The 2013Honorable Thomas S. Foley 
International Diplomacy Competition 

Purpose of Competition and Fees:  

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

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

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

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

Computers 

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

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

1. Each member of the chamber should be prepared to speak on the 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. Debate consisting of arguments, proposals and counter proposals shall continue until a satisfactory compromise has been reached by a majority of competitors present or until time runs out. When the majority of the chamber believes that a satisfactory resolution to the legislation may be reached, the chair will conduct a vote.  Each competitor has one vote. Abstaining is permitted. Majority rule prevails. The chair may only vote in a tie. 
7. The resolutions and questions for discussion may be discussed in any order preferred by the majority of contestants in the chamber.

8. 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 each chamber at the conclusion of each session of the competition from 1-9.  No student may be scored/ranked lower than a 9. Each judge’s ranking/scoring of students should be based on the following criteria. 

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

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

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!
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 Pertaining to the People of Algeria 

WHEREAS, The Nation of France maintains current important economic and cultural ties with peoples of the nation of Algeria; and

WHEREAS,  Historically, this nation maintained colonies in what is now Algeria; and

WHEREAS,  This nation now acknowledges that previous French colonial policies caused great suffering on our foreign colony; and

WHEREAS, This nation wishes to express our true and profound regret for the suffering 

that such historical practices caused to the peoples of Algeria; now, 
therefore, be it

RESOLVED,
By this body here assembled that French President François Hollande formally apologize and offer to pay reparations to the people of Algeria for the suffering France inflicted on our former colony.

Introduced by TSFFTID Committee  

A Resolution that the Nation of France Should Ban Foreign Ownership of French Vineyards

WHEREAS, The production of French wines is an important economic and cultural aspect of French life; and

WHEREAS,  French vineyards are currently being purchased by foreign interests, especially Chinese interests; and

WHEREAS,  Such foreign ownership could have unknown negative effects on the French wine making industry; and
WHEREAS,  Domestic life and customs in the traditional French winemaking areas could by adversely affected by foreign ownership of French vineyards; and
WHEREAS, It is vitally important that this nation protect French vineyards; now,  




therefore, be it

RESOLVED,
By this body here assembled that the Nation of France should ban foreign ownership of French vineyards. 

Introduced by TSFFTID Committee  

A Resolution that the Nation of France Should Ban 
Current Methods of Force Feeding Poultry for 
the Production of Foie Gras. 

WHEREAS, Foie gras is a popular and well-known delicacy in French cuisine; and

WHEREAS, The consumption of Foie gras is an important part of French culture: and  
WHEREAS, By French law, foie gras is defined as the liver of a duck fattened by gavage (force-feeding corn), although outside of France it is occasionally produced using natural feeding; and 
WHEREAS, Animal rights and welfare groups such as PETA, Viva!, and the Humane Society of the United States contend that foie gras production methods, and force feeding in particular, constitute cruel and inhumane treatment of animals; now, therefore, be it

RESOLVED,
By this body here assembled that the Nation of France should ban current methods of force feeding poultry for the production of foie gras.
Introduced by TSFFTID Committee  

France Questions for Consideration and Possible Legislation

1) How should the central government respond to the illegal drug trade in Marseilles?

2) How should the government respond to the Constitutional Council’s (France’s highest legal body) overturning of France’s %75 tax rate for the rich?

German 

Legislation
A Resolution that the Nation of Germany Implement a Program of Government Housing

WHEREAS, Current economic conditions in Germany are creating a situation where students, the poor, and even average wage earners cannot locate affordable housing; and

WHEREAS, Such a situation is untenable for poor and average workers; and 
WHEREAS, Such a situation will likely cause young educated Germans to move to other parts of the European Union, thus depriving this country of their talents and energies; and
WHEREAS, The economic prosperity of all Germans is tied to the welfare of average wage earners and our nation’s youth; now, therefore, be it

RESOLVED,
By this body here assembled that the Nation of Germany should use government funds to purchase housing  which will be made available at reduced prices to German citizens who could not otherwise afford adequate housing.
Introduced by TSFFTID Committee  

A Resolution that the Nation of Germany Support the Building of a Holocaust Memorial on the Grounds of Adolf Hitler’s Birth House in Branau, Austria

WHEREAS, The government of our neighbors in Austria is currently in a quandary as to what to do with the house in Branau, Austria, in which Adolf Hitler was born; and

WHEREAS, Adolf Hitler was the direct cause of the death of untold millions of persons; and 
WHEREAS, Modern Germans are repulsed and horrified by the legacy left by Adolf Hitler; and
WHEREAS, Maintaining the birth home of Adolf Hitler as an historical tourist attraction could produce unintended negative consequences; now, therefore, be it

RESOLVED,
By this body here assembled that the Nation of Germany send an official request to the government of Austria to the effect that the house in Branau, Austria, in which Adolf Hitler was born, should be destroyed and a Holocaust Memorial be raised in its place.
Introduced by TSFFTID Committee  

A Resolution Regarding the Preservation of Historic    German Architecture

WHEREAS, Renaissance buildings, classical castles and Tudor-style manor houses are abundant in Germany's Northeastern corner; and

WHEREAS, Such structures represent important historical ties to our past; and 
WHEREAS, Many of these once-magnificent structures are now in a state of severe disrepair; and
WHEREAS, If properly maintained and restored these structures would provide a boost to the German tourism industry; and
WHEREAS, For the first time, the Office of Historic Preservation in Schwerin, has taken an inventory and inspected its crumbling legacy, wherein officials discovered that more than 400 feudal structures are in poor condition, require renovation or are in the process of falling apart; and
WHEREAS, Many of these once-magnificent structures will shortly be completely destroyed by natural weathering processes; now, therefore, be it

RESOLVED,
By this body here assembled that the Nation of Germany should set aside monies to be used for the exclusive renovation of these buildings.
Introduced by TSFFTID Committee  

Germany Questions for Consideration and Possible Legislation

1) Is the German government’s proposed 100 Million Euro arms sales/deal with Saudi Arabia in the best interests of the German people?  Will the sale destabilize relations in the Middle East?  Should the government back out of the deal?

2)  How should Germany respond if Spain abandons its austerity programs?

Spanish 

Legislation

A Resolution that the Nation of Spain Pass Regulations to Preserve and Support the Siesta

WHEREAS, The Siesta is an important Spanish cultural tradition; and

WHEREAS, The Siesta provides important health benefits to those who practice the tradition of the Siesta; and 
WHEREAS, Current business practices threaten the survival of the Siesta as a part of Spanish culture and tradition; now, therefore, be it

RESOLVED,
By this body here assembled that the Nation of Spain should pass specific legislation with the purpose of preserving and supporting the Siesta.
Introduced by TSFFTID Committee  

A Resolution that the Nation of Spain Should Abandon 
its Austerity Program.
WHEREAS, The current Spanish government has implemented an austerity program; and

WHEREAS, The current austerity program may positively affect Spain’s retention of the Euro; and 
WHEREAS, The people of Spain are suffering because of the affects of the government’s current austerity program; and
WHEREAS, The welfare of the people of Spain is of greater importance to this body than this country’s retention of the Euro; now, therefore, be it

RESOLVED,
By this body here assembled that the Nation of Spain should abandon its current austerity program. 

Introduced by TSFFTID Committee  

A Resolution that the Nation of Spain 
Ban the Sport of “Pig Sticking.”
WHEREAS,
Wild boar hunting, commonly called “pig-sticking,” is hugely popular now in the Castilla La Mancha region of Spain, south of Madrid; and

WHEREAS, The sport was banned for several years; and 
WHEREAS, Despite the fact that the sport is popular in certain parts of this country and despite the fact that the sport provides an important tourist industry to parts of this country, it has been condemned by animal rights activists as cruel to the animals; now, therefore, be it

RESOLVED,
By this body here assembled that the Nation of Spain ban the sport of “pig sticking.”

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 gold mining in Asturias? 

2) How should the Spanish central government respond to the issue of Catalonian independence?
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