The Honorable Thomas S. Foley International Diplomacy Competition 

Purpose of Competition and Fees:  

We are proud that this event is continuing to grow.  As many of you are aware several top winners in the World Language category at the annual Spokane Scholars Awards over the last few years have also been the winners of this event. 

The Honorable Thomas S. Foley International Diplomacy Competition was designed solely for the purpose of fostering the mastery of international languages in Northwest High Schools. Thus, schools without speech and debate programs are encouraged to participate in this competition and may do so without paying the $25.00 per student fee charged of students entering the full Forensics Competition. Schools without such programs are asked to pay $2.00 per student entered if possible to help defray the costs of hosting this event.  However, we will not deny entry to any school or student because of an inability to pay the $2.00 fee. If students from schools with active speech and debate programs desire to only enter this event, we would ask that such students pay the $2.00 rate if possible.  Schools that wish to build a new forensics/speech and debate program or put together a team just for the Foley Forensics Tournament are encouraged to contact the tournament director for special accommodations and fees. 
We have made changes to the rules to make International Diplomacy more “user friendly” for all competitors and hopefully to make the event more rewarding for all involved. The event should be enjoyable for any student in his or her third or fourth year in a world language course.  Students in their first or second year are encouraged to watch, and may participate if they desire to do so, but are unlikely to do well in the event as it is unlikely that such students will have mastered their target languages to the extent necessary to prevail in the competition. 
International diplomacy will coincide with congressional debate. Competitors may enter either congressional debate OR international diplomacy, but NOT both. 

OBJECTIVES:
The objective in this competition is to mimic diplomatic negotiations within a country. The countries represented are Spain, Germany, and  France. 
Each competitor must participate using the language of his/her chosen country and all procedures, speeches and resolutions must, to the extent possible, be written or spoken in the target language.  Sporadic lapses into English will not disqualify a student, but will be counted against him or her in the final judging. Half of each competitor’s score is based on his/her mastery of the target language and half of the score is based on  the student’s ability to negotiate solutions to the issues raised. (Spanish, German or French) Dictionaries in written or electronic form are allowed, but are the responsibility of the individual competitor (dictionaries will not be provided by the tournament). 

Each competitor shall represent a political party of his/her chosen country and speak or vote according to the views of the chosen party. The goal is to settle each issue with a resolution that satisfies all or the majority of the competitors in each applicable chamber for the greater good of the applicable “nation.” 

Computers 

Students will be allowed to use computers in round for note taking, the reading of speeches and looking up prepared evidence. Internet use will not be allowed.  Any competitor using the internet on a laptop, smart phone etc will be disqualified.  The use of computers is at the risk of the individual competitor. Power strips will not be provided for competitors. Students are not allowed to use computers that are currently in the classroom being used for competition. . Competitors who unplug objects in a classroom will be disqualified from the tournament. The tournament will not be liable for any computer crashes or technological issues.  Competitors are encouraged to bring paper copies of evidence and speeches so as to be prepared for computer malfunction. 
Legislation

Four pieces of legislation have been provided for each of the three target languages. Each competitor should select one of the pieces of legislation and translate it into the competitor/student’s target language.  The translation will be graded as part of the competitor/student’s score.  These should be brought to the tournament. 
RULES OF THE CHAMBERS: 
Preliminary Rounds:

1. Each member of the chamber should be prepared to speak on the preliminary resolutions that are posted on the tournament website and attached to these rules. Note: the speeches and resolutions should reflect the views of the particular competitor’s chosen country and party, and be that contestant’s original work. The student is speaking as if s/he was an actual member of the chosen political party and a citizen/legislator from the chosen country.

2. The chamber shall elect a student to act as chair to run the chamber for each hour.  Competitors shall be nominated by other students in the chamber. Each chair will preside for approximately one hour. The chamber may have a different election each hour or hold all of the elections at one time. The Chair should control the chamber, order of speakers, debate and voting on resolutions. He or she should also time the speeches made in the chamber.  
3. Each competitor will choose to represent a specific political party from the applicable nation (France, Germany, and Spain).  The political parties are to be chosen from the list posted on the website and attached to these rules.   
4. Speeches may not exceed three minutes in length.  A one minute questioning time will be allowed following each speaker. Any member of the chamber may stand to obtain permission of the chair to ask the speaker one question during this time. The chair will give time signals. 
5. At any time, any competitor may rise (stand)  to ask the chair to go into informal conference.  If the majority of the chamber wishes to do so, the competitors will informally discuss the legislation amongst themselves. When it appears to the chair that competitors have had sufficient time to discuss the issues in the informal setting, the chair shall call the chamber back into (normal) session.  
6. Debate consisting of arguments, proposals and counter proposals shall continue until a satisfactory compromise has been reached by a majority of competitors present or until time runs out. When the majority of the chamber believes that a satisfactory resolution to the legislation may be reached, the chair will conduct a vote.  Each competitor has one vote. Abstaining is permitted. Majority rule prevails. The chair may only vote in a tie. 
JUDGING:
In the preliminary session, there will be one judge (an applicable world language teacher or speaker) who will rank each chamber at the conclusion of each session of the competition from 1-9.  No student may be scored/ranked lower than a 9. Each judge’s ranking/scoring of students should be based on the following criteria. 

1. Students shall be judged on their ability to speak the language and upon the clarity of their speaking. This includes grammar, pronunciation, vocabulary, etc. Mastery of the target language should constitute fifty percent of  each competitor’s score/ranking. 
2. Students will also be judged on the content of their speeches. Does the speech pertain to the topic? Is it in accordance with the views of the chosen political party? Competitors’ abilities to speak confidently and ably, including volume, eye contact, fluidity of speech, tempo etc. will be considered by the judge in making his or her ranking. 
3. During a competitor’s time as chair, s/he shall be judged upon her/his ability to control the chamber and upon her/his ability to speak in the target language. 

4. The judge shall also consider each competitor’s decorum, politeness, persuasiveness, and adherence to these rules. 
6. Individual ballots will be completed for the purposes of helping students who may wish to compete in this event again in the future and for the rewarding of National Forensics League points for National Forensics League members. These speeches shall be scored on a 1-6 point basis. Translated resolutions will also be scored on a 1-6 basis and count as one speech. However, the individual ballots need not be considered by the judge(s) in ranking the chamber. As with student congress, ranking of the chamber is at the discretion of the judge(s). 

At the end of the preliminary session, the judge of each chamber will add the rankings of each of the competitors.  The four top competitors will proceed to the Final or UN Session. In the case of a tie, the judge’s independent choice after considering the above criteria (based upon each competitor’s conduct throughout both preliminary rounds) will decide who advances to the final round. 

FINAL “UN SECURITY SESSION” ROUND

1. The top four competitors of each of the target languages will meet for the final round which will be a mock UN Security Council Meeting. 

2. A presiding chair will be provided to the session.  This person will speak in English simply for ease of facilitating the debate and negotiations. 

3. The presiding chair will read a note to the Security Council.  For the purposes of preparation, competitors will only be told the following prior to the final round.

a. The note will involve a request for the imposition of economic sanctions arising out of an international crisis.  Competitors should be familiar with arguments both for and against economic sanctions, especially as they might affect the economy of their own applicable target language countries. Note:  In opposing the imposition of economic sanctions, a student competitor may propose any alternative(s) that s/he wishes to impose including military options. 
4. There will be four judges in the final session, including each of the three target language judges from the preliminary rounds and a special guest judge, Mr. John Klekas, who is a veteran of the United States Foreign Service, who served our country honorably in posts throughout Europe for over thirty-four years.
5. Each competitor must speak to the extent possible in his/her target language.

6. Judging of competitors will be on the same criteria as the preliminary sessions.  
7. When any competitor speaks, the judge of his/her target language will translate the speech into English for the benefit of the other competitors in the room.
8. At the conclusion of the final session, all  judges will meet to rank the winners. As opposed to other types of debate, the judges are instructed to talk with and work with each other to come up with a list of the five best competitors. Awards will be given for first place, second place, third place, and two finalists. 
9. Good luck and have fun!
International Diplomacy Attachment A - Choices of 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

Legislation
French

Legislation
A Resolution to Require the Teaching of

“Anti-communautarist” Concepts and Philosophies
in French Public Schools

WHEREAS, In France, no group can declare religious freedom or respect of religious traditions as a mean for maintaining a lifestyle, schooling or social customs that would be visibly different than that of the majority; and

WHEREAS, Many French citizens view, as morally unacceptable, the maintenance of separate communities (e.g. Jewish, Arab, Polish, Greek); and

WHEREAS, Many societies in the world, different groups of citizens maintain and even accentuate their differences without “fraying the fabric” of their countries;  and

WHEREAS, In France, a large majority of citizens would view the maintenance and or accentuation of group differences as contrary to the doctrine of "communautarism"; and

WHEREAS, In the modern global world, the French people should embrace the differences of various groups within the nation; and

WHEREAS, French children absorb "communautarism" from their home, parents, schools, neighborhoods, and communities; now, therefore, be it

RESOLVED,
By the chamber here assembled that anti-communautarist” concepts and philosophies be required to be taught in public schools.  

Introduced by TSFFTID Committee  

A Resolution that the Nation of France Should Call for the European Union to Abandon the Euro

WHEREAS, The euro is not an end in itself.  Rather, the single currency is just an instrument, aimed at promoting economic prosperity and political harmony across Europe; and

WHEREAS, There is mounting evidence that the Euro is accomplishing the opposite of its stated purpose; and

WHEREAS, After roughly a decade we are discovering that a single currency area, uniting different countries with different levels of economic development – and very different political cultures is inherently flawed; and

WHEREAS, Despite the fact that reasons of pride, fear, ideology and the personal 

political survival of politicians, it has been extremely hard for European leaders to accept that the euro is a large part of the problem, we must accept the fact that the euro is causing the very problems that it was designed to solve; now, therefore, be it

RESOLVED,
By this body here assembled that the Nation of France should hereby call for the European Union to formally abandon the Euro.  

Introduced by TSFFTID Committee  

A Resolution Stating that the Nation of France Should Recognize the ETA as a Legitimate Non-Terrorist Organization and Work With the ETA Toward a Peaceful Settlement of the Issue of Basque Separation.  

WHEREAS, Euskadi Ta Askatasuna (“Basque Homeland and Freedom”), or ETA, has been a militant separatist organization, which was founded in 1959 with the goal of establishing an independent Basque state encompassing sections of southern France and northern Spain and; 

WHEREAS, The ETA has been considered a terrorist organization by both the European Union and the US State Department; and

WHEREAS, The ETA has killed more than 825 people in recent decades in its campaign for an independent Basque homeland; and

WHEREAS, On Oct. 20, 2011, the group declared a unilateral end to its campaign of bombings and shootings, saying it wished to seize “an historical opportunity to reach a just and democratic resolution” of the conflict; and

WHEREAS, The ETA’s statement followed an appeal issued by a group of informal peace negotiators which included Kofi Annan, the former secretary general of the United Nations and Gerry Adams, the leader of the Irish nationalist group Sinn Fein, which state that “it is time to end, and possible to end, the last armed confrontation in Europe.”; and

WHEREAS,  All peoples should have an opportunity to self determination and self government; now, therefore, be it

RESOLVED,
By the chamber here assembled that the government of France should recognize the ETA as a legitimate non-terrorist political organization and should work with the ETA towards effecting a true peace settlement of the issue of Basque separation. 

Introduced by TSFFTID Committee  

A Resolution Opposing Coordinated EU Immigration Policies

WHEREAS, The Nation of France has been faced with the problem of immigration by an influx of citizens from former soviet states; and

WHEREAS, The Nation of France like other member states of the European Union has tried to halt this problem by working with the European Union to coordinate joint policies; and

WHEREAS, Increases in illegal immigration can lead to increased crime; and

WHEREAS, Increases in illegal immigration can lead to increased unemployment of French citizens; and

WHEREAS, Immigration has been on the rise throughout Western Europe since the 1960’s; and

WHEREAS, The European Union is currently working on three directives which form 


the so-called ‘Legal Migration Package”i.e. the Single Permit, 
which would authorize third-country nationals to reside in the EU and establish a common platform of rights for holders of the permit; a directive on seasonal workers; and a directive on intra-corporate transfers (ICTs); and

WHEREAS, The European Union has failed to date to coordinate an effective EU immigration policy to protect the Nation of France and other member nations and that the “Legal Migration Package” is unlikely to meet the needs of EU member states including the Nation of France for protection from illegal immigration; now, therefore, be it

RESOLVED,
By this chamber here assembled that the Nation of France should oppose any EU directives with respect to a coordinated EU immigration policy and support the right of EU member nations, including the Nation of France, to form individual national policies respecting immigration.

Introduced by TSFFTID Committee  

German 

Legislation
A Resolution Requesting
German President Christian Wulff to Resign

WHEREAS, German President Christian Wulff failed to disclose a €500,000 loan which he received from the wife of a business friend; and

WHEREAS, When he realized that Germany’s biggest-selling newspaper Bild was about to publish details of the loan, he called the paper’s editor and left a furious message on the answering machine; and

WHEREAS, Such actions amount to an intimidation of the press; and

WHEREAS, Such actions are beneath the dignity expected of the president; and

WHEREAS, Such actions are contrary to the conduct expected of the president; and

WHEREAS, Such actions place the country in a negative light in issues of international esteem; now, therefore, be it

RESOLVED,
By this body here assembled that President Christian Wulff should be formally asked to resign his post. 

Introduced by TSFFTID Committee  

A Resolution that the Nation of Germany Should Call for the European Union to Abandon the Euro

WHEREAS, The euro is not an end in itself.  Rather, the single currency is just an instrument, aimed at promoting economic prosperity and political harmony across Europe; and

WHEREAS, There is mounting evidence that the Euro is accomplishing the opposite of its stated purpose; and

WHEREAS, After roughly a decade we are discovering that a single currency area, uniting different countries with different levels of economic development – and very different political cultures is inherently flawed; and

WHEREAS, Despite the fact that reasons of pride, fear, ideology and the personal 

political survival of politicians, it has been extremely hard for European leaders to accept that the euro is a large part of the problem, we must accept the fact that the euro is causing the very problems that it was designed to solve; now, therefore, be it

RESOLVED,
By this body here assembled that the Nation of Germany should hereby call for the European Union to formally abandon the Euro.  

Introduced by TSFFTID Committee  

A Resolution in Opposition to

 Further German Bailouts of Spain

WHEREAS, Greece, Ireland, Portugal, and Spain has a total debt which could exceed

 €1.7927 trillion with €1.2677 trillion debt owing to foreign claims; and

WHEREAS, Germany has loaned Spain €169.7646 billion and France has loaned Spain €157.9753 billion; and

WHEREAS, Germany had over €117.8921 billion in loans to Ireland and gave them a bailout of €73.0931billion; and
WHEREAS, German citizens should not have to pay taxes to support other countries whose spending and financial practices have caused such other countries to experience economic hardship; now, therefore, be it

RESOLVED,
By this chamber here assembled that the Nation of Germany should not provide any further financial loans or bailouts of any type to Spain. 

Introduced by TSFFTID Committee  

A Resolution Opposing Coordinated EU Immigration Policies

WHEREAS, The Nation of Germany has been faced with the problem of immigration by an influx of citizens from former soviet states; and

WHEREAS, The Nation of Germany like other member states of the European Union has tried to halt this problem by working with the European Union to coordinate joint policies; and

WHEREAS, Increases in illegal immigration can lead to increased crime; and

WHEREAS, Increases in illegal immigration can lead to increased unemployment of German citizens; and

WHEREAS, Immigration has been on the rise throughout Western Europe since the 1960’s; and

WHEREAS, The European Union is currently working on three directives which form 


the so-called ‘Legal Migration Package”i.e. the Single Permit, 
which would authorize third-country nationals to reside in the EU and establish a common platform of rights for holders of the permit; a directive on seasonal workers; and a directive on intra-corporate transfers (ICTs); and

WHEREAS, The European Union has failed to date to coordinate an effective EU immigration policy to protect the Nation of Germany and other member nations and that the “Legal Migration Package” is unlikely to meet the needs of EU member states including the Nation of Germany for protection from illegal immigration; now, therefore, be it

RESOLVED,
By this chamber here assembled that the Nation of Germany should oppose any EU directives with respect to a coordinated EU immigration policy and support the right of EU member nations, including the Nation of Germany, to form individual national policies respecting immigration.

Introduced by TSFFTID Committee  

Spanish 

Legislation

A Resolution to Rescind the Prior Government’s Authorization of Natural Gas Drilling 

Off of the Malaga Coastline

WHEREAS, Tourism is essential to the economy of Costa del Sol; and

WHEREAS, Repsol plans to drill for natural gas off the Malaga coastline; and

WHEREAS, The previous government’s approval of such drilling was ill advised; and

WHEREAS, An ecological accident/disaster off the Malaga coastline could destroy the Malagan province’s tourism industry; and

WHEREAS, The people of the province of Malaga are opposed to the drilling; now, therefore, be it

RESOLVED,
By this chamber here assembled that the prior government’s approval of Repsol’s request to drill natural gas off the Malaga coastline be rescinded. 

Introduced by TSFFTID Committee  

A Resolution that the Nation of Spain Should Call for the European Union to Abandon the Euro

WHEREAS, The euro is not an end in itself.  Rather, the single currency is just an instrument, aimed at promoting economic prosperity and political harmony across Europe; and

WHEREAS, There is mounting evidence that the Euro is accomplishing the opposite of its stated purpose; and

WHEREAS, After roughly a decade we are discovering that a single currency area, uniting different countries with different levels of economic development – and very different political cultures is inherently flawed; and

WHEREAS, Despite the fact that reasons of pride, fear, ideology and the personal 

political survival of politicians, it has been extremely hard for European leaders to accept that the euro is a large part of the problem, we must accept the fact that the euro is causing the very problems that it was designed to solve; now, therefore, be it

RESOLVED,
By this body here assembled that the Nation of Spain should hereby call for the European Union to formally abandon the Euro.  

Introduced by TSFFTID Committee  

A Resolution Stating that the Nation of Spain Should Recognize the ETA as a Legitimate Non-Terrorist Organization and Work With the ETA Toward a Peaceful Settlement of the Issue of Basque Separation.  

WHEREAS, Euskadi Ta Askatasuna (“Basque Homeland and Freedom”), or ETA, has been a militant separatist organization, which was founded in 1959 with the goal of establishing an independent Basque state encompassing sections of northern Spain and southern France; and

WHEREAS, The ETA has been considered a terrorist organization by both the European Union and the US State Department; and

WHEREAS, The ETA has killed more than 825 people in recent decades in its campaign for an independent Basque homeland; and

WHEREAS, On Oct. 20, 2011, the group declared a unilateral end to its campaign of bombings and shootings, saying it wished to seize “an historical opportunity to reach a just and democratic resolution” of the conflict; and

WHEREAS, The ETA’s statement followed an appeal issued by a group of informal peace negotiators which included Kofi Annan, the former secretary general of the United Nations and Gerry Adams, the leader of the Irish nationalist group Sinn Fein, which state that “it is time to end, and possible to end, the last armed confrontation in Europe.”; and

WHEREAS,  All peoples should have an opportunity to self determination and self government; now, therefore, be it

RESOLVED,
By the chamber here assembled that the government of Spain should recognize the ETA as a legitimate non-terrorist political organization and should work with the ETA towards effecting a true peace settlement of the issue of Basque separation. 

Introduced by TSFFTID Committee  

A Resolution Opposing Coordinated EU Immigration Policies

WHEREAS, The Nation of Spain has been faced with the problem of immigration by an influx of citizens from former soviet states; and

WHEREAS, The Nation of Spain like other member states of the European Union has tried to halt this problem by working with the European Union to coordinate joint policies; and

WHEREAS, Increases in illegal immigration can lead to increased crime; and

WHEREAS, Increases in illegal immigration can lead to increased unemployment of Spanish citizens; and

WHEREAS, Immigration has been on the rise throughout Western Europe since the 1960’s; and

WHEREAS, The European Union is currently working on three directives which form 


the so-called ‘Legal Migration Package”i.e. the Single Permit, 
which would authorize third-country nationals to reside in the EU and establish a common platform of rights for holders of the permit; a directive on seasonal workers; and a directive on intra-corporate transfers (ICTs); and

WHEREAS, The European Union has failed to date to coordinate an effective EU immigration policy to protect the Nation of Spain and other member nations and that the “Legal Migration Package” is unlikely to meet the needs of EU member states including the Nation of Spain for protection from illegal immigration; now, therefore, be it

RESOLVED,
By this chamber here assembled that the Nation of Spain should oppose any EU directives with respect to a coordinated EU immigration policy and support the right of EU member nations, including the Nation of Spain, to form individual national policies respecting immigration.

Introduced by TSFFTID Committee  

1

