of the event’s creator, Mr. Sam Normington, “Candidates in a political election, have a general idea on what they will be speaking about, and have time to prepare evidence and notes for the topics that may come up, but they don't know what will actually be asked.”  As in impromptu and extemp, in this event, each speaker will be given three possible topics.  The topics will be given to the speaker in the preparation room.  Students may prepare on the topics using the same types of materials as are allowed in extemp and may prepare one note card on each topic. Unlike traditional impromptu or extemp, the speaker will not know which topic will be used until s/he is called to speak.  At that time, the judge will select one of the three topics and the competitor must speak on that topic.  Thus, the competitor must be prepared to speak on any of the three topics.  After the judge has selected the topic, the competitor will have one minute to review his/her notes. Topic areas are selected from current events and will involve political issues.  The competitor may use his/her note cards during the speech.  The time limit for the speech is 7 minutes, including the one minute of preparation time.  Time signals must be given.  In the finals round, each competitor will be asked a follow-up question by one of the other finalists.  The speaker will then have 90 seconds to respond to that question without preparation.  The last speaker will question the first speaker and then return to the prep room.  After that, the 1st speaker will question the second speaker and so on through the panel. (Open division only.)
Prepared Story Telling:  A single story, anecdote, myth, legend, or incident will be retold without script, books, or props. The time limit for this event is 6 minutes. If a speaker goes over a 30 second grace period, he/she may not be awarded 1st place. There is no minimum time limit. The story may be delivered standing up or sitting down. Gestures or pantomime may be used but the focus must be on the narrative. The retelling must be true to the original tale. The contestant may not add original material or change the content of the story.  The contestant is allowed one note card.  (Open division only.)

Memorized Public Address:  This event is new for the Foley Tournament, but is common throughout the United States and was introduced to Inland Empire competitors at last year’s Martin Luther King Tournament.  Since that tournament has been cancelled for this year, and since we have been told that some students have been preparing for this event, we have added it to this year’s schedule.  The material used in this event should include only those speeches which have originally been presented by the author as a speech in a speaker-audience situation. The content of the speeches must have statewide, national, international, or historical significance.  The address is the quoted material, while the contestant’s analysis includes the historical background and the author’s background and purposes in presenting the speech. The analysis may be included any time throughout the presentation. No particular style of presentation should be demanded of the contestant. Each speaker should be free to organize the analysis according to the individual style and be judged as to how competent the speaker was in analyzing the original speech and how effective the presentation was.  The mechanics of speech must be observed faithfully – poise, quality and use of voice, effectiveness and ease of gesture, emphasis, variety and enunciation. In addition, the contestant must be able to interpret the full meaning of the oration and be able to carry the interpretation over to the audience.  During the delivery of the presentation, no manuscript may be held or referred to by the contestant. Memorization is mandatory.  The time limit for this event is 8 minutes with a 30 second grace period.  (Open division only.)
Supervision: WSFA/WIAA requires that a certified coach/staff member from the school or school district supervise competitors at all times.

Fees:  $25.00 per student/competitor. (Each competitor may enter as many events as the competitor chooses up to the maximum allowed under tournament rules.)
Late Registrations will only be accepted at the discretion of the tournament director and if room permits.  Late registrations incur a $10.00 per “change” charge.
Judging Requirements:  Each school must either bring a sufficient number of qualified judges to cover its entry or contact the tournament director for special circumstances.  Teams will be charged for any uncovered rounds.  One judge covers 2 CX teams, 2 Parli Debate teams, or 2 Public Forum, or 4 LD student entries.  One judge is required for every 6 IE entries (calculated based on the team’s total IE entries).  All student congress and political diplomacy judges will be supplied by the tournament.  Therefore, student congress and political diplomacy entries do not count toward a school’s judging requirements. Schools which only supply the minimum number of judges should warn their judges that they will be expected to judge every round.  Any school which fails to meet its judging obligation, or contact the tournament director to discuss special circumstances, may be charged $25.00 per missed round unless exceptional circumstances warrant excusal.  
Coaches facing difficulties obtaining judges should contact the tournament director. The Spokane County Democratic Party supplies some volunteer judges to offset the need of increased judging requirements.  Also, a limited number of judges will be available for hire through the tournament.
Food:  In the past, food has been available for students to purchase at the tournament.  However, over the last couple of years, teams have started bringing their own foods, such that it is no longer possible to supply food for purchase.  However, candy, baked goods, baguette sandwiches etc. will be for sale by the school’s German Club.  Coffee, lattes etc will be sold at the tournament and a complimentary lunch will be provided to student congress and International Diplomacy students on Friday afternoon. 
Lodging: Special tournament rates are available at the following hotels.  Please indicate that you are with the Foley Debate tournament when registering. 
Mirabeau Park Hotel – 509-928 – 5402 or 1-866-584-4674 - Call Kay Riplinger at either of the above phone numbers or email her at kriplinger@mirabeauparkhotel.com for further information. $85.00 per room (up to 4 people per room) – includes breakfast.  24 hour heated outside pool, on site restaurant, plenty of bus parking. 

Laquinta Inn & Suites – 509-893-0955 - $74.00 per room includes full breakfast.  Pool and hot tub open 24 hours.  Microwaves and refrigerators in every room.  Call Danette Brown for group blocks.  With blocks of 10 rooms or more, the hotel will “comp” the team one room.
Quality Inn Valley Suites – 509-928-5218 or 1-800 -777-7355 - $85.00 per room (up to 4 people per room) includes full hot breakfast, indoor pool and hot tub, exercise room, cookies and milk at night. Updated Spa Suite for coach.  Complimentary meeting spaces for teams. Contact Cheryl Sieveke at either of the above phone numbers or by e-mail at csieveke@impressguest.com
Friday, February 5, 2010

AM at WSU Spokane Campus

7:30

Congress Session 1 [All Divisions]

7:30

International Diplomacy Session 1

9:30

Break

9:45

Congress Session 2 [All Divisions]

9:45

International Diplomacy Session 2

11:45

Congressional Luncheon/Reception [Complimentary]

12:15

Champ Division Super Congress Travel to US Ct House

12:15

Super Congress [Open, JV, and Novice Divisions]

12:30

Champ Division Super Congress Convenes

12:30

International Diplomacy Awards Ceremony 

 2:15

Travel to University HS for all non-champ division competitors 

3:15

Travel to University HS for Champ Division Super Congress

Friday Late Afternoon and Evening at University HS

3:00

Debate Round 1[All styles of debate other than congress]

4:45

Debate Round 2

6:40

IE Pattern A Round 1

7:45

IE Pattern B Round 1

8:45

Debate Round 3

Saturday, February 6, 2010

Sessions at University HS

7:00 

Judges’ Appreciation Breakfast

7:00

Congressional Awards in Theater

7:30

Debate Round 4

9:15

IE Pattern A Round 2

10:35

Debate Quarters [Qtr Finalist Awards presented in Round]

12:30

IE Pattern B Round 2

 1:35

Debate Semifinals [Semi-finalist Awards presented in Round]

3:30

IE Pattern A Round 3

4:35

IE Pattern B Round 4

5:30

Debate Finals [No Disclosure Allowed]

7:20

IE Pattern A Finals

8:30

IE Pattern B Finals

9:45

Foley 2010 Slide Show in Theatre

10:00

Awards

Thomas S. Foley Honorary Forensics Tournament

Hypothetical Fact Pattern for Legal Argument

State v. Hillsborough 
Note:  The following facts are entirely fictitious.  Any similarities to actual facts or events are purely coincidental.
Factual Overview

Martin Hillsborough and Jack Mansfield, two sophomore debate students on the Sometown High School Forensics Team were attending a college sponsored debate tournament in the early fall of 2009 in Repeatedname, Washington.  During free time, the two started mock dueling with plastic swords outside Raid Hall on the Whatman College Campus.  During the dual, the students seem to have started fighting.  A student by the name of Teddy Turner tried to break up the fight.  All three students fell to the ground.  In the process, Mansfield’s eye was gouged out.  Repeatedname City Police have charged Hillsborough with Assault in the First Degree.  Hillsborough denies that his actions were criminal in nature.  In the alternative, he argues that if his actions were criminal, they constituted a lesser degree of assault. Earlier in the trial, the court determined that Hillsborough could be tried as an adult.

The two debate students were entered in parliamentary debate.  Never having participated in this type of debate before, the students researched the internet and discovered the so called “swords length rule,” a medieval rule that required members of parliament to maintain a sword’s length distance from each other during debate.  Finding this humorous, the two students brought mock hard plastic swords with them to the tournament. 

Witnesses claim that earlier in the day, Hillsborough and Mansfield had been fighting over the affections of a female debater by the name of Sylvia Love, a student from Closetown High School.  Unbeknownst to either Hillsborough or Mansfield, she had been “going” with both boys prior to the tournament.  When Hillsborough discovered the “double dating,” he demanded that she choose between them.  She chose Mansfield. Upon hearing her choice, Hillsborough exploded and, in a fit of rage, yelled, “You’ll be sorry!  You’ll both be real sorry!  I’ll get you.  And as for you my ex-friend, Jack, you’ll never see this relationship grow to anything.”  

Hillsborough told the investigating officer that after the incident with Love and Mansfield, but before the “sword fight,” he and Jack made amends and that their friendship was too strong to fall apart over some chick. 

Witness testimony is summarized below.

Jack Mansfield
Jack Mansfield testifies that it was his idea to bring the swords in the first place, but Martin Hillsborough actually brought them.  He and Martin have been friends since the second grade.  Over the years they have had several fights, but they’ve always worked things out eventually.  Martin has a real temper and a short fuse.  He can also hold a grudge.  Martin once refused to talk to a mutual friend by the name of Gregg Sedgeway for almost two years.  

Hillsborough approached Mansfield about “getting over this thing with Sylvia.”  Jack says he wasn’t really convinced that Hillsborough was “altogether okay with things yet.” 

The dual started out as fun.  “We were just messing around. You know, just blowing off steam between rounds.”  Hillsborough became irate when he was stuck in the stomach with the tip of my sword.  “He started acting like a jerk and kept poking me with that sword.  Teddy tried to calm him down and the next thing I know, Hillsborough yelled at me about shoving Sylvia, or something like that, shoved me to the ground and jumped on top of me.”  “I don’t know what went down next.  Everything just happened so fast.  One minute he was on top of me and the next minute my right eye felt like it exploded.  My eyes were both covered with blood.  I couldn’t see anything.”

Martin Hillsborough
Martin Hillsborough testifies that he and Jack Mansfield have been “off and on” friends since 2nd grade.  Mansfield can be a real jerk.  “I bet he knew about Sylvia all the time.”  Most of their fights have been over girls.  Hillsborough believes that Jack is really competitive.  “He’s over the limit.”  Hillsborough describes himself as being pretty easy going.  But Mansfield has no patience.  “He can be a flaming jerk when he wants to be.”  According to Hillsborough, the break up with Love was no big deal and he had seen it coming.  He also claims that everything was “cool” with Mansfield for at least a couple hours before the accident.  “Jack and I were just messing around with the swords.  I’d have never hurt the guy on purpose.”  But then Mansfield started taking things too seriously and stabbing at my chest.”  “I yelled at him not to shove me, and then I got mad and shoved him back.  Teddy thought we were fighting and jumped in.  When he tried to grab me, I lost my balance and fell over a little rock.  My sword slammed against the ground and thrust up into Jack’s eye.  That’s how his eye got poked out.  It was really gross. I’m really sorry.  I’d never have hurt him on purpose.  It was just a terrible accident.”

Sylvia Love
Sylvia is a senior at Closeby High.  However, she has known both the guys for a couple of years at least.  Her regular steady guy is Lance Bigstrong, captain of the football team.  She says the boys must have known “I was just flirting… they’re sophomores after all.”  “Sure we went on a couple of dates… me and Jack… me and Martin.  No big deal… just something to do until football season gets over.  I mean, I’m only in high school once you know.”  “It’s this way every year.  Football season gets going during the summer, and you’d never even know Lance had a girl friend.  You’d think he’d get jealous or something, but he never does.”  

“Martin started getting really clingy… almost like he thought I was actually serious about him.”  He went “ballistic” when I “chose” Jack, “even though I wasn’t choosing some life partner, you know.”  

According to Love, Martin has a violent temper and once slapped her while on a date just because she was flirting with a cute waiter at the restaurant.

Sylvia did not see the sword fight.  However, she knew they brought the swords.  “At first, I thought they brought them to “tick off” Coach Reynolds.  The old man has no sense of humor and is a real stickler for decorum.  He’s certainly not the type that would relish seeing toys in a debate round.  

Coach Donald Reynolds
Reynolds is in his 17th year of coaching forensics at Sometown High School.  He says that there is nothing he enjoys more.  He admits that the kids call him a “rule Nazi.”  He did not know about the swords.  “This is a classic example of what happens when the rules are broken.”  Reynolds would have confiscated the toys had he known about them.  He was judging a round when the “dual” happened.  Reynolds has had trouble with Martin Hillsborough fighting with other debaters ever since he joined the team in September.  He feels that Martin has had personality conflicts with almost everybody on the team. “I just hoped that exposure to our genteel sport would be a good influence on the boy.  However, he has never to my knowledge, ever hurt anybody.  He’s all talk and no action.”

Teddy Turner

Teddy Turner is a senior public forum debater at Sometown High.  He often acts with disgust towards Martin Hillsborough.  He blames Hillsborough for causing his own breakup with Hillsborough’s twin sister, Marie.  Marie had been on the team during her freshman year, but had quit in order to go out for cheerleading.  Turner prides himself on being the best dressed debater on the Sometown team.  His suits cost $4-500.00 a piece.  He says that he saw the sophomores acting stupid and tried to break them up.  He interjected himself between Martin and Jack and tried to grab Martin.  “Martin was yelling something about staying away from Sylvia Love.  When I grabbed him, he pushed me away, and then grabbed for Jack.  I fell in the mud, just ruining my new suit!  The next thing that I knew Martin was yelling about his eye.  When I turned and looked at him, he had blood in both eyes.  It was the grossest thing I’ve ever seen.”
Thomas (Tom) Maloney
Tom is a varsity policy/CX debater on the Closeby team.  He gave a really quick statement to the police.  According to what the police wrote down, both Jack and Martin had been bragging about dating Love.  It was only a matter of time before they discovered that she was just using them.  “The chick is a patent liar.  It was bound to happen.”

Tom claims to have seen the “breakup” incident and he says that Love was pretty haughty and rude.  “She’s always the same when she dumps some guy.”  “Most of the guys on our team have been through this before.  She hates clingy guys and Hillsborough’s got to be the clingiest kid that ever lived.”  “He kept acting like he owned her… yah, like that was going to work with Sylvia.”  “When she blew him off, he was like furious. He yelled something about getting them both… but I didn’t think he was serious.”

Stevey Douglas

Stevey Douglas is a value (LD) debater from Historical High School in Farout Montana.  Stevey was walking back to the postings when he saw two guys acting like “real dorks” and playing with plastic swords.  “I decided to stop and watch them make idiots of themselves.  I was standing on the Southeast corner of the field.  I saw the big guy (Hillsborough) charge at the short kid (Mansfield).  I think he pushed the short kid; at least it looked to me like he wanted to just nail that kid.”  

Stevey will testify that he “just knew” that there was going to be a fight and even started yelling “fight, fight, fight.”  “I heard the big kid yell at the smaller kid not to shove him, but hey the big kid was doing all of the shoving.”  After that, “everything happened so fast.  Some guy in a suit tried to intervene and break them up, but the big kid just threw him off into the mud.  It looked like something out of a comedy routine.  The little kid is on the ground yelling, ‘my eye, my eye.’ I ran and called 9-11.  I saw James Heartfelt, the tournament director run over.  When he got to the kids, he tried to administer some type of first aid.  But I’m the one who called 9-11 and no one even said thank you.”  

Cal Polilikes
Cal is a novice extemper.  He was on his way to an extemp round when he crossed the field in front of Raid.  “I heard someone yelling, ‘fight, fight, fight.’  I turned to see three kids who looked like they were wrestling with each other.  It looked like the little kid actually charged at the bigger kid and then the guy in the suit tried to intervene.  Two of the kids had these really stupid looking plastic swords.  I’m sure the bigger kid wanted to fight, but I don’t know that he wanted to actually poke the kid’s eye out.  He was flailing that sword around like he was some kind of ‘Ninja want to be.’  I heard him yell something about ‘his love’ before he attacked the smaller kid.”  

James Heartfelt

“I saw two high school screwballs monkeying around with toy swords out in front of Raid Hall.  I went out to tell the kids to knock it off, when their playing turned into a fight.  By the time I got to the kids, the smaller of the two boys (Mansfield), had the tip of the sword in his eye.  There was blood everywhere.  It was a mess.  Here’s this boy crying and shouting, ‘my eye, my eye’… and the bigger kid is yelling about how it serves him right or being shoved or something like that. I have no idea what he was talking about.  There was another kid there in a suit who had fallen in the mud and looked pretty angry about the whole situation.”  
Applicable Revised Code of Washington Statutory Provisions 
Regarding Assault

For More Information, See:  http://apps.leg.wa.gov/RCW/ 
	RCW 9A.08.010

General requirements of culpability.
	


(1) Kinds of Culpability Defined.

     (a) INTENT. A person acts with intent or intentionally when he or she acts with the objective or purpose to accomplish a result which constitutes a crime.

     (b) KNOWLEDGE. A person knows or acts knowingly or with knowledge when:

     (i) he or she is aware of a fact, facts, or circumstances or result described by a statute defining an offense; or

     (ii) he or she has information which would lead a reasonable person in the same situation to believe that facts exist which facts are described by a statute defining an offense.

     (c) RECKLESSNESS. A person is reckless or acts recklessly when he or she knows of and disregards a substantial risk that a wrongful act may occur and his or her disregard of such substantial risk is a gross deviation from conduct that a reasonable person would exercise in the same situation.

     (d) CRIMINAL NEGLIGENCE. A person is criminally negligent or acts with criminal negligence when he or she fails to be aware of a substantial risk that a wrongful act may occur and his or her failure to be aware of such substantial risk constitutes a gross deviation from the standard of care that a reasonable person would exercise in the same situation.

     (2) Substitutes for Criminal Negligence, Recklessness, and Knowledge. When a statute provides that criminal negligence suffices to establish an element of an offense, such element also is established if a person acts intentionally, knowingly, or recklessly. When recklessness suffices to establish an element, such element also is established if a person acts intentionally or knowingly. When acting knowingly suffices to establish an element, such element also is established if a person acts intentionally.

     (3) Culpability as Determinant of Grade of Offense. When the grade or degree of an offense depends on whether the offense is committed intentionally, knowingly, recklessly, or with criminal negligence, its grade or degree shall be the lowest for which the determinative kind of culpability is established with respect to any material element of the offense.

     (4) Requirement of Wilfulness Satisfied by Acting Knowingly. A requirement that an offense be committed wilfully is satisfied if a person acts knowingly with respect to the material elements of the offense, unless a purpose to impose further requirements plainly appears.

	RCW 9A.36.011

Assault in the first degree.
	


(1) A person is guilty of assault in the first degree if he or she, with intent to inflict great bodily harm:

     (a) Assaults another with a firearm or any deadly weapon or by any force or means likely to produce great bodily harm or death; or

     (b) Administers, exposes, or transmits to or causes to be taken by another, poison, the human immunodeficiency virus as defined in chapter 70.24 RCW, or any other destructive or noxious substance; or

     (c) Assaults another and inflicts great bodily harm.

     (2) Assault in the first degree is a class A felony.
	RCW 9A.36.021

Assault in the second degree.
	


(1) A person is guilty of assault in the second degree if he or she, under circumstances not amounting to assault in the first degree:

     (a) Intentionally assaults another and thereby recklessly inflicts substantial bodily harm; or

     (b) Intentionally and unlawfully causes substantial bodily harm to an unborn quick child by intentionally and unlawfully inflicting any injury upon the mother of such child; or

     (c) Assaults another with a deadly weapon; or

     (d) With intent to inflict bodily harm, administers to or causes to be taken by another, poison or any other destructive or noxious substance; or

     (e) With intent to commit a felony, assaults another; or

     (f) Knowingly inflicts bodily harm which by design causes such pain or agony as to be the equivalent of that produced by torture; or

     (g) Assaults another by strangulation.

     (2)(a) Except as provided in (b) of this subsection, assault in the second degree is a class B felony.

     (b) Assault in the second degree with a finding of sexual motivation under RCW 9.94A.835 or 13.40.135 is a class A felony.
	RCW 9A.36.031

Assault in the third degree.
	


(1) A person is guilty of assault in the third degree if he or she, under circumstances not amounting to assault in the first or second degree:

     (a) With intent to prevent or resist the execution of any lawful process or mandate of any court officer or the lawful apprehension or detention of himself or another person, assaults another; or

     (b) Assaults a person employed as a transit operator or driver, the immediate supervisor of a transit operator or driver, a mechanic, or a security officer, by a public or private transit company or a contracted transit service provider, while that person is performing his or her official duties at the time of the assault; or

     (c) Assaults a school bus driver, the immediate supervisor of a driver, a mechanic, or a security officer, employed by a school district transportation service or a private company under contract for transportation services with a school district, while the person is performing his or her official duties at the time of the assault; or

     (d) With criminal negligence, causes bodily harm to another person by means of a weapon or other instrument or thing likely to produce bodily harm; or

     (e) Assaults a firefighter or other employee of a fire department, county fire marshal's office, county fire prevention bureau, or fire protection district who was performing his or her official duties at the time of the assault; or

     (f) With criminal negligence, causes bodily harm accompanied by substantial pain that extends for a period sufficient to cause considerable suffering; or

     (g) Assaults a law enforcement officer or other employee of a law enforcement agency who was performing his or her official duties at the time of the assault; or

     (h) Assaults a peace officer with a projectile stun gun; or

     (i) Assaults a nurse, physician, or health care provider who was performing his or her nursing or health care duties at the time of the assault. For purposes of this subsection: "Nurse" means a person licensed under chapter 18.79 RCW; "physician" means a person licensed under chapter 18.57 or 18.71 RCW; and "health care provider" means a person certified under chapter 18.71 or 18.73 RCW who performs emergency medical services or a person regulated under Title 18 RCW and employed by, or contracting with, a hospital licensed under chapter 70.41 RCW.

     (2) Assault in the third degree is a class C felony.
	RCW 9A.36.041

Assault in the fourth degree.
	


(1) A person is guilty of assault in the fourth degree if, under circumstances not amounting to assault in the first, second, or third degree, or custodial assault, he or she assaults another.

     (2) Assault in the fourth degree is a gross misdemeanor.
 International Diplomacy Rules

PURPOSE:
The purpose of this event is to mimic diplomatic negotiations within a country. The countries represented are Spain, Germany and France. Each student must participate using, to the extent possible, the language of his/her country and all procedures, speeches and resolutions should be written or spoken, to the extent possible, in the native language of each applicable country. (Spanish, German or French) Lapses into English are allowed.  A student’s score is based fifty percent (50%) on mastery of the target language and fifty percent (50%) on participation in the chamber and resolution of the issues in controversy. Dictionaries are allowed. Each student shall represent a political party of each country and speak or vote accordingly. The goal is to settle the issue with a resolution that pleases all or the majority of the competitors in the chamber according to the values of the applicable party and/or the greater good of the competitor’s nation.

RULES OF THE CHAMBERS: 

1. Each member of the chamber should come prepared with speeches on the possible topics (see website) and a possible outline for legislation relating to the issues to be debated and voted upon. If competitors choose to do so, they may email copies of proposed legislation, as an attached Word document, to the tournament director.  All such legislation will be made available to registered competitors/schools.

Note: Speeches and legislation should reflect the views of the particular competitor’s chosen party, and be the student’s original work. The student is speaking as if s/he was a member of his/her chosen political party, not from his/her own point of view.

2. The chamber shall elect a student to act as Chair to run the chamber. Students shall be nominated and the majority vote wins. The Chairperson controls the chamber, order of speakers, debate and voting on resolutions. He or she also acts as timer for fellow students. Students shall also elect a Recorder in the same manner. The Recorder will record any changes to legislation put forth during debate as well as recording the final solution agreed upon after debate has ceased. Both the Chairperson and recorder must still represent their applicable parties with speeches on topics in the chamber. Should the Chairperson make a speech the Recorder shall act as temporary Chair.

3. Each Student will represent a specific Political party which s/he may choose from the list of parties (see below).
4. The order of speakers shall follow the political majority in the actual Parliament of each respective country and shall be announced the day of the tournament. Should a party be unrepresented, speech order moves on to the next party.

5. Speeches may not exceed five minutes.  Time signals will be given.  After one minute of speech the timer raises one finger, etc. Only in the last 30 seconds will the timer count down as is normal.

6. A questioning period may follow each question. There is no time limit to the questioning and it may continue until no one has questions. Questions may pertain either to the speech or the legislation put forth by that student. Questions and answers must be limited to one minute in duration. A speaker must consent to questions before being asked and may refuse to answer a question if he or she so desires. Both Recorder and Chairperson may participate in questioning.

7. After all the speeches have been given; a short two minute follow up speech is given by each member specifically supporting his or her own resolution. After these speeches, open debate on the resolutions begins.

8. First the Chairperson will ask if any one resolution is satisfactory to every party present. Remember, each person should vote on behalf of his or her political party and should not be too willing to make compromises that are not in accordance with the values of his/her chosen party. If no one resolution is satisfactory, the Chairperson will ask for a proposal of a new more satisfactory resolution from any member of the party. Anyone with such a proposal must first state his/her suggestion of a resolution then support it with a maximum one minute speech. Questions and counter proposals may be presented at any time if permission is attained. Permission to speak may be granted only by the Chairperson and both the Chairman and Recorder may and should remain active in debate.

9. The Recorder must carefully record all new propositions for later reference as well as from which party each suggestion came. Should an old resolution be cited, the Recorder must record from which party’s resolution it was cited.

10. Debate consisting of proposals and counter proposals continue until a satisfactory compromise has been reached by either the majority of or all parties present or until time runs out. The Recorder will read out the final resolution and the Chairperson will call for a vote by a show of hands. The majority vote is taken with both the Chairperson and the Recorder supplying their respective votes. The Recorder records the results including which students voted for and against the resolution. Abstaining is permitted.  

11. Once voting is finished, the Recorder leaves a final resolution with the judge for judging purposes as well as the results of the vote and which parties were for and against the resolution. The Chairperson convenes the chamber.

JUDGING:
1. Students shall be judged on their ability to speak the language and clarity of their speaking. This includes grammar, pronunciation, vocabulary, etc.

2. Students will also be judged on the content of their speeches. Do the speeches pertain to the topic? Are they in accordance with the views of the applicable party? Competitors will also be judged on their ability to speak confidently and ably, including volume, eye contact, fluidity of speech, tempo etc.

3. Students shall be judged on their conduct, politeness and adherence to procedure.

4. The Recorder and Chairperson will be given additional speaker points according to their ability and competence.

5. Students will also be judged based on the final resolution. Scores will be based upon whether or not students truly voted in their parties’ favor and adhered to their values as closely as possible. Points will be docked if the judge feels a student did not adequately uphold his or her party’s values. If a student’s resolution or suggestion is within the final document he or she may receive additional points.

Political Parties
German Political Parties

1. Sozialdemokratische Partei Deutschlands, SPD(Social Democratic Party)


2. Christlich Demokratische Union, CDU(Christian Democratic Union)

3. Freie Demokratische Partei, FDP(Free Democratic Party)

4. Die Linke (The Left)

5. Die Gruenen (The Greens)

6. Christlich-Soziale Union, CSU(Christian Social Union)

French Political Parties

1. Parti Socialiste, PS(Socialist Party)

2. Union pour un Mouvement Populaire, UMP(Union for a Popular Movement)

3. Union pour la Démocratie Française, UDF(Union for a French Democracy)

4. Parti Communiste Français, PCF(French Communist Party)
5. Les Verts, VEC(The Greens)
6. Front national, FN(The National Front)

7. Mouvement pour la France, MPF(The Movement for France)


8. Parti Radical de Gauche, PRG(The Left Radical Party)

Spanish Political Parties
1. Partido Socialista Obrero Español, PSOE (Spanish Socialist Workers' Party)

2. Partido Popular, PP(Popular Party)

3. Izquierda Unida, IU(United Left)
4. Convergència i Unión, CiU (Convergence and Unión)
5. Partido Nacionalista Vasco, PNV(Basque Nationalist Party)

6. Coalición Canaria, CC(Canarian Coalition)

7. Esquerra Republicana de Catalunya, ERC(Republican Left of Catalonia)

International Diplomacy Issues for 2010
Germany 

Solar Subsidies

Carbon Trade/Auctions

Banking (including bank bailouts) 

Immigration

German welfare reform

Education Tracking

Muslim headscarves in German state schools:

Regulation or ban of atomoxetine and/or other antidepressants 

Physician-Assisted Suicide, Euthanasia, and Christian Bioethics

Airport body scanners 

France 
Retouched photography (i.e. modification of the physical appearance of a person in an advertisements)

Mediterranean Union

Rainforest gold mining in French Guiana
Burka ban

Abu Dhabi Military Base

Basque separatists

International genocide and war crimes task force to be established in Paris
French troop surge in Afghanistan 

Sarkozy’s single world currency 

 Aging nuclear plants
Spain
Equal rights for women and employment quotas 

Bull fighting regulation and/or ban

The royal family slander vs. censorship 

African Spanish relations including immigration issues

Environmentally related taxes 

EU economic objectives and sanctions

Spanish abortion law

Anti-piracy measures

Catalonian Independence

Gibraltar

� It ought to go without saying, that Washington and North Idaho students in Open, JV and Novice chambers may obviously debate such legislation should it be offered.





� Note:  Champ Division Student Congress Competitors cannot be entered in policy debate.  They are eligible for any other style of non-congressional debate.  Champ Congress Competitors who make it to super congress will be scheduled for flight B of the first debate round to accommodate their late arrival. 





