The 2014 Thomas S. Foley Memorial
International Diplomacy Competition 

Purpose of Competition:  

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 Thomas S. Foley Memorial 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. 
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 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

Three pieces of legislation and two question for consideration and possible legislation have been provided for each of the three target languages. Each competitor may select one of the pieces of legislation and translate it into the competitor/student’s target language prior to the tournament.  The translation will be graded equivalent to one “speech” and will be counted in the applicable competitor/student’s score.  Any translations should be brought to the tournament. A student may if s/he desires, prepare a piece of legislation in his/her target legislation with respect to either of the questions for consideration and possible legislation and count that document as his/her “translation.”
RULES OF THE CHAMBERS: 
Preliminary Rounds:

1. Each member of the chamber should be prepared to speak on the three preliminary resolutions and two questions for consideration and possible legislation 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. An informal conference will be scored as a “speech” with each student receiving credit, and being scored for, one “speech” during the period of the informal conference.
7. Diplomacy consisting of discussions, 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. 
8. The resolutions and questions for discussion may be discussed in any order preferred by the majority of contestants in the chamber. The contestants are not required to discuss all of the preliminary issues. 
9. A chamber may, but need not, prepare a written piece of legislation resolving either or both of the questions for consideration and possible legislation. 
JUDGING:
In the preliminary session, there will be one judge (an applicable world language teacher or speaker) who will rank the top seven (7) competitors in each applicable chamber at the conclusion of the entire preliminary competition 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 a competitor’s speeches pertain to the topic? Are they 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, for the rewarding of National Forensics League points for National Forensics League members, and for the purposes of comparing International Diplomacy points with Congressional Debate points for the purpose of the Foley Speaker’s Award. The competitor ballots count one hour of diplomacy or one translated piece of legislation as equivalent to one congressional debate speech and shall be scored on a 1-6 point basis (although session one is just short of two hours, we ask judges to credit students for two full hours).

Please Note:

(1) The individual ballots need not be considered by the judge(s) in ranking the chamber. Ranking of the chamber is at the discretion of the judge(s). The judge’s ranking, not the individual ballots, will determine which students advance to the Final or UN Session. 
(2) Preliminary session individual ballots determine student scores for purposes of competiting with congressional debaters for the Foley Speaker’s Award. 
(3) International Diplomacy Students may earn the equivalent of five scored congressional speeches i.e. one “speech credit” for each of the four hours in the 
For the purposes of the Foley Speaker’s Award, this should make the two events equal, as most congressional debaters will only be able to speak four to five times in four hours of preliminary debate. However, if the numbers of any particular chamber either of congress or of international diplomacy, is significantly off base with other chambers, then average scores will be used to compare scores for the Foley Speaker’s Award (e.g. if one congressional chamber gave an average of six  or seven speeches, it would be unfair to give that chamber an advantage over others, or if vice versa, no congressional debaters were able to give more than two speeches, it would likewise be unfair to present the main tournament award based on totals earned in such widely divergent chambers. 
At the end of the preliminary session, the four top competitors from each of the target languages will proceed to the Final or UN Session.  

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 UN Peacekeepers be sent to an area undergoing a current international crisis.  Competitors should be familiar with arguments both for and against the use of UN peacekeepers. Note:  In opposing the imposition of UN Peacekeepers, a student competitor may propose any alternative(s) that s/he wishes to impose (e.g. economic sanctions etc.). 
4. Each of the three judges from the preliminary session will serve as judges in the final session.
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. The competitor should explain in English to the applicable target language judge what s/he is going to be arguing. This should be done to help the judge in the translation (i.e. to prevent contestant language errors from affecting the debate).
9. 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. 
10. Good luck and have fun!
Schedule for International Diplomacy
Friday, February 7, 2014
AM                WSU Spokane Campus
7:15                International Diplomacy Session 1
9:00                 Break
9:15                 International Diplomacy Session 2 
11:15               Congressional Luncheon/Reception [Complimentary]
12:15               International Diplomacy Final UN Security Council Session
2:05                All Events other than Champ Level Congress Travel to University HS for the 


remainder of the Tournament

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 in Support of Anti-Prostitution Legislation
WHEREAS, Women’s Minister, Najat Vallaud-Belkacem, has stated that the women (and sometimes men) who are  recruited into prostitution in France are “bought and sold, swapped, detained, raped and tortured, deceived, trafficked and despoiled”;  and

WHEREAS,  In 2010, the number of full-time male and female prostitutes in France was estimated at 20,000 to 30,000; and

WHEREAS,  It is estimated that ninety percent of prostitutes working the streets in France are foreigners, up from twenty percent in 1990; and
WHEREAS,  Most foreign prostitutes working in France are trafficked from Romania, Bulgaria, Nigeria and China by prostitution rings; and
WHEREAS,  Many such foreign trafficked prostitutes and their families are subjected to violence; and
WHEREAS,  On December 4, 2013, the National Assembly passed a bill fining clients of prostitutes, which would impose fines of at least €1,500 on clients caught paying for sexual relations; and 
WHEREAS, The bill has yet to pass the Senate; now, therefore, be it

RESOLVED,
By this body here assembled that the French Senate should pass the anti-prostitution law.
Introduced by TSFFTID Committee  

A Resolution Calling for The French Republic to

 Legalize Euthanasia
WHEREAS, In February, 2013, France's medical ethics council recommended that assisted suicide be allowed in exceptional cases; and

WHEREAS,  France already legalizes passive euthanasia, where a person causes death by withholding or withdrawing treatment that is necessary to maintain life; and
WHEREAS, Euthanasia allows doctors themselves to administer the lethal doses of 


medicine; and

WHEREAS,  A panel (the so-called "Conference of Citizens") set up at the request of President Francois Hollande recommended legalizing assisted suicide in France; and
WHEREAS,  The Conference of Citizens found that, "The possibility of committing medically assisted suicide... is, in our eyes, a legitimate right of a patient close to death or suffering from a terminal pathology, based first and foremost on their lucid consent and complete awareness"; now, therefore, be it

RESOLVED,
By this body here assembled that the French Republic legalize euthanasia.
Introduced by TSFFTID Committee  

A Resolution Calling for The French Republic to Repeal the Electronic Surveillance Law
WHEREAS, The French Republic, in December of 2013, passed an electronic surveillance law which markedly expands electronic surveillance of French residents; and

WHEREAS, The law was passed without a parliamentary commission or a real public debate; and
WHEREAS, The law lacks judicial oversight; and 
WHEREAS,  The law poses a threat to business and is an encroachment on individual privacy rights; now, therefore, be it

RESOLVED,
By this body here assembled that The French Republic should repeal the Electronic Surveillance Law passed in December of 2013. 
Introduced by TSFFTID Committee  

France - Questions for Consideration and Possible Legislation

1) What, if any, actions should the French Republic take with respect to anti-Semitic and defamatory material and gestures by French comedian Dieudonné M'Bala M'Bala,? 

2) Should the French Republic adopt substantial austerity measures?
German 

Legislation
A Resolution that the Federal Republic of Germany Should Allow Gay and Lesbian Marriage
WHEREAS, Germany recognized civil unions for gay and lesbian couples in 2001, but such couples still lack many of the rights and benefits of straight couples; and

WHEREAS, Tax disparities still exist between heterosexual partners and gay/lesbian civil unions; and 
WHEREAS, The majority of German citizens support gay/lesbian marriage; 
now, therefore, be it

RESOLVED,
By this body here assembled that the Federal Republic of Germany should grant marriage equality to gay and lesbian citizens.
Introduced by TSFFTID Committee  

A Resolution that the Federal Republic of Germany Should take substantial and Immediate Steps to Stop Acid Rain/Deposition
WHEREAS, Acid rain/deposition is rain or snow consisting of water droplets that are unusually acidic because of atmospheric pollution - most notably the excessive amounts of sulfur and nitrogen released by cars and industrial processes; and

WHEREAS, The gases responsible for acid rain/deposition are normally byproduct of electric power generation and the burning of coal; and 
WHEREAS, Both aquatic bodies and forests can be significantly impacted by acid rain/deposition; and
WHEREAS, It has been estimated that half of the forests in Germany have already been damaged by acid rain/deposition; now, therefore, be it

RESOLVED,
By this body here assembled that the Federal Republic of Germany should take immediate and substantial steps to help prevent acid rain/deposition.
Introduced by TSFFTID Committee  

A Resolution Rescinding German Statutes of Limitations With Respect to Nazi Art Theft
WHEREAS, A 1997 study estimated that approximately 100,000 pieces of art which were stolen from Jewish owners by members of the Nazi Party during World War II were still missing.; and

WHEREAS, It is believed that many pieces of stolen Jewish art  are currently being held by private investors and museums; and 
WHEREAS, It is believed that many persons who are aware of the location of stolen Jewish art are simply waiting the for the expiration of the applicable statues of limitations; and
WHEREAS, If the various statues of limitations are allowed to expire, the rightful Jewish owners of such stolen art will be forever deprived of their property; 
now, therefore, be it

RESOLVED,
By this body here assembled that the Federal Republic of Germany should immediately rescind any and all statues of limitations regarding the theft of Jewish art during the period of the Holocaust. .
Introduced by TSFFTID Committee  

Germany Questions for Consideration and Possible Legislation

1) How should Germany deal with the problem of its aging infrastructure?

2)  How should Germany respond to revelations of American NSA phone tapping?

Spanish 

Legislation

A Resolution for the Kingdom of Spain to Officially Call for a Common EU Response to Stop Illegal Immigration 
WHEREAS, a rising number of migrants have been risking death by daring to cross the waters of the Mediterranean in unseaworthy water craft; and

WHEREAS,  the Kingdom of Spain has taken measures to reduce illegal immigration by way of the Canary Islands, only to face massive increases in illegal immigration across the Strait of Gibraltar; and 
WHEREAS, illegal entry into the Kingdom of Spain results in increased illegal immigration throughout the European Union; now, therefore, be it 
RESOLVED,
By this body here assembled that the Kingdom of Spain should officially call for the European Union to create a common plan of action to stop illegal immigration into EU member nations. 
Introduced by TSFFTID Committee  

A Resolution that the Kingdom of Spain Should Rescind Legislation Designed to Decrease Government Support of Solar Energy 
WHEREAS, Prior Spanish law had offered attractive rates for solar energy and promised that such rates would be in effect for twenty-five years; and

WHEREAS, The current Spanish government seeks to drop the per-kilowatt-hour payment system altogether and effectively impose retroactive cuts in payments; and 
WHEREAS, The current Spanish government is seeking to impose the so called “sun tax,” which would require solar power producers to pay a charge on electricity they generate and use themselves; and
WHEREAS, The current Spanish government’s plans will adversely affect the growth of the solar power industry in the Kingdom of Spain; and 

WHEREAS,  Solar power is safe and renewable; now, therefore, be it

RESOLVED,
By this body here assembled that the Kingdom of Spain should rescind all planned policies to decrease government support of solar energy. 
Introduced by TSFFTID Committee  

A Resolution that the Kingdom of Spain 
Should Support a Woman’s Right to Abortion 
WHEREAS,
The prior Spanish government made abortion widely legal before the 14th week; and

WHEREAS, The current Spanish government is seeking to tighten restrictions on abortion so as to allow the practice only in the case of rape or when there is a serious health risk to the mother or fetus; and 
WHEREAS, The issue of abortion is rightfully an issue between a woman, her doctor, and her conscience; now, therefore, be it

RESOLVED, By this body here assembled that the Kingdom of Spain should recognize a woman’s right to choose whether or not to have an abortion.
Introduced by TSFFTID Committee  

Spain Questions for Consideration and Possible Legislation

1) What, if any, actions should the Spanish central government take with respect to recent revelations that the American National Security Agency has collected data on 60 million telephone calls in Spain. 

2) How should the Spanish central government respond to the ETA?

�Transportation to University HS is provided by the tournament.
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