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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 5-7, 2009, 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.  Three awards ceremonies will be held, culminating in the Closing Awards Ceremony following the Congressional Reception on Saturday evening.  Please note that the reception is open to ALL Foley participants regardless of whether they participated in student congress. Sweepstakes awards will be computed on a proportional basis to ensure that small teams are able to compete on an equal basis with large school programs. 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. 
In lieu of the fact that many forensics programs are experiencing financial hardships in these tough economic times, the fact that this is a non-profit tournament, and because the Foley tournament offers students an opportunity to compete in a number of events which are not offered at most tournaments, we have instituted the “E ticket” which allows students to enter as many events as they wish up to the tournament limit without adding to the costs which must be borne by the applicable student’s school.  Please advise your students of the tournament website http://www.cvsd.org/university/foley_debate.asp so that they may review the various events and other tournament rules on their own time; hopefully making it easier for you to prepare without having to answer the same question several times (. 
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: Friday, January 30, 2009, at 5:00 p.m. Changes in school registrations (Add/Drops) will be accepted until 5:00 p.m. Tuesday, February 3, 2009. 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 5:00 p.m. on Tuesday, February 3, 2009. After 5PM on Tuesday, all drops or other concerns must be emailed to the tournament director at dsmithy@cvsd.org.  Please also copy any such changes to the TAB room director at rrice@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, Friday, January 30, 2009. 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.
Maximum School Entry Limits 
Each school may enter the following:
Squads: Multiple squads may be entered on a first come first serve basis.  Additional squads will be added to your original entry after all 1st squads have been entered.  Sweepstakes will be determined on a proportional basis so that small schools can compete with large schools on an even basis.

Student Congress:  No limitations.
Debate: 12 entries per squad.  A Policy, Public Forum, or Parliamentary/Oregon Public team counts as two (2) entries.  Each LD student counts as one (1) entry.
International Diplomacy: 3 entries per school (up to one representing each of the represented world languages i.e. German, French, and Spanish).
Individual Events: 35 entries spread over both novice and open divisions.

Special Needs Students: Please specify on your entry if you have any students with special needs so that we may prepare to meet your students’ individual requirements.
Maximum Individual Student Limits
All students may enter student congress and one other debate activity (Policy, LD, Public Forum, Parliamentary/Oregon Public “Parli” Debate, or International Diplomacy).  Each school may choose up to two “debate teams” which will be allowed to enter either LD or PF and also enter “Parli” debate.  Students entered in policy and International Diplomacy are strictly limited to that chosen debate style.  If a student is “co-entered in LD or PF and Parli and also attempting to compete for the Foley Speaker’s Award, s/he must choose which debate event that s/he wishes to be tracked in for the Speaker’s Award and that information must be submitted to the tournament director (see information below on designating students competing for the Foley Award).  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. 
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 varsity/open level;

2. The competitor must compete in student congress;

3. The competitor must compete in another form of debate in addition to student congress/legislative debate (Note:  Neither SPAR nor International Diplomacy will 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. Washington, The Inland Empire NFL District and the Greater Spokane League 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. 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.
Congress Divisions:  
Champ:  To be eligible for the champ division, a competitor must have 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 with at least two of such times occurring in the current debate competitive season.

Open:  This division is open to all competitors regardless of experience. 
Junior Varsity:  This division is open to all students with limited student congress experience (individual coach’s preference) and to first year students who have broken to super congress two or more tournaments or who have placed in the top third of two or more tournaments which do not break to super congress. 

Novice:  This division is limited to first year novice student congress competitors.  Competitors who have made it to super congress in two or more tournaments or who have placed in the top third of tournaments which do not offer super congress are asked to enter the junior varsity division. 
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 2008/2009 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 2009 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 2009 February National Forensics League topic will be used, which will be available on the NFL website.  
Oregon Public “Parli” Debate:  We will provide novice and open divisions in Oregon Public “Parli” Debate.  
Oregon Public Debate is a 2-on-2 team competition.  Rather than focusing on research, the debate focuses on persuasion, emphasizing arguments, and improving extemporaneous speaking skills. At the beginning of each round, debaters will receive three topics allowing each team to strike one (topics will range from serious to slightly silly, e.g. This house believes in a trial by jury or This house believes that Luke Skywalker should have joined the Dark Side of the Force). Once the resolution has been chosen, debaters receive 15 minutes of prep time and are only allowed to use a dictionary to help them write a case.  Times:  15 minutes of prep for each team.  First Proposition Constructive- 7 minutes - First Negative Constructive- 8 minutes - Second Proposition Constructive- 8 minutes - Second Negative Constructive- 8 minutes - Opposition Rebuttal- 4 minutes - Proposition Rebuttal- 5 minutes.  Note:  Although there is no actual time for cross examination, questions may be asked after the first minute and before the last minute of the speech. (OSAA Public Debate Rules are included at the end of this letter.)  For further information, please see http://www.osaa.org/publications/handbook/0607SPEECHHandbook.pdf
International Diplomacy:  This is an experimental event at this year’s Foley Tournament.  The event has been designed to foster the study of world languages and international diplomacy.  There is no charge for this event.  Each school is, however, limited to one team. 

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 the language of his/her country and all procedure, speeches and resolutions must be written or spoken in the native language of each country. Sporadic lapses into English will not disqualify a student, but will be counted against him or her in the final judging. (Spanish, German or French) 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 students according to the values of their party and/or the greater good of the competitor’s nation.

Each participating school shall be allowed three competitors, one representing each of the stated world languages.  

Specific Rules are attached to the end of this invitation.
(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.  (Open division only.)

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 interpretation, 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:  Squad registration fee: $30.00 per squad; Student Congress: $9.00 per student; Lincoln Douglas: $12.00 per student entry; Policy Debate teams: $20.00 per team entry; Public Forum:  $20.00 per team entry; Oregon Public Debate teams: $20.00 per team entry; Individual Events (including SPAR): $9.00 per entry. International Diplomacy:  No Charge.  E Ticket: $38.00 per student/competitor. (This option allows a student to enter as many events as the student chooses up to the maximum allowed under the tournament rules.)
Late Registrations will be accepted if room permits with a $25.00 per team charge.
Judging Requirements:  Each school must 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 Oregon Public 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 towards 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.  A limited number of judges will be available for hire through the tournament.
Food:  As in the past, food will be available for your students to purchase at the tournament.  Information regarding menu offerings will be sent to participating schools along with tournament confirmations.  Order forms will be provided in school registration packets.
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 the 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 - $69.00 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. Plus as a special bonus for their Foley Competitors, the hotel will provide pizza dinner for one night that a team is staying at the hotel. Contact Cheryl Sieveke at either of the above phone numbers or by e-mail at csieveke@impressguest.com
Foley SCHEDULE - 2009
THURSDAY, FEBRUARY 5
  9:00
Student Congress Session I

11:00
Lunch

11:30
Student Congress Session 2 
  1:30
Travel to University High School

  2:45 
Individual Events Pattern A – Session 1

  4:00
Individual Events Pattern B – Session 1

  5:15
Champ Student Congress Semifinals

  5:15
Novice, JV, and Open Super Congress  

  7:15
Pattern A Round 2
  8:30
Pattern B Round 2
  9:00 
Posting of Champ Super Congress Breaks (Please note:  Only Champ Super Congress will be held on Friday morning.  Champ Super Congress will convene at 9:00 a.m. at the Thomas S. Foley Federal Court House.)
FRIDAY, FEBRUARY 6
9: 00 
Champ Super Congress Session One

Note:  Please have students advancing to the Champ Division of Super Congress meet in the lobby of the Court House or see the Tournament Director about traveling to the Court House on the University HS bus.  Please also note that TRANSPORTATION FROM THE FEDERAL COURTHOUSE AT THE CONCLUSION OF THE CHAMP DIVISION of SUPER CONGRESS WILL BE PROVIDED BY THE TOURNAMENT.

11:00
Lunch – The Federal Court House has a lunch cafeteria.  Meals run about $5.00.

11:45
Champ Division Super Congress Session Two

 1:30
Pick up for Return to U-High
 2:45
Debate Round 1
 3:30
International Diplomacy Round 1
 4:30
Debate Round 2
 5:30
Competitor Dinner Delivery
 
 6:30
International Diplomacy Round 2

6:15
Debate Round 3
 8:00   
Congressional Preference Voting – All Divisions

(All Competitors in All Divisions of Super Congress should meet promptly in the University HS Theatre for preferential voting.)

 8:30
Debate Round 4  

 9:00
International Diplomacy Awards Ceremony (Theatre)
SATURDAY, FEBRUARY 7
   7:00
Judges’ Appreciation Breakfast 
   7:00
Awards Ceremony for Student Congress
   7:45
Debate Round 5 (hidden quarters)
   9:30 
Pattern A Round 3
 10:45 
Pattern B Round 3
 12:00
Lunch Delivery
 
 12:00
Debate Semi Finals
   1:00
Oregon Public Debate Finals 

   1:00
Lincoln Douglas Debate Finals (Open Division in Theatre)

   1:45
Public Forum Debate Finals (Open Division in Theatre)

   2:30 
Pattern A Finals
   3:45 
Pattern B Finals

   5:00
Policy Debate Finals (Open Division in Theatre)

   7:00 
Congressional Reception (open to ALL Foley Participants)

   8:30
Concluding Awards Ceremony (Theatre)

Thomas S. Foley Honorary Forensics Tournament

State v. Krakatoa

Background Information – Stipulated Facts
[Note:  The parties through counsel agreed to the following stipulated/agreed facts.  Both parties were aware that each of the facts so stipulated could have been brought in through various witnesses, but the amount of witnesses necessary to do so would have unnecessarily prolonged the trial.]
Johnny Departori was a troubled eighteen year old senior at Someplace High School in Someplace Washington.  The product of a broken marriage between an alcoholic and abusive father and a work obsessed mother, he had grown up mostly by himself.  This might have been fortunate in that lately, whenever he was with one or the other of his parents, whatever conversation did ensue usually focused on the old “wrong twin died” conversation.  (Sadly, this sentiment was shared by many people, especially teachers, in the Someplace community.) 

It was no secret that Jarred, Johnny’s deceased twin brother, was the jewel of the family and of those who hoped to see Someplace win a state football championship. A 4.0 honors student who was the captain of both the school’s football and the debate teams, Jarred seemed to have it all; while Johnny was, to say the least, “less than stellar.”  If he graduated, it would be “summa cum lucky.”  He excelled in two things, drama and how to avoid detention. 

Johnny and his twin brother Jarred had been involved in an automobile accident in the summer between their junior and senior year.  Johnny, Jarred, and Johnny’s “best friend,” Kenney Sisterro were passengers in a car which was being driven by Kenney’s older sister Juanita.  While driving the three boys home from soccer practice, Juanita’s car was hit by a drunk driver.  Juanita was killed instantly.  Jarred died in the hospital two days later.  Both Johnny and Kenney were treated at the emergency room and released with minor injuries. Although the accident was clearly not Johnny’s fault, his parents blamed him on account of the fact that the boys had taken a ride home with Juanita instead of waiting for Mrs. Departori to pick them up (as usual, she was late due to work).  Since Kenney was Johnny’s best friend, Johnny’s parents blamed him for the tragedy. 

On the date in question, January 19, 2007, Johnny was killed in a school shooting by one of his teachers, Miss Karen Krakatoa.  

Karen Krakatoa was hired as a fulltime world history teacher and volleyball coach for Someplace High School in September of 2006.  This was her first fulltime teaching job.  She graduated with a teaching degree from Itsacloseby State College in the fall of 2001.  However, out of a desire to serve her country, she enlisted in the army.  She served two tours of Iraq where she worked in Special Forces. While in the army, she received a firing range rating of “sharpshooter.”  However, when her time for valor came, she found that she was unable to actually shoot a person at close range.  Instead, she turned and ran.  As a result, a suicide bomber succeeded in detonating a bomb in her midst.  Although she survived with fairly minor injuries, two of her comrades were killed.  As she was the only survivor, and there were no witnesses, she was not court martialed.  However, she has had recurring nightmares of the event ever since and she was plagued by rumors for the remaining year that she was in Iraq.  Upon her return stateside in May of 2005, she applied for, and received, an honorable discharge.  

Since the time of her separation from the military, she has been undergoing treatment at the local VA Hospital for Post Traumatic Stress Disorder.  She frequently awakes at night with dreams of Iraq.  She has of late begun to fear the students in her school.  She thinks that someone may be out to kill her.  She has started carrying a 38 caliber concealed pistol to work.  She does have a license for a concealed weapon.  Although she knows that guns are not allowed on school property, she believes that she has a Second Amendment right to carry a gun at all times, and that the Second Amendment trumps Washington State’s Commie anti-gun laws. 

This action comes before the court on a charge of first degree murder against the defendant, Miss Karen Krakatoa.  The defendant has exercised her Fifth Amendment right against self incrimination and has, on the advice of counsel, refused to testify or to give any statements. 

Witness statements follow:
[NOTE:  Since competitors have the option of presenting either an opening statement or a closing argument, competitors may assume for the sake of this competition that the witnesses either will testify along the lines of their statements or that they have already so testified at trial.]

Statement of Dr. Martha Indless

Dr. M. Indless is a practicing psychiatrist at Someplace Hospital.  She had the opportunity to visit with Johnny shortly after the accident in which his brother was killed.  She was of the opinion that the boy suffered from Post Traumatic Stress Disorder.  

Dr. Indless opined that a person who feels in danger with a realistic chance of being injured can develop PTSD.  She stated further that the post-traumatic reaction often begins immediately but may emerge after days, weeks, months or even years after the event. She warned that there are three kinds of symptoms: hyperalertness/hyperarousal, in which case the victim is often edgy, irritable, easily startled, constantly on guard, have poor sleep habits, is agitated and finds it difficult to concentrate; intrusion, in which case the victim tends to re-experience the event in painful memories, flashbacks, dreams or nightmares; and emotional constriction or numbing or as this condition is often called "psychic numbing" or "emotional anesthesia.” In such cases, victims exhibit pervasive feelings of being detached from other people, from the outside world, and from activities that used to be enjoyable.  Furthermore, she was of the opinion that such victims may suffer from guilt about surviving when others did not

Dr. Indless also felt that Johnny was suffering from mild depression and personality disorder.  She advised his parents that he should undergo treatment.  She felt that failure to obtain treatment could result in Johnny’s suffering severe mental trauma and could seriously increase his problem of fitting in with his peers.  He would very likely grow isolated and experience concomitant feelings of loneliness which would only exasperate his depression.  

Dr. Indless was specifically concerned about the possibility of suicidal attempts or reckless behavior. 

Dr. Indless states that her opinion was flatly rejected.  Johnny’s father told her that, “No son of mine is gunna go to no two bit head shrinker.” 

A follow up call to Mrs. Departori, resulted in a letter from the family lawyer insisting that the family be left alone.  Dr. Indless did not see Johnny after that time. 

Statement of Jenny Schroeder

Mrs. Schroeder is a school counselor at Someplace High School.  She states that Johnny came to see her on several occasions complaining that he just didn’t really care anymore about school, even his drama class.  She felt that he exhibited signs of apathy and depression that warranted professional attention.  She called his parents with her concerns and followed up her phone call with a letter.  Mr. Departori told her, “Look lady, don’t you have enough to worry about getting kids ready for the WASL?  You leave my kid’s welfare to me.  The last thing I want is for you to be putting those pansy depression ideas in his head.  I made it through Nam; don’t you go telling me about no depression. Departoris can handle their own problems.  You stay out or I’ll cause you some problems to be depressed about yourself!”

Statement of Patricia Pearlkins

Patricia Pearlkins is a fourth year drama teacher at Someplace High School.  She has known Johnny since he was a freshman and joined the drama club. She often works late in her classroom and never objects when her drama kids want to hang out in her room. She states that she had been concerned about Johnny ever since the kids returned to school in the fall.  Everyone knew about the accident, and it was frequently talked about by the kids in the school.  She was mostly concerned, however, about Johnny’s affect.  One day, he would appear cheerful and easy going, and the next day, he’d be withdrawn and sullen.  Although kids, especially at this age, often experience mood changes, Johnny’s mood swings were erratic and bizarre.  She emailed these concerns to the school counselor, but was told that Johnny’s father would not agree to any type of counseling. When asked whether she believed that Johnny could be a risk to anybody, including himself, she responded, “No; not at all.  Johnny is a deeply compassionate kid.  Although he is introverted and reserved, he actually cares about people and is a soft soul.  I can’t imagine him ever doing anything to hurt anyone.”

“We were in the process of putting on a musical, The Sound of Music.  Johnny can’t sing a note, but I cast him as one of the German officers who come looking for the family at the end of the play.  He was so happy, that you’d think that he’d just landed a starring role in a Broadway production.”

“I don’t know much if anything about Mrs. Krakatoa other than that she was hired this year to coach volleyball and teach world history.Her volleyball girls seemed to love her and all the other kids seem to hate her guts.  I talked to her in the staff lunch room once or twice.  I think that she was pretty good friends with Mrs. Charleston.”

Mrs. Pearlkins was not at school on the day of the shooting as she was home ill with the flu. 

Statement of Kenney Sisterro
Kenny Sisterro is seventeen and a half years old.  He has known both Johnny and his “stuck up” brother Jarred since Kindergarten.  Although he doesn’t feel right, “bad mouthing” the dead, he’s sick and tired of constantly hearing how great Jarred was and what a nothing Johnny is.  Jarred was alright, but he wasn’t the hero that everyone wants to make him out to be.  In fact, although no one will listen, it was Jarred that asked him for a ride home on the afternoon of the car wreck.  Jarred had wanted to get to a party that his girlfriend was throwing while her parents were away for the weekend.  Johnny had even told his brother that it was a bad idea and that their mom would be peeved if she had to drive in from work and then found that they weren’t even there.  However, when push came to shove, Johnny, who always did whatever Jarred told him to do, agreed to the ride home.

Kenney feels that he’s probably been Johnny’s only friend since the accident.  “The whole school has turned against me and him. It’s kind of funny really; Jarred was the captain of both the debate team and the football team, but all anyone ever talks about is how my sister killed the school’s big chance for the state football championship.  As ticked off as I could get with him, Jarred had a lot more going for him than football.  He was going places; but all anyone ever talks about is “our football championship” and certainly, no one ever stops to wonder about how Johnny’s holding up without his brother. When you thing about it, it just makes you sick.” 

When asked whether he had ever been worried about Johnny’s emotional state since the accident, Kenney, stated, “Well, duh.  You don’t just lose your brother and get over it.  You know I lost my sister too.  But, at least I’ve been able to see a grief counselor.  I talked to Johnny several times about seeing a counselor, but he just said that his old man would never hear of it.  It’s too bad, because I think that he needed to talk to someone. He was starting to get freakier and freakier as time went by.  Some days he’d be back to his old self; other days, he’d be so down, that it was just weird; and, occasionally, he’d be just out of it.” 

When asked to explain the term, “out of it,” Kenney said, “You know… super weirdo. Like once, he even talked about how Old Lady Krakatoa was out to kill him.  Although since she did kill him, maybe he wasn’t so out of it after all.”

When asked about the relationship between Ms. Krakatoa and Johnny, Kenney states, “Man they hated each other.  Everyone hated Krakatoa.  When she got mad, she never simply blew off a little steam.  She’d just erupt in front of the class and burn your backside right in front of everyone; and believe you me, that lady’s temper was always exploding.  But whereas everyone hated her, and for all I know, she probably hated all of us, those two didn’t hide anything.” 

“Here’s an example of what I’m talking about.  Just three days before the shooting, Johnny was talking in class during one of Krakatoa’s endless boring history lectures.  Right in the middle of her lecture, she turns to Johnny and, in a voice just loud enough for everyone to hear, snidely says “Oh, don’t worry about listening, Johnny.  You don’t need this.  Everyone knows you’re the dumbest kid in class.  Are you sure that your brain didn’t die with that brother of yours.”  Johnny stood right up and yelled, “Oooh big talk – little woman.  You’re such a good teacher; if you got whacked, we could keep coming to class for weeks before anyone would even notice that you were dead.  Oh and by the way, Napoleon is spelled N-A-P-O-L-E-O-N.  Too bad for your sake they don’t have spell check for board markers.”  Sure he got sent down to the vice principal’s office; but what else is new.  

That night, Johnny said that he “wished he had the guts to just blow that old witch away.” But he was just talking.  Johnny would never have done anything like that.” 

“I was with Johnny on the morning he died.  He was pretty jacked since he had just found out the night before that Mrs. Peralkins had cast him in The Sound of Music.  It was just a bit part, but that didn’t matter.  He was only going to play a German officer.  I mean, he didn’t even get a singing part in a musical, but he didn’t care.  He was just totally jacked up about finally being in a play instead of working backstage with props and scenery and stuff.”

“Johnny had found this model German Lugar in some prop shop down by the City Theatre.  It looked just like the real thing.  We were taking it to show Mrs. Pearlkins when we saw Old Lady Krakatoa come out of her room.  Johnny raises the gun and points it at Krakatoa and, whispers, “Bang bang you’re dead witch.” I don’t even think that she heard him.  

He turns back to me and as we continued walking down the hall, I said, “Man.  You’re stupid.  You’re gonna get that taken away from you before you even get to use it in the play.”  So, Johnny puts the thing away in his backpack. Then, the next thing I know, Krakatoa comes running out of her room waiving some pistol and yelling, “Drop it Departori.”  She must have yelled it two maybe three times.

“Johnny was stunned.  He just looked at her, wagging his head back and forth and saying, “Say what?” I don’t think that he had any idea what she was talking about. And then everything happened so fast.  All I remember is the sound of gunshots and Johnny dropping to the floor.  He was bleeding all over the place.  I just freaked and started crying.  That’s when Ned Urture showed up.  

Neds’ an Eagle Scout.  He was amazing.  He like rips his shirt off his back to make a bandage and he was even giving Johnny mouth to mouth; but man, it was like too late.” 

Statement of Ned Urture

Ned Urture is a sixteen year old sophomore at Someplace High School.  Prior to the shooting, he had never met either Kenney or Johnny.  “He says, “Obviously, I knew that “Johnnie was Jarred’s twin brother.  Everyone knew that. But I didn’t really know him.  I also knew who Mrs. Krakatoa was, but I’d never had her as a teacher, so I don’t have any opinion about her.  I’m an Eagle Scout.  There’s no way that I’m going to repeat the ugly gossip that I’ve heard about her.

I was in Mrs. Pythagoras’ Math classroom which is in the room right next door to Krakatoa’s.  I heard the yelling.  Krakatoa kept yelling something about dropping it.  She must have yelled it two or three times and then stopped.  It must have been a couple of minutes later that I heard the gun shots.  I think that I heard two shots.  I ran out into the hallway. 

Johnny was on the ground, bleeding.  I yelled for someone to call 911; and I began to administer first aid.  One thing that I remember that was really weird; when I yelled for someone to call 911, Mrs. Krakatoa said, “Why?  It’s not like he’s worth it.  Besides, I never miss,” and then she just turned and walked away down the hall.

I checked his breathing.  He was gasping for air. Normally, you should take care of breathing problems first; but he was bleeding like a garden hose; so, I made a bandage out of my shirt and applied direct pressure to the hole in his chest.  He’d also been hit in the right shoulder; but that wasn’t bleeding so badly; so I rechecked his breathing.  By this time, he wasn’t breathing, so I began CPR.  I continued CPR until the paramedics arrived.  I didn’t know until the next day that he didn’t make it. 

Statement of Helen Froshencrushed
Helen Froshencrushed is a fourteen year old freshman level student at Someplace High School. Although she considers herself more of a band nerd, she recently joined the drama club.  She admits that she secretly had a crush on that cute “Johnny Depp look-alike,” Johnny Departori.  “He’s so hot.”  She was walking down the hall and was behind both the boys and Mrs. Krakatoa.  She claims to have seen the whole thing.

“Mrs. Krakatoa came out of her room, and Johnny pointed something at her back.  He was so funny that way.  Then, a few minutes later, she comes running out of her room, yelled over and over again for him to drop something.  Johnny just looked at her like she was on drugs and he had no idea what to do.  The next thing I saw was that she shot him.  The first time she shot fast; Johnny flinched and grabbed at his right arm.  Then she seemed to aim the gun more carefully and fired again.  The second time, she hit him right in his stomach.  Johnny just toppled to the ground.  The whole shooting thing only lasted a few seconds.  Maybe five seconds at most.

Some boy came running out of a classroom yelling for someone to call 911.  I had my cell phone on me so I called 911.  Apparently other people in the building had also called 911 when the shots were fired.

I couldn’t believe my eyes.  Mrs. Krakatoa just mumbled something at Johnny, turned and walked away just as calm as could be.  I wanted to spit at her as she walked by me; but I was too afraid of her and her gun.” 
Statement of Elizabeth M. Thompson

Mrs. Thompson is an EMT with the Someplace City Fire Department.  She testifies that she and her partner arrived on the scene at 7:45 a.m. Elapsed time from receipt of the 911 dispatch was eight minutes thirteen seconds. 

“When I arrived at the scene, I found that a student had begun first aid and was administering CPR.  The victim was in shock.  Despite the best efforts of the kid who was administering first aid, the victim was still oozing blood out of both of his wounds.  He was not conscious.  He appeared to have lost considerable blood.  My partner Eric Taylor and I took over the victim’s care and prepared him for transport.  The patient was transported to the Someplace General Hospital Emergency Room.  His care was officially turned over to the Hospital ER staff at 8:17 a.m.” 

Statement of Dr. Ed Mergencie 

Dr. Ed Mergencie is an emergency room doctor specializing in the treatment of trauma at Someplace General Hospital.  He has worked at SGH for the last ten years.  


Upon examination, Dr. Mergencie diagnosed a gunshot wound to the right shoulder which had broken the shoulder blade and another more serious gunshot wound to the patient’s upper chest which was causing massive internal bleeding and probable serious internal damage.  Dr. Mergencie promptly sent the patient to surgery.  Sadly, the victim died on the operating table even before anesthetics could be administered.  Time of death:  8:37 a.m. 

Statement of Quint Jordan Forensic Specialist

Quint Jordan is a private forensic specialist contracted by the Someplace City Police Department to assist with forensic investigations.  He tested the two bullets, one taken from the victim’s chest and one taken from the victim’s right shoulder.  He opines that both bullets were fired by the defendant’s 38 caliber pistol taken from her by the police who arrived at the scene of the crime. 

Statement of Mrs. Hestra Charleston

Mrs. Hestra Charleston is a math teacher with thirty years experience teaching at Someplace High School.  In her free time, she and her husband are both avid sportsmen and gun enthusiasts.  She is the president of the Someplace Chapter of the National Rifle Association.  She firmly believes that every man and woman has a right and duty to carry a weapon at all times.   She states:

“Sure I’m aware that state law prohibits guns on school property; the blasted sign is posted right in front of the main entrance to the building; but that law is for criminals – not law abiding citizens!  The government can’t take away the rights of law abiding citizens like us teachers to carry guns.  The second amendment says that!  

Karen came to me after the shooting.  She must have been in shock, poor thing.  I told her that she shouldn’t say anything to anyone.  The only thing that she said before I told her to keep quiet was something to the effect that she had finally kept Departori from hurting anyone!

Of course I knew that Karen carried a gun on her.  I was the one who told her that she should.  You know that she was an army sharpshooter.  She’s a great example of what we need in this building. We need all of our teachers to be ready in the case of an emergency.  Just like this one here.  So what if Departori only had a model gun.  Karen couldn’t have known that.  What if it had been a real gun and that little delinquent psycho started shooting kids in the building… just like Columbine.  Then, I bet you bleeding hearts wouldn’t have any problems with her cutting him down now would you?  For my money, Karen’s a hero… and from what I know of that little punk, the world is better off without him anyway!”

Statement of Patrol Officer Ian Fleming 

Officer Fleming is a ten year veteran of the Someplace City Police Department.  He arrived at the scene of the incident at 7:50 a.m. 

“I located the shooter, Miss Karen Krakatoa, in the classroom of a Mrs. Hestra Charleston.  The defendant voluntarily surrendered her weapon, a 38 caliber pistol.  I asked her some general questions.  Once it became obvious that she was involved in the shooting, I read her Miranda rights to her and placed her under arrest.  She refused to provide any statement.  She was booked into the Someplace City Jail at 8:15 a.m. 

I interviewed the victim’s friend, Kevin Sistero and a student by the name of Ned Urture.  Both Urture’s and  Sistero’s statements to me were identical to that which they testified.  I also interviewed a Mrs. Hestra Charleston.  She claims to have been a friend of the defendant.  She did not see the shooting.  However, the defendant came to her room following the shooting.  Charleston states that, Krakatoa said, “Well, that’s the last time that that no good Johnny Departori ever pulls a gun on someone.”  Charleston then claims to have advised the defendant to take a seat, to call a lawyer, and not to say anything to anybody.

I measured the distance from the scene of the shooting to Charleston’s room at 350 yards.  The room is located on the other side of the corridor in which the shooting occurred. 

Statement of Dr. Patricia Brainy

Dr. Patricia Brainy is a psychiatrist at the Veteran’s Administration Hospital in Someplace, Washington.  She has served as head of psychiatry at the facility for thirteen years.  She has been treating the defendant since her separation from the army.  She did not know that the defendant had taken to carrying a gun.  

She opines that Karen Krakatoa suffered from a severe case of Post Traumatic Stress Disorder.  She had advised Karen on several times that she should take a leave of absence from her job until she could get her mental illness under control.  She felt that it was possible that Krakatoa could become a danger to herself or to others. 

Dr. Brainy stated that she had been concerned that if Krakatoa were placed in a situation where she felt that she was in an emergency life and death situation or if she suffered some type of flashback, Krakatoa might not be able to discriminate between right and wrong.  However, inasmuch as she believed that Krakatoa would probably be okay, she refused to take any direct steps which could have possibly lead to Krakatoa’s loss of employment, especially since returning to gainful employment is so important for these patients. 

Statement of Dr. Rich Forire

Dr. Rich Forire is a noted expert witness in the Someplace Community where he has served as a defense witness in several high profile cases.  He holds a doctorate in psychiatry, but he has never actually practiced medicine other than in his internship and residency programs.  Prior to entering medicine, he worked in the forensic evidence department of the Someplace City Police Department.  His testimony is as follows:

“I have reviewed the victim’s medical records, including hospital records from the prior automobile accident, the notes and reports of Dr. Martha Indless, the counseling records of Jenny Schroeder, interviewed Johnny’s teachers, parents, and the friend who was at the shooting, Mr. Kevin Sistero.  I have also completed a detailed review of the medical findings with respect to the topic of suicide-by-cop.  It is my professional opinion that the victim was attempting a type of suicide-by-cop and that the defendant simply found herself in the unfortunate position of a surrogate cop.

This phenomenon has been described in the scientific journals since 1985.  In my opinion, so-called suicide-by-cop is a suicide method usually used by cowards who are too afraid to simply take their own lives.  The person wishing to die will deliberately act in a threatening manner toward some type of law enforcement officer, with the goal of provoking a lethal response from the officer; and voila, the person receives his or her wish to die without having to do the deed him or herself. Situations involving suspects who point an unloaded or non-functioning gun (or, as in this case, a model) at officers, or otherwise act in a threatening manner toward police are surely indicative of such a desire on the part of the victim.

Obviously, suicide notes are also indicative of such a desire.  However, the lack of such a note here cannot rule out Mr. Departori’s choice of suicide.  Furthermore, the fact that he was only pointing the model Lugar at a teacher does not rule out the probability that he was drawing attention to the weapon, assuming that the teacher would call the police; at which time he could have threatened the actual police officers.”

Dr. Forire was asked upon cross examination, “Why, in your opinion, if Johnny was attempting suicide-by-cop, didn’t he start making threatening motions with the model Lugar at the defendant when she reappeared with a gun herself?”  However, the doctor was prohibited from answering this question due to the trial judge’s sustaining of an objection that the question called for mere speculation.
Pertinent Washington Statutory Law

RCW 9A.08.010

General requirements of culpability.  

(1) Kinds of Culpability Defined.

     (a) INTENT. A person acts with intent or intentionally when he 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 is aware of a fact, facts, or circumstances or result described by a statute defining an offense; or

     (ii) he has information which would lead a reasonable man 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 knows of and disregards a substantial risk that a wrongful act may occur and his disregard of such substantial risk is a gross deviation from conduct that a reasonable man would exercise in the same situation.

     (d) CRIMINAL NEGLIGENCE. A person is criminally negligent or acts with criminal negligence when he fails to be aware of a substantial risk that a wrongful act may occur and his failure to be aware of such substantial risk constitutes a gross deviation from the standard of care that a reasonable man 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.32.010

Homicide defined.  

Homicide is the killing of a human being by the act, procurement, or omission of another, death occurring at any time, and is either (1) murder, (2) homicide by abuse, (3) manslaughter, (4) excusable homicide, or (5) justifiable homicide.

RCW 9A.32.020

Premeditation — Limitations.  

(1) As used in this chapter, the premeditation required in order to support a conviction of the crime of murder in the first degree must involve more than a moment in point of time.

RCW 9A.32.030

Murder in the first degree.  

(1) A person is guilty of murder in the first degree when:

     (a) With a premeditated intent to cause the death of another person, he or she causes the death of such person or of a third person; or

     (b) Under circumstances manifesting an extreme indifference to human life, he or she engages in conduct which creates a grave risk of death to any person, and thereby causes the death of a person; or

     (c) He or she commits or attempts to commit the crime of either (1) robbery in the first or second degree, (2) rape in the first or second degree, (3) burglary in the first degree, (4) arson in the first or second degree, or (5) kidnapping in the first or second degree, and in the course of or in furtherance of such crime or in immediate flight therefrom, he or she, or another participant, causes the death of a person other than one of the participants: Except that in any prosecution under this subdivision (1)(c) in which the defendant was not the only participant in the underlying crime, if established by the defendant by a preponderance of the evidence, it is a defense that the defendant:

     (i) Did not commit the homicidal act or in any way solicit, request, command, importune, cause, or aid the commission thereof; and

     (ii) Was not armed with a deadly weapon, or any instrument, article, or substance readily capable of causing death or serious physical injury; and

     (iii) Had no reasonable grounds to believe that any other participant was armed with such a weapon, instrument, article, or substance; and

     (iv) Had no reasonable grounds to believe that any other participant intended to engage in conduct likely to result in death or serious physical injury.

     (2) Murder in the first degree is a class A felony.

RCW 9A.32.050

Murder in the second degree.  

(1) A person is guilty of murder in the second degree when:

     (a) With intent to cause the death of another person but without premeditation, he or she causes the death of such person or of a third person; or

     (b) He or she commits or attempts to commit any felony, including assault, other than those enumerated in RCW 9A.32.030(1)(c), and, in the course of and in furtherance of such crime or in immediate flight therefrom, he or she, or another participant, causes the death of a person other than one of the participants; except that in any prosecution under this subdivision (1)(b) in which the defendant was not the only participant in the underlying crime, if established by the defendant by a preponderance of the evidence, it is a defense that the defendant:

     (i) Did not commit the homicidal act or in any way solicit, request, command, importune, cause, or aid the commission thereof; and

     (ii) Was not armed with a deadly weapon, or any instrument, article, or substance readily capable of causing death or serious physical injury; and

     (iii) Had no reasonable grounds to believe that any other participant was armed with such a weapon, instrument, article, or substance; and

     (iv) Had no reasonable grounds to believe that any other participant intended to engage in conduct likely to result in death or serious physical injury.

     (2) Murder in the second degree is a class A felony.

RCW 9A.32.060

Manslaughter in the first degree.  

(1) A person is guilty of manslaughter in the first degree when:

     (a) He recklessly causes the death of another person; or

     (b) He intentionally and unlawfully kills an unborn quick child by inflicting any injury upon the mother of such child.

     (2) Manslaughter in the first degree is a class A felony.

RCW 9A.32.070

Manslaughter in the second degree.  

(1) A person is guilty of manslaughter in the second degree when, with criminal negligence, he causes the death of another person.

     (2) Manslaughter in the second degree is a class B felony.

RCW 9A.16.030

Homicide — When excusable.  

Homicide is excusable when committed by accident or misfortune in doing any lawful act by lawful means, without criminal negligence, or without any unlawful intent.

RCW 9A.16.050

Homicide — By other person — When justifiable.  

Homicide is also justifiable when committed either:

     (1) In the lawful defense of the slayer, or his or her husband, wife, parent, child, brother, or sister, or of any other person in his presence or company, when there is reasonable ground to apprehend a design on the part of the person slain to commit a felony or to do some great personal injury to the slayer or to any such person, and there is imminent danger of such design being accomplished; or

     (2) In the actual resistance of an attempt to commit a felony upon the slayer, in his presence, or upon or in a dwelling, or other place of abode, in which he is.

RCW 9.41.250

Dangerous weapons — Penalty — Exemption for law enforcement officers.

(1) Every person who:

     (a) Manufactures, sells, or disposes of or possesses any instrument or weapon of the kind usually known as slung shot, sand club, or metal knuckles, or spring blade knife, or any knife the blade of which is automatically released by a spring mechanism or other mechanical device, or any knife having a blade which opens, or falls, or is ejected into position by the force of gravity, or by an outward, downward, or centrifugal thrust or movement; 

     (b) Furtively carries with intent to conceal any dagger, dirk, pistol, or other dangerous weapon; or 

     (c) Uses any contrivance or device for suppressing the noise of any firearm, 

is guilty of a gross misdemeanor punishable under chapter 9A.20 RCW.

RCW 9.41.280

Possessing dangerous weapons on school facilities — Penalty — Exceptions.


(1) It is unlawful for a person to carry onto, or to possess on, public or private elementary or secondary school premises, school-provided transportation, or areas of facilities while being used exclusively by public or private schools:

     (a) Any firearm;

     (b) Any other dangerous weapon as defined in RCW 9.41.250; …

     (e) Any air gun, including any air pistol or air rifle, designed to propel a BB, pellet, or other projectile by the discharge of compressed air, carbon dioxide, or other gas.

     (2) Any such person violating subsection (1) of this section is guilty of a gross misdemeanor. If any person is convicted of a violation of subsection (1)(a) of this section, the person shall have his or her concealed pistol license, if any revoked for a period of three years. Anyone convicted under this subsection is prohibited from applying for a concealed pistol license for a period of three years. The court shall send notice of the revocation to the department of licensing, and the city, town, or county which issued the license.  …

     Upon the arrest of a person at least twelve years of age and not more than twenty-one years of age for violating subsection (1)(a) of this section, the person shall be detained or confined in a juvenile or adult facility for up to seventy-two hours. The person shall not be released within the seventy-two hours until after the person has been examined and evaluated by the *county-designated mental health professional unless the court in its discretion releases the person sooner after a determination regarding probable cause or on probation bond or bail. …

     Within twenty-four hours of the arrest, the arresting law enforcement agency shall refer the person to the *county-designated mental health professional for examination and evaluation under chapter 71.05 or 71.34 RCW and inform a parent or guardian of the person of the arrest, detention, and examination. The *county-designated mental health professional shall examine and evaluate the person subject to the provisions of chapter 71.05 or 71.34 RCW. The examination shall occur at the facility in which the person is detained or confined. If the person has been released on probation, bond, or bail, the examination shall occur wherever is appropriate….

     (6) "GUN-FREE ZONE" signs shall be posted around school facilities giving warning of the prohibition of the possession of firearms on school grounds. 

RCW 9.41.270

Weapons apparently capable of producing bodily harm — Unlawful carrying or handling — Penalty — Exceptions.  

(1) It shall be unlawful for any person to carry, exhibit, display, or draw any firearm, dagger, sword, knife or other cutting or stabbing instrument, club, or any other weapon apparently capable of producing bodily harm, in a manner, under circumstances, and at a time and place that either manifests an intent to intimidate another or that warrants alarm for the safety of other persons.

     (2) Any person violating the provisions of subsection (1) above shall be guilty of a gross misdemeanor. If any person is convicted of a violation of subsection (1) of this section, the person shall lose his or her concealed pistol license, if any. The court shall send notice of the revocation to the department of licensing, and the city, town, or county which issued the license. …

     (c) Any person acting for the purpose of protecting himself or herself against the use of presently threatened unlawful force by another, or for the purpose of protecting another against the use of such unlawful force by a third person;

     (d) Any person making or assisting in making a lawful arrest for the commission of a felony; …

RCW 9A.12.010

Insanity.  

To establish the defense of insanity, it must be shown that:

     (1) At the time of the commission of the offense, as a result of mental disease or defect, the mind of the actor was affected to such an extent that:

     (a) He was unable to perceive the nature and quality of the act with which he is charged; or

     (b) He was unable to tell right from wrong with reference to the particular act charged.

     (2) The defense of insanity must be established by a preponderance of the evidence.

RCW 9A.04.100

Proof beyond a reasonable doubt.  

(1) Every person charged with the commission of a crime is presumed innocent unless proved guilty. No person may be convicted of a crime unless each element of such crime is proved by competent evidence beyond a reasonable doubt.

     (2) When a crime has been proven against a person, and there exists a reasonable doubt as to which of two or more degrees he is guilty, he shall be convicted only of the lowest degree.

Oregon Public Debate Rules

13.2.     Public Debate

13.2.1.         Team Size.  In this debate form, there are two speakers to a team.  The affirmative team is called the Proposition.  The negative team is called the Opposition.

13.2.2.         Length and Order of Speeches

7 minutes         1st Proposition constructive

8 minutes         1st Opposition constructive

8 minutes         2nd Proposition constructive

8 minutes         2nd Opposition constructive

4 minutes         Opposition rebuttal (given by 1st Opposition speaker)

5 minutes         Proposition rebuttal (given by 1st Proposition speaker)

13.2.3.         Resolutions

(a)   There shall be three resolutions per round.

(b)   One resolution shall be a policy resolution, one resolution shall be a value resolution and the third resolution may be either a value or a policy resolution.

13.2.4.         Topic Draw and Preparation Room Procedures

(a)   Topics shall be drawn and preparation shall occur in the Public Debate Preparation Room.

(b)   After examining the three-posted topics, teammates should discuss and prioritize the choices.

(c)    When a team’s code number is called, the team may send up one representative topic proctor. 

(d)   The proctor shall ask the Proposition to strike first, then the Opposition.  The remaining topic shall be debated. 

(e)   The proctor shall sign the topic slip and give it the Proposition to deliver to the judge(s) in the competition room. 

(f)     Teams are to prepare in the Prep Room on the selected topic.  Work only with your partner.  Keep your voices low so you do not help your opponents. 

(g)   The proctor shall dismiss both teams in a match to go to the competition room at the end of the 15-minute preparation period.

13.2.5.         Materials allowed in the Public Debate Preparation Room and in the round

(a)   Paper

(b)   Dictionary.  Allowed in Preparation Room ONLY.

(c)    Pens or Pencils

(d)   No other items are to be used in the round or during preparation.  Other people may not be used as a resource.

13.2.6.         Questions and Answers

(a)   In this debate form, there is no formal cross-examination period for the speakers.

(b)   Instead, the speakers have the option to ask questions during the opponents’ constructive speeches.

(c)    When a question is desired, the questioner will stand and raise a hand to be acknowledged by the opponent who has two options:

(1)     Say "No Thank You" and continue.

(2)     Say "Proceed" and answer the question.

(d)   Remember that the stopwatch will not stop for a question.  Speakers must present their constructive speeches and answer questions in the allowed time.  Questions cannot be asked during the first and last minute of the opponents’ constructive speeches.  There shall be no questions during the rebuttals.

13.2.7.         Judge Participation

(a)   The Judge in a Public Debate is responsible for announcing each speaker and the amount of time for each speech.  Example: "I will now call the 2nd Opposition forward for an eight minute speech," etc.

(b)   The Judge is also responsible for letting the speakers know when to ask questions during the constructive by "rapping on the desk" when the speaker is one minute into the constructive and "rapping" again when one minute is left to speak.

(c)    The Judge shall disregard any arguments made over the time limits.  The Judge shall disregard new arguments in rebuttals with the exception of the Proposition’s response to new arguments made in the 2nd Opposition constructive.  New examples, analysis, analogies, etc., which support previously introduced arguments are permitted in rebuttal speeches.

(d)   The Judge shall penalize misrepresentations of opponent’s arguments, personal attacks on opponents and rudeness by reducing speaker points and factoring such infractions into the decision. 

13.2.8.         Heckling.  No heckling is allowed other than supportive knocking, patting, or applause.

13.2.9.         Points of Order and Points of Personal Privilege are not allowed.

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 the language of his/her country and all procedure, speeches and resolutions must be written or spoken in the native language of each country. Sporadic lapses into English will not disqualify a student, but will be counted against him or her in the final judging. (Spanish, German or French) 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 students according to the values of their party and/or the greater good of the competitor’s nation.

Each participating school shall be allowed three competitors, one representing each of the stated world languages.  
RULES OF THE CHAMBERS: 

1. Each member of the chamber must come prepared with speeches on every possible topic (topics to be distributed to competing schools by the tournament director) and a possible outline for legislation relating to the issues to be debated and voted upon. Schools should email proposed legislation, as an attached Word document, to the tournament director at the time of registration. Copies of proposed legislation will be emailed to all participating schools and shall be available on the tournament website. Students should bring copies of the proposed legislation with them to the chamber. Note: the speeches and legislation should reflect the views of the particular competitor’ assigned party, and be the students’ original work. The student is speaking as if s/he was a member of that 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 party 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 will have been assigned before the tournament. Each party should have representation on every issue that arises in the chamber. This means that for every issue, each student should give a speech from the view point of his/her party. 

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 this party. If no one resolution is satisfactory, the Chairperson asks 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 applicalbe 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)

� 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.





�Thursday morning and afternoon student congress will be held at the WSU Spokane Campus.  Please see tournament website for directions to the campus.


� Food is available for purchase on the WSU Campus.


� Extemp Prep will be held in the library.  


� Political Impromptu Prep will be held in the library


� Order forms for professional vendor meal deliveries included in registration packets.


� See Footnote 6.





