CBU Debate 2006-07
L/D

Rules Violations

Excessive Speed

Overview: Our opponents have violated the rules of NFA L/D, which specifically prohibit the use of “spread” delivery.

A. Standards


1. Rules must have meaning – For the activity to have any educational purpose, the rules of the event must be followed by those people undertaking the activity.


2. NFA Rules prohibit spreading – From the NFA L/D website: “Rapid-fire delivery, commonly called "spread delivery," is considered antithetical to the purpose and intent of this event.” (http://cas.bethel.edu/dept/comm/nfa/ldrules.html)
B. Impacts


1. Our opponents should be given a loss in this round.  Again from the NFA L/D website: “Speeches should be pleasant, comprehensible, and persuasive in tone, especially since not all judges will have traditional debate experience. Speech delivery and quantity of evidence should not be excessive. Since LD debate adheres to the communication principles of individual events, judges are encouraged to give a verbal warning to debaters speaking too rapidly in a round. If the speaker does not heed the warning in that particular round, the judge is strongly encouraged to give that speaker a loss for that round even if the student has otherwise "won" the debate on the basis of the stock issues.” (http://cas.bethel.edu/dept/comm/nfa/ldrules.html)
CBU Debate 2006-07

L/D

Rules Violations

Topical Counterplans
Overview: Our opponents have violated the rules of NFA L/D, which specifically prohibit the use of topical counterplans.

A. Standards


1. Rules must have meaning – For the activity to have any educational purpose, the rules of the event must be followed by those people undertaking the activity.


2. NFA Rules prohibit topical counterplans – From the NFA L/D website: “Counterproposals must be non-topical and are subject to the same burdens of solvency as are required for affirmative plans.” (http://cas.bethel.edu/dept/comm/nfa/ldrules.html)
B. Impacts


1. Our opponents should be given a loss in this round.  Again from the NFA L/D website: “Counterproposals should be logically consistent with all other negative arguments constructed during the debate. If inconsistencies arise and the affirmative points them out, the judge should reject the arguments inconsistent with the counterproposal.” (http://cas.bethel.edu/dept/comm/nfa/ldrules.html)

2. Our opponents should also lose because they argue for the resolution, meaning they advocate an affirmative ballot.

CBU Debate 2006-07

L/D

Rules Violations

Generic Counterplans
Overview: Our opponents have violated the rules of NFA L/D, which specifically prohibit the use of generic counterplans.

A. Standards


1. Rules must have meaning – For the activity to have any educational purpose, the rules of the event must be followed by those people undertaking the activity.


2. NFA Rules prohibit generic counterplans – From the NFA L/D website: “The negative may present one counterproposal specific to the affirmative problem area. By this, we mean that the counterproposal must deal with the problem area defined by the affirmative, and not the form of government, economic system, or need for further study (UNLESS SPECIFICALLY IDENTIFIED AS A KEY ISSUE IN THE RESOLUTION).” (http://cas.bethel.edu/dept/comm/nfa/ldrules.html)
B. Impacts


1. Our opponents should be given a loss in this round.  Again from the NFA L/D website: “Counterproposals should be used to demonstrate that a reasonable alternative plan would be better policy than either the status quo or the affirmative plan. Counterproposals should be logically consistent with all other negative arguments constructed during the debate. If inconsistencies arise and the affirmative points them out, the judge should reject the arguments inconsistent with the counterproposal.” (http://cas.bethel.edu/dept/comm/nfa/ldrules.html)
