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CHAPTER 1

- INTRODUCTION

Statement of Purpose

The purpose of this study is to determine the
réeracity and Qerifiabi]ity of eQidence cited or alluded
to in the 1980 South Dakota State High School Champion-
ship Debate Tournament. More specifically, this study
represents an attempt to find answers to the following
questions:

1. Can the researcher identify the specific
sources of and allusions to evidence as presented?

2. How complete is the oral documentation for
each of the identified citations or allusions to evi-
dence?

3. How accurate is the documentation for each of
the citations and/or allusions?

4. How accurate is the reported content of each
of the citations and allusions in those instances where

documentation is complete?

Origin and Justification

Gerald H. Sanders, the Director of Forensics. at
Wooster College, has noted that the research demands of

current competitiQe debate are much greater than they



-were twenty years ago.]'

With this increased proliferation
-of the use of e@idence, questions have arisen concerning
the Qeracity of evidence.

Throughout nine years of personal experience in
competiti@e debate both as a competitor and as a judge,
allegations of the misuse of evidence have been witnessed.
1Douglés Ehninger and Wayne Brockriede have addressed
this misuse of evidence. They wrote that "Deliberate
falisification not only Qio]afes the principles of
critical deliberation but constitutes dishonesty of the
worst sort."2 They have indicated that fhe implications
for the debater using such evidence are that the dis-
cerry of misused evidence ". « «.casts suspicion . .

3 This study is

on the integrity of the debater."”
designed to analyze the perQasiQeness of this practic2
within a selected sample.

In 1964, William R. Dresser conducted a study
which viewed evidence practices in collegiate debate.4
James Benson later conducted a similar study dealing with
-collegiate debate. His study was completed in 1969 at

5 This current study differs from

Purdue Uni{/ersity°
-both Dresser's and Benson's studies in that (1) it is
an eQa]uation of the practices of high school debate and
t2) -1t covers an event which occurred at a later date.

Therefore, no possible duplication exists.



The current study is intended to pro&ide insights
.conéerning the present practices in the use of eQidence
in South Dakota High School debate. By noting the
verifiability and veracity of quoted material or implied
e@idence, coaches and students alike may become more
aware of the ethical and utilitarian considerations in
the use of eQidence. Thirty years ago, Henry Lee Ewbank,
and J. Jeffrey Auer noted the importance of guaranteeing
the Geracity of evidence:

Properly conducted refutation and rebuttal

subject each important argument to searching

scrutiny and result in a judgment based 02 a
fair consideration of available evidence.

Procedures

The following procedures were undertéken in an
attempt to answer the questions raised under the stata-
ment of purpose.

1. A specific review of literature related to
this particular study was judged inappropriate due to
-the nature of the inquiry. At the outset, the project
involved Qiewing an event that had yet to take place,
therefore excluding the possibility of prior research
identical to the present inquiry. HoweVer, research
may have been conducted dealing with similar events.
Therefore, the following guides were surQeyed to determine

if any related studies had been completed.



ComprehensiQe Dissertations Index, 1961-79.
‘Communication and the Arts. Ann Arbor, Michigan:
Xerox University Press.

Dissertation Abstracts International, XXVIII. Ann
Arbor, Michigan: Xerox University Microfilms.

Dow, Clyde W. "Abstracts of Theses in the Field of
Speech." Speech Monographs, 1930-65.

Knower, Franklin H. "Graduate Theses: An Index of
Graduate Work in Speech." Speech Monographs,
1930-69.

Mulgra&e, Dorothy Irene. Bibliography of Speech and
Allied Areas, 1950-60. Phitadelphia: Chilton Co.,
Book Division, 1962.

Nelson, Max. "Abstracts of Theses in the Field of
Speech." Speech Monographs, 1966.

Shearer, Ned A. Bibliographic Annual in Speech
Communication: 1970-75. New York: Speech
Communication Association. -

The only possible duplicaticens that were found were
indicated earlier (See page two). As was preQious]y
noted, this study differs from Dresser's and Benson's
-work. The current study appears to be original in nature
—and intent and attempts to discerr the answers to ques-
tions beyond those used by Dresser and Benson.

2. To determine the Qerifiabi]ity and Qeracity
of evidence quoted and alluded to at the South Dakota
State Debate Tournament, the following evaluative ques-

tions were deVeloped:

A. Are the source citations and evidence
allusions presented in a manner which allows
accurate identification?

1. Was the author cited?



2. Was the publication cited?
3. Was the date of publication cited?

B. How comp]eté was the quotation of each of
the identified items offered as evidence?

1. Was it quoted exactly as written?

2. Was the entire text of the indicated
material orally presented?

‘C. How accurate was the documentation for each
of the citations and allusions?

1. HWas the author accurately reported?
2. MWas the publication accurately reported?

3. HWas the date of publication accdrately
reported?

D. How accurate was the reported content of each
of the citations and allusions in those
instances in which documentation was complete?

1. Did the reading of the evidence accurately
relfect the original source's content?

2. Did the reading of the evidence accuratefy
reflect the original source's intent?

3. The following criteria were deQe]oped to aid

in determining the answers to questions posed in 2. A.

A. Source citations for books must include both
the author and the title of the book to be
considered adequately verifiable.

B. Source citations for periodicals must include
both the name of the publication and the exact
date of the issue to be considered adequately
verifiable.

C. Source citations for government documents must
include both the name of the publication (i.e.,
hearing, etc.) and the author (or speaker)
or page number to be considered adequately
verifiable.



4.

Source citations for pamphliets must include
the name of the publication and the origin

of the publication to be considered adequately
verifiable.

Citations for newspapers must 1nclude the
name of publication and the exact date of the
issue to be considered adequately verifiable.

Citations for other items must include 'the
name of the publication, the origin of the
publication, and the date to be considered
adequately verifiable.

The following criteria were developed to aid

in determining the answers to the questions posed in 2. D.

A.

5.

answers to the questions found in the statement of purpose.

For a quotation or allusion to be considered
an accurate representation of the original
source's content it must:

1. Report the original material's content
without modification;

2. or, in the case of a paraphrase, it must
not add any qualifying words that are not
found in the original nor delete any
qualifying words found in the original
content that could change the interpreta-
tion of said material.

For a quotation or allusion to be considered
an accurate representation of the original
source's intent it must:

1. not alter the wording of the material to
alter the interpretation of the material;

2. not take individual portions of the work
which may be accurate, but do not conform
to the intent of the work as a whole;

3. or, in the case .of a paraphrase, not add
or delete any qualifying words that could
alter the original source's intent.

A field study was initiated to find the



The study was conducted at the South Dakota High School
Championship Debate Tournament held in Huron, South
Dékota, on February 29 and March 1, 1980.

Permission was granted to conduct the study by
Ralph Wilkinson, Assistant Executive Secretary of the
South Dakota High School Activities Association.

The following materials were used in collecting
the samp]es for the study:

A. Fourteen 120-minute cassette tapes (sixty
.mindtes each side), and

B. Eight cassette tape recorders.

C. A1l recorders and tapes were tested prior to
~-the actual tournament and found to be in working con-
dition. |

6. The recording was accomplished in the follow-
ing manner:

A. A1l quarter-final, semi-final, and final
rounds were recorded in both "A" and "B" debate divisions.
After four preliminary rounds had been completed, the
top eight teams determined by win-loss records aannced
into the quarter-final rounds in each division. The
‘Wwinners of the quarter-final rounds advanced into the
semi-finals. Finally, the winners of the semi-final
rounds advanced into the final rounds. The most rounds

scheduled at any giQen time was eight.



B. For those debates which the researcher was
unable to personally attend, the following steps were

taken:

1. An individual was assigned in each debate
to operate the recorder. These persons
were Huron High School debaters. who
functioned as timers for the tournament.
Instructions concerning the use of the
recorders and the actual recording were
given to the timers by the researcher.’

2. Recorders were checked by the researcher
immediately preceding each round to
guarantee that they were operational.

3. Batteries were tested by the researcher
immediately following each round. If a
battery was not adequately charged, it
was replaced.

4. The tapes were checked before each round
to assure that they were functional and
recording.

5. The recorders were placed in.the area of
the room judged best for providing ad.quate
recording. The researcher tried several
positions in determining the optimum area.

6. Timers were instructed to return the
recorders and tapes to the researcher
immediately following each round.

C. Immediately following each round, the
researcher collected the tapes and recorders. The tapes
were marked to indicate which division ("A"™ or "B") was
involved and the level of competition (i.e., quarter-
finé]s, semi-finals, or finals). These tapes were then

turned over to Ralph Wilkinson to be held until the end of



tournament. The tapes then came under the custody of the
researcher.

7; The following written statement was proQided
to judges and coaches immediately preceding the first
round to be recorded:

ATTENTION COACHES AND JUDGES: |

I am doing a study which necessitates taping
debate rounds. This study is being done in
completion of the M.A. requirements for speech

at South Dakota State University. The study is
intended to focus on the sequencing of arguments.

The rounds which will be used in the study are
the quarter-final, semi-final, and final rounds.
Both "A" and "B" divisions will be used.

. After each round has been taped, the tapes will
be turned over to Ralph ¥ilkinson. He will then
-hold the tapes until the completion of the
tournament. ’

The tapes will be marked so as to only indicate
the level of competition and the division. The
actual names of the particular schools and
contestants will not appear in the study.

I would appreciate the cooperation of those
judging the involved rounds. Specifically, I
would ask you to make sure that the tape recorder
is started at the beginning of the round and that
you would flip the tape over at the end of the
constructives and start the recorder again.

I thank you for your cooperation. Feel free to
ask me any questions that you might have.

Thanks again,
Andy Rist

Graduate Asst. in Speech.
South Dakota State University
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8. After collecting the tapes, the following
method was employed to find answers to the qdestions
réised in procedure two.

A. Written transcripts of purported eQidenée
and the oral documentation were prepared by the researcher
and were verified by Dr. Harold NidQey, Director of
Forensics at South Dakota State UniQersity. Dr. widVey
listened to the tapes and verified the accuracy of the
transcripts. Specifically, he listened to the tépes to
determine if any purported items of evidence or documen-
tation had been omitted from the transcripts and if all
-purported items in the transcripts actually appeafed in
-the recordings. On completion, he verified the accuracy
-.of the transcripts.

9. After the written transcripts had been
compiled, library research Was initiated in an attempt to
find the quoted material or evidence to which allusions
-had been made, whén possible, and to discover the
e;idence's Qeracity and exactness of documentation.

10. The compiled data was then used to answer
the questions noted under procedure two. These answers
-were then used to determine conclusions concerning the
'éccuracy of documentation and the.Qeracity of evidence
and allusions to evidence at the South Dakota High School

Championship Debate Tournament.
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tape recorders were operational. If not, they were to
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of the constructive speeches, the timers were to turn
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vided concerning monitoring the actual recording. At the
completion of the round, the timers were to return the
recorders and tapes 1mmed1ate1y to the researcher.



CHAPTER II
VERIFIABILITY

Before an attempt could be made to determine the
Qeracity of evidence used in the state tournament, it
was necessary to Qerify the existence of the reported
sources. This chapter, therefore, deals exclusively with
the completeness and accuracy of source citations.

The method employed in this study involved the
taping of fourteen rounds of debate at the 1980 South
Dakota Debate Tournament. Eight tapes were selected for
study on the basis of the quality of the recording. Each
of the tapes was subsequently transcribed into partial
manuscripts. The manuscripts consisted of apparent
evidence citations and allusions to evidence. Both the
source and the text of the evidence were included in the
transcripts. An identical process was utilized for each
of the eight tapes chosen.

In this chapter, the references to source cita-
tions will only indicate the debate from which the cita-
tion was procurred. An appendix of the texts is included
at the end of this study. (See Appendix A.) Each debate
was randomly numbered one through eight. The names of

the schools and participants involved in the individual
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debates are not indicated to ensure anonymity. Further-
_more, élthoﬁgh both the constructive and rebuttal
speeches were analyzed for both the affirmative and
-negéti;e teams, references will only be made so as to
indicate side (affirméti@e or negatiQe), This may '

fdrther assure anonymity of the participants inQo]Qed.

Debate One

Affirmative

Periodicals

The ana]ysié of references to periodicals included
mégazines, journals, and newspapers. For citations
inQolQing magazines or Jjournals to be considered ade-
qUate]y verifiable they must have included both the
specific name of the publication and the exact ddte of
the issue. The same requirements were épp]ied to source
citations for newspapers.

In debate one, the affirmative relied hea&ily on
periodicals. Twenty-five citations were discovered.

These included six magazines and six newspapers. U.S.

News and Wor1ld Report was cited twice. The issues invol-

ved were the Nermber 5, 1979 and the April 23, 1979
phb]ications. Both of thes citations were considered

verifiable. The January 15, 1979, February 12, 1979, and

w
~
o
w
co
S
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the November 26, 1979 issues of Time magazine were cited
by the affirmati@e. They were considered Qerifiable.

One other citation inbo]&ed Time magazine, bdt becadse
only the year in which the issue was printed--1980-—

wés indicated the reference was not considered adeqﬁate]y
Qerifiéble. Newsweek was cited twice. 'In both insténces,
the exact date of the issue was pro&ided by the affirm-
éti;e spedker. Representati&e Mike McCormack was qboted

from Nétion's Business in the January 1980 issue.

Stanford Magazine was cited twice by the affirmative,

qboting from the Winter 1979 issue both times. Quoting

from the Bulletin of Atomic Scientists, the affirmati@e

-only indicéted that the issue was printed in 1977.
‘Becédse the Bulletin is a monthly publication, this
citation was not considered adéquéte]y Qerifiab]e. C}er-
all, of the eleven citations inQo]Qing magazines, nine
were deemed verifiable.

Before leaQing this section, it should be noted
“that there was unusual difficulty encountered in finding
an article entitled "The Windfall Profits or the Windfall

Tax" in the April 23, 1979 issue of U.S. News and World

Report. The title of this article was not included in
the table of contents at the beginning of the issue, -
which created some confusion. Later, it was disco@ered

that the material being quoted was taken from a Mobil 0il
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Compény advertisement. It is assumed that U.S. News and

World Report does not generally index adQertisements which

could explain the difficulty in finding the quotation.

The speéker using this source did not indicate that it

had been taken from the advertisement. ,
Thirteen citations of newspéperﬁ, encompéssing six

particd]ér pUb]icétions, were made by the affirmative.

The Wall Street Journé1 was cited fiQe times. Becduse in

all instances the citation included both the name of the
pdb]icétion and exact date of the issue, all five cita-
tions were considered adequately Qerifiab]e. In one
,insténce, the affirmative noted the specific title of the
qérticle being used—-"They'Qe Done it Again" 1in the May 21,

1979 issue. The Christian Science Monitor was cited

twice. The New York Times was cited twice. The Argus

Leéder wds cited once. The Minneapolis Tribune was cited

once. The Des Moines Register was cited once by the

affirmative. 1In only one instance was the citation

inadequate. The speaker quoting the New York Times only

indicated that it was printed sometime in 1977. Since
this_is a daily newspaper, proQiding only the year was
too Qégue for pdrposes of verification.

In summary, of the twenty—fiée citations in@ol&ing
periodicals, twenty-two were considered adequéte for

purposes of verifiability. In the three citations not
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considered édequéte]y verifiable the specific date of the

issde qﬁoted was not indicated.

Books
For citétions in9019ing books to be considered
adeqdate]y Qerifiéb]e, both the author and the tit]é of
the‘book must have been included.
The affirmative qUoted from a book only once.

The book was cited as "William E. Simon, A Time for Truth,

1978." This citation was considered to be adeqﬁate]y
verifiable because the ciation indicated both the author

and the title.

Government publications
‘ Source citations for go&ernment pUb]ications must
have included both the name of the publication {(¥.e<,
heéring, etc.) and the name of the person being quofed
or the page number to have been considered adequately
verifiable.
Only two citations involved gerrnment

pﬁb]ications--the Energy Petroleum and Extension Act

Heérings of 1974 and the National UniQersitxfExtension

Agency of 1978. Both citations were considered to be
inadequate because they failed to proQide either the name

of the person being quoted or the exact page number.
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Other
References were also made to two dictionaries--

Black's Law Dictionary and the Wisdom Dictionary. Becaﬁse

citations for sources other than periodicals, books, or
.go@ernment pdb]ications must have included both thei name
of the pdb]ication and the exact date 6f the pdb]icétion
to be considered adequate1y Qerifiab]e, these two cita-
tions were not viewed as being adequate. In both

insténces, the date had been omitted from the citétion.
Negéti@e

Periodicals

Fourteen magazines were cited by the negatiQe'in

debate one--U.S. News and World Report, Current History,

Progressi&e, Fortune, the Nationa]iJoUrnal, New Republic,

Business Week, Nation, Current, Time, Foreign Policy,

Science Digest, Dunn's Review, and Foreign Affairs. Of

the twenty-nine times thét mégazines were quoted, the
citétions were adequate for purposes of Qerifiébi]ity in
only sixteen insténces. In all of those instances in
‘which the citation wés considered to be inédequate, the
speéker féi1ed to proQide the specific date of the issue.
“For insténce, there were three times that the speaker

only indicéted that the BdsineSs Week quotation had

been téken from an issue printed sometime in 1977. Nation
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magazine was cited twice ‘indicating only that the issue

wés printed in 1978. Foreign Affairs, Dunn's ReQiew,

Science Digest, Foreign Policy, Fortune, and Current

were each cited once and only the year of publication was

indicated. In one citation inQolQing U.S. News and

World Report, no date was offered whatserer. Because

these mégazines are either weekly or monthly publications,
proQiding only the year in which the issue was printed
was Qiewed as being inadequate for the purposes of
verification.

Two journals were quoted by the negati&e-—the

Journal of Contemporary Law, Winter 1979, page 19 and

the 0i1 and Gas Journal, 1978. The Contemporary Law

citation was considered to be adequate because both the
specific date of publication and the page number had
been proQided. In the four instances utilizing the 0il

and Gas Journal, only the year in which the issue was

published had been offered. Therefore, all four cita-
tions were not considered verifiable.

Overall, of the thirty-four citations inQolQing
periodicals, seventeen of these citations were considered
édequate]y verifiable. For those seventeen not considered
Qerifiable, the exact date of the publication had not been

pro&ided by the negati@e speaker.



Go@ernment publications

Two references were made involving government

phﬁlicétions. The negéti@e cited the Congressional

Record and Energy Commission Report. Both citations were

considered inédequéte for purposes of Qerifiability'
because neither indicated the name of the person being
quoted nor the page numer. Only the year.of publication

had been pro(n'ded°

Other
Three sources were cited in such a manner that it
was unclear just what type of publication they were.

These citations included the Cybernetic Theory of

Possession of 1974, the Control of 0il of 1976, and

Project Independence of 1977. A listing of periodicals

was checked and none of these sources could be found
there. If they are books, then the citations are
inadequate because the author had been omitted. If they
are go&ernment publications, the citations were inadequéte
since neither the name of the person being quoted nor the
-pége nUmbers had been pro&idede Furthermore, the origin

~of the publication had not been offered.

Synthesis
Of the thirty-nine citations made by the negati@e,

only seQenteen were considered to be adequately
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verifishle. OF the tairty sltations gade by the afFivas
,ati;e, twenty-three were considered verifiable. Of the
sixty-nine citations made in the round, only forty were
verifiable.

In those citations inQo]Qing periodicals, the
failure to pro&ide the exact date of the issue made them
non-\;erifiable° For those citations in&o]&ing books
-énd go&ernment publications, non-Qerifiability was
»ésSigned since either the name of the person being
aqboted or the page number (for go@ernment pub]ications) 

or the date of the printing had been omitted.

Debate Two

Affirmative

Periodicals

The affirmative cited periodicals eleven times in

debéfe two. The Wall Street Journal was the only news-

‘paper quoted. It was cited twice. In the first instance
in which the source had been guoted, the citation was
considered to be inadequate. Only the month and year of
the pub]icétion had been proQided——September 1979.
‘Because this is a daily paper, the reference was too
‘vague. The second citation included the specific date of

pub]ication and therefore was judged verifiable.



Six magézines were cited by the affirmative--

Agendé, the Depértment of State Magazine, World Issues,

thurist, Food Monitors, and Forbes. The identification

gi;en these magazines was considered adequate for pur-
poses of verification. 1In all instances the specific
date of publication was Pro@ided,

The only journal source offered by the affirm-

éti&e was the Georgia Journal of International Law and

.Compéréti@e Law. This citation was inadequate. Only

the year in which the journal had been printed was pro-
Qided, Because this is a quarterly publication, the
citation was viewed as being too Qague.

OQerall, of the eleven citations of periodicals,
five were adequately verifiable. The specific date of

publication had not been pro&ided for the four reported

source references that were inadequate.

Books

Four books were alluded to by the affirmative--

International Trade by DeQeloping;Nations by Peter Gray,

The Strategy of International Development--Essays in the

Economics of Backwardness by H. W. Singer, U.S. Power in

“‘Multi-National Corporations by Robert Dupe, and American

Multi-Nationals: American Interest by the Brookings

Institute. Each citation was viewed as adequate for

21
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pﬁrposes.of Qerifiabi]ity, The specific title of the book

and the name of the author had been included.

Government Qﬂb]ications

Two gerrnment publications were cited by the

éffirméti@e. One was the "U.S. Department of State, The

U.S. and the Third World, a Discussion Paper." This

citation was jUdged inadequate in that the specific date
of publication, the name of the person being quoted, énd
the page number(s) were all omitted. The other citation

inQo]Qed the 23rd Annual Report of the Pfesident of the

United States on the Trade Agreements Program in 1978.

Since the persbn being quoted is obvious and the report

is only issued once a year, the citation was adequate.

Other

Four additional sources were cited by the affirm-
ative in such a way that it was unclear what type of
publications were being quoted. These four citations

~inc1hded: Economic DeQe]opment in the Third World, 1977;

the World DeQe]opment Report of 1979; Labor Views on

Employment in July of 1978; and the M.N.C. State Policy

and Its Impact on the United States Economy of Fall 1979.

If these sources are books, the citations were inadequate

becéuse the author was omitted. If they are government
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publicétions they were inadequate since either the name
of the person being quoted or the page number(s).héd been

-omitted.
Negati&e

Periodicé1s

In debate two, fifteen negéti&e citétions
referred to periodicals. Of these fifteen citations,
se@en were verifiable. The September 5, 1978 issue of

the Boston Globe was the only newspaper cited by the

.negétiQe. This citation was adequately verifiable.
The negati&e quoted from the following mégazines:

"Time, the Department of State Bulletin, World Issues, the

UNESCO Courier, Foreign Policy, Business Week, Fortune,

énd World Bdsiness. In the seQen citations which wer2a

considered inadequate the negati@e failed to gi@e the
specific date of the issue being quoted. Five of those

referred to the Department of State Bulletin. 1In each

instance the citation omitted the specific weekly date
and only indicated the month and year of issue. World
Issues was cited so as to only indicate the year in which
the issﬁe was printed--1978. The same problem existed

‘Wwith the citation of World Business.
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Books
Only one book was quoted by the negéti@e. This
was the U.S. and the Third World, 1976, by the Department

of State. Both the author and title were inclhded,
therefore the citation was considered adeqdate]y verifi-

éb'le°

Government publications

Two go@ernment publications were cited by the
negdti@e. Both were inadequate. The fist referred to

the source as Energy Conservation and Regulation, April

4, 1977. Neither the person being quoted nor the page
ndbmer had been proﬁded° The second citation indicated

that the source was Mike McCormack in the Congressional

Record; Although the speaker's name was proQided, no

mention had been made as to the date of publication.

Other

Three references were made by the negéti@e in such
a way'és to defy classification of the source. The
International Business Enterprise was cited. It was
ﬁnc1eér whether this was the title of a publication or
the phblisher. Also, no date was proQided. The source

Foreign Trade Policies of the United States was offered,

but the citation did not indicate either the name of the

person being quoted or the date of the publication. The
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World De&e]opment Report of 1979 citation simi]ér]y

failed to indicate the author or the origin of the

pbb]icetion;

Synthesis
In debate two, a total of forty-two citations
_were made. Eighteen of these were verifiable. For
_periodicals, those citations which were inadequdte failed
to proQide the specific date of the publication. Al1l
-books cited were judged verifiable. The references to
go&ernment publications considered not verifiable failed
to indicate either the name of the person being quoted
or the page number from which the quotation had been
extrécted. Three citations were made in such é way that
it was not considered possible to determine the néture of

the pubh’cation°

Debate Three

Affirmati@e

Periodicals

In debate three, the affirmati&e made reference to

only one newspaper--the New York Times. The first cita-

tion included the specific date of publication--May 22,
1977. The second was not adequéte for purposes of Qerifi-

cation; No date was offered.
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Three magazines were quoted'by the éffirmati@e.

These included the New York Times Mégazine of March 133

1977, Commentary of December 1978 and American in 1978.

The citation for the New York Times Magazine was

verifiable. It included the date of publication and' the
name of the person being quoted (Emma Rothschild). The

other two citations were inadequate. As Commentéry is a

weekly publication, pro@iding only the month was con-
sidered insufficient. American is likewise a weekly
pdb]ication, and the affirmative only indicated the year

in which the issue had been published.

Books

No books were cited by the affirmative in debate

three.

Government publications

No gerrnment publications were cited by the

affirmati@e in debate three.

Other

The affirmati&e cited six Qague sodrces, proViding
insdfficient information relating to the origin of the
pdblication. One referred to a source called Peace and
Change. This was the only information provided. Three
citations only indicated the name of the person being

quoted. Two quotations were cited as coming in 1978 from
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James Grant and Senator Adlai Stethson. One other
citation only indicated that the qﬁotétion hdd been taken
from Eckman and Messias. For these last three sohrces,
Athe'éffirmétiée failed to proQide the name of the
pdb]icétion being used and the specifiq date of the
publication.

Two other sources were considered too Qégde to
allow édequéte verification. A reference was made to a

publication entitled the 0.D.C. Agenda of 1979 which did

not indicate either the name of the person being quoted
or the origin of the publication. Another involved a

.pub1ication entitled Economic De&elopment, Jandéry 1979.

Once again, neither the name of the person being quoted

~nor the origin of the publication were indicated.
Negati@e

Periodicals

As did the affirmati&e, the negati@e team made
-only one reference to a newspaper in debate three. They

quoted the November 8, 1978 issue of the Christian Science

Monitor.

Three mégézines were cited by the negéti&e. The
citation of James Boyce and Betsy Hartman in the March 4,
1978 issue of Nation magazine was considered sufficient

for Qerificétion. The references to American of 1978
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and Foreign Policy of 1977 were both considered non-

Qerifiéb]e; The citations only indicated the year in

which the issues had been published.

Books
The negatiQe made one reference to a book entitled

Introduction to Nutrition, 1976. This citation was viewed

as inadequéte because the name of the author had been

omitted.

Government publications

Two qdotations vere drawn from go@ernment pﬁb]i-

cétions. Both of these citations--Senate Heérings on the

Bomb énd International Acti&ity, 1978, and Congressional

Record, 1974--failed to proQide the specific date of
pub]ication, the name of the person being quoted and the
pége ndmber(s)»from which the quotation was taken. Both

were inadequéte for purposes of Qerifiability.

Other

Eleven citations were made by the negéti@e without
offering information to determine the origin of the
e;idence; Nine citations only indicated the name of the
person being quoted and the year from which the quotétion
"Wés téken; These were: Representati&e James Stewart;
1978; Saki and Cummings, 1978; Osgoode and Walderstein,
1977; D. L. Johnson, 1978; J. S. Annalt, 1979; Humphrey,
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1978; Professors Hopkins and Puche]ia, 1979; Roger
Darwin, 1978; and Morris J. Williams, 1977. A1l of these
citations omitted the name of the publication. Two
citations pro@ided the name of the pub]icétion but not

the némes of the persons being quoted._ These two sodrces

were cited as the I.N.F. Survey of 1978 and World
Population, 1978. |

Synthesis

In debate three, there were thirty-fi@e citations.
Only six were considered verifiable. The six that were
Qerifiéble referred to periodicals. Two citétions
in&o]&ing goVernment publications omitted the names of
the persons being quoted, the specific date of the print-
ing, and page number(s). Twenty-three citations either
féiled to gi&e any mention to the person being quoted or
only indicated the name of the person being quoted while
omitting the name of the publication from which the

quotation was drawn.

Debate Four

Affirmati@e

Periodicéls

In debate fodr the affirmati&e qdoted from two

newspapers--the New York Times and the Wall Street Journal.
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Both citétions in&o]@ing the New York Times were inade-

qﬁéte becédse only the year of issue was pro&ided--]978

and 1979. The citation of the Wall Street Jdournal wds

considered to be adequately Qerifiab]e since the exact
date of the issue was gi&en-—December }3, 1979.

Thirteen affirmative citations involved magazines
and joﬁrnals. Four were inadequate. Only the yeér in
which the issue was published was proQided. These sohrces

were cited as Foreign Policy, 1978; the National Journé],

1979 (twice) and Popular Science, 1978. £Each of these

rpublicétions are printed either weekly or monthly.
Citations that were considered to be adequately verifiable

in@o]&ed four issues of the Bulletin of Atomic

Scientists--Jdanuary 19809 February 1980, March 1980,

and No&ember 1978, the October 23, 1978 issue of Fortune
~mégézine, and the May 1979 article "The Nuclear Dilemma"

found in Technology Review.

-Books
Two books were cited by the affirmati&e--Changing

Pétterns in Foreign Trade and the Geopolitics of Energy.

- In both instances the author was omitted, and the source

wés not considered adeqdately verifiable.
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Government publications

Fodr citétions in;olQed goVernment pub]icétions.
A11 four were inadequate in that neither the name of the
person being quoted nor the page number(s) from which the
quotation was drawn or the exact date of the pub]icétion
had been pro&ided by the affirmative speaker. These were

the Congressional gyArter1y Almanac, 1978 (three times)

and the Committee on Nuclear A]ternati@e Technology, 1980.

Other

Three citations of other sources were inadequate
becéuse only the author or the person being qUoted was
indicated, or only an acronym was offered as the citation.
These were: Peter Dawkins, 1978; William Ingle, 1979;
and N.P.A., 1978. The Dawkins and Ingle citations pro-
vided neither the name of the publication being used nor
the specific date of publication. The N.P.A. citation
was Qiewed as being inadequate. It was unclear whether
the acronym involved an agency being quoted or the name
of é publication. Also, no specific mention of a date was
‘prOQided other than to identify the year from which the

quotétion was taken.
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Negati&e

Periodicals

In debéte four the negati@e cited three news-

pépers—-the Rocky Mountain News, the Minneépo]is Tribune,

and the Albdqﬁerque Journal. Only the Rocky Moﬁntéin

News citétion was inadequate. The negati@e speéker
indicated that the issue was printed sometime in 1978;

The February 6, 1980 issue of the Minneapolis Tribune

and the July 6, 1977 issue of the A]buquerqhe Journal

citations were considered to be verifiable.

Fifteen citations, in&ol&ing eight magézines and
jodrnd]s, were made by the negati&e. The six citations
thét were verifiable é]] came from the same Februéry 18,

1980 issue of U.S. News and World Report. The remaining

nine citations, not considered verifiable, were

Scientific American, 1978; the Progressi&e, 1972;

Intellect, 1976; Environment, 1973 and 1978; Current,

November 1979; Science, March 1977; and the Annals of
Science, 1978. Because Current and Science magazines

ére published weekly, pro&iding only the month and year
wés inadequate. The remaining publications are either
weekly or monthly publications. Because only the yeér of
~the partich]ar issue being quoted was indicated, these‘

were also considered to be non-verifiable.
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Books
Three books were noted by the negatiQe. All
three citations were inadequate. The fist cited, Nuc]eér

Power, the Viable Power, did not provide the name of the

author. The same omission was found in the citations'of

Nuclear Weapons and World Politics and Solar Power.

Government publications

Nine citations of go@ernment publications, encom-
passing seven sources, were proQided by the negati&e--
all of which were insufficient for purposes of édeqdate
verification. Quotations were drawn twice from a 1976

issue of the Congressional Record. 1iIn neither instance

was the exact date, the name of the person being quoted

or the page number orally documented. One reference was
made to a Congressional Budget Office report in 1977.

In this instance, the specific date of publication, the
specific name of the publication, and the page number or
the name of the person being quoted were omitted.

‘Another reference was made to the Congressional Research
Service. The oral documentation offered for this citation
only indicated that it was published in 1979. One
qhotation was drawn from a publication entitled the

Ré;iéﬁ 6f the National Breeder Reactor Program published

in 1976. Once again, the name of the person being quoted

and the page number(s) from which the quotation was taken,
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the origin of the publication, and the specific date of
the publication were omitted. Two citations only indi-
cated the name of the person being quoted and that the.
quotation was taken from "committee hearings." These
citations were offered as “"Lewis D. Navenzo, Washington
Subcommittee,"” and "Jdohn Litler, Senate Energy
Committee." The final citation made from a gévernment

publication was offered as Hearings on the House Committee

on Government Operations, September 1977. The name of

the person being quoted was not proQided in the citation.

Other

The negative gave two source citations in which
only the name of the person being quoted and the date on
which the statement was made were offered. 1In the first
instance, the citation was giQen as "James Benson,
September 20, 1977." The name of the publication from
which the quotation was taken was not proVided. In the
second citation, the only information proQided indicated
that the quotation was taken from a Frederick Thayer
on March 1977. Once again, no mention was made of the

publication in which it could be located.

Synthesis
Of the fifty-nine citations in this round, twenty-

two were considered Qerifiable. O0f the twelve citations
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of periodicals that were judged inadequate, the specific
date of the issue being used was omitted. In the six
citations in&olQing books, no mention was made of the
author. 1In the thirteen instances in which a gerrnment
Publication was being quoted, either the name of the
person being quoted or the actual néme'of the pﬁb]icétion
had not been proQided by the speaker. 1In six instances,
-the information in the citation was inadequate becéuse no
determination could be made concerning the origin of the

evidence.

Debate FiQe

Affirmative

Periodicals

The only newspaper cited by the affirmative in

debate fiQe was a 1978 issue of the Wall Street Journal.

Only the year in which this particular issue was
Published was indicated. The citation was not considered
to be verifiable.

Ten quotations were drawn from magazines and
jodrné1s. A11 the citations were inadequate because the
affirméti&e speaker failed to proéide the specific date
of the phb]ication. These citations were presented as.

Foreign Affairs, 1979; U.S. News and World Report, 1978;

U.S. News and World Report, 1979 (twice); the International
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Journal, 1978; Business in America, 1979; Vital Speeches,

1979; Business Week, 1979; the New Republic, 1978; and

Nation's Business, 1978. These publications are printed

either weekly or monthly. Therefore, the citations were

not deemed adequate for purposes of verification.

Books

No books were cited by the affirmative in debate

five.

Government publications

No gerrnment publications were cited by the

affirmati&e in debate fi?e.

Other

Seven citations were presented by the affirmative
that did not include enough information to determine the
origin of the material. The citations were stated solely

as "International Realities, 1978; Kline in 1978;

Economics in 1978; Charles Frank, 1977; Carlson, 1978;
Weissberger, 1979; and Ross, 1975." In all of these
citations, the failure to proVide the actual name of the
pbb]ication (except for Economics, 1978), the specific
date of publication or the origin of the quoted material

rendered them insufficient for determining verifiablity.
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Negati&e
The negati&e team offered little evidence in
debate fi@e; No periodicals or books were cited. The
three quotations that were offered included adequéte
information to make them verifiable. Two go&ernment

pub]icétions were cited. These were the Congressional

Record of February 26, 1979, page H856§ and U.S. Trade

Policies in the Tokyo Round of Multi-National Negotia-

tions, Mérch 1979. The two quotations taken from U.S.

Tréde Policies were indicated as being on pages xii and

XixX.

Synthesis
Of the twenty-one citations found in debate five,
only three were verifiable. The eleven citations
in@o]&ing periodicals failed to proQide the exact date
of the issue. Seven citations pro?ided an insufficient
~amount of information to determine the origin of the
quoted material. A1l three gerrnment publications cited

by the negati&e were Qerifiab]e.
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Debate Six

Affirmati&e

Periodicals

In the sixth debate studied, the affirmative
quoted from three newspapers--the November 5, 1979 issde

of the Des Moines Register; the March 22, 1979 issue of

the Wall Street Journal; and the May 23, 1979 issue of

the Washington Post. A1l three citations were verifiable.

One other reference was made to the Wall Street JoUrna]

in which the citation included only the yeér--1979--in
which the issue was printed.

Eleven quotations were taken from eight different
magazines and journals. These citations.included the
July 13, 1979 issue of Science magazine; the May 14, 1979

issue of Forbes; the May 22, 1978 issue of Business Week;

the January 15, 1979 and March 3, 1980 issues of U.S.

News and World Report; a February 1979 issue of Newsweek;

‘an August 1979 issue of Nation's Business; and the March

21, 1979 issue of Time magazine. Because the Newsweek

énd Nétion's Business citations did not indicate the week

of pdb]ication, they were not considered to be verifiable.

Books

No books were cited by the affirmati&e in debéte

Six.
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Go&ernment publications

The affirmative cited gerrnment pdb]ications four
times; Only one citation was considered to be Qerifiéb1e.
Two qﬁotations were cited from a 1979 issue of the

Congressional Record. 1In neither instance was the spe-

cific date of the publicétion or the person being quoted

identified. The April 5, 1979 citation of Congressional

Record was Qerifiab]e, both the exact date of pdb]ication
énd the name of the person being quoted--Senator Hart--
were identified. One quotation was taken from the |
Committee on Energy and National Resources.- The specific
name of the hearings, which housé the committee repre-
sented, the name of the person being quoted, and the page
number were all omitted from the citation. Therefore, it

was not considered verifiable.

Other

The affirmati@e quoted four sources without
indicating the name of the publication from which the
méterié] was taken. Former President Carter, Joseph
Mayers, and the former National Security Ad&isor
Brezhinski were all quoted. HoweQer, only their némes
-were cited. Two references were made to a 1975 John
Hopkins sthdy; In both instances, neither the originé]

source or the actual title of the study were identified.
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Negati&e

Periodicals

In debate six the negati@e team cited only one

newspaper--the New York Times. The speaker only indi-

cated that the quotation came from a 1979 issue and the
citation was considered to be insufficient.

Eleven citations inQo19ing £ix magézines and
Journals were made by the negati&e. The sources cited

were a 1979 issue of Business Week; the SUmmer 1975 1issue

of Foreign Policy; a 1979 issue of Fortune magdzine; a

1979 issue of Business in America: the March 3, 1980

issue of U.S. News and World Report; and the Jénuary 245

1980 issue of Newsweek. Because the citations for

Business Week; Fortune; Foreign Policy, 1979; and Business

in America only indicated the year in which issue was

printed, they were not considered to be verifiable. The
remaining citations proQided the specific date of

publicétion and therefore were considered verifiable.

Books

No books were cited by the negatiQe in debate sSix.

Government pUb]icétions

The negative made two citations of goVernment
pﬁb]icétions. Both were judged inadequate. The first

citation referred to the source as Future Reports, Senate
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Subcommittee, 1973. The name of the person being qﬁoted,
the néme of the subcommittee holding the heérings, and
the exact date of the printing were all omitted from the
citation. The second citation only indicated that the
quotétion was taken from a 1976 Federa]vEnergy Adminis-
trétion report. The title of the.publication, the éctua]
déte of publication, and the origin of the publication

were all omitted.

Other

The negati&e quoted Senator Edmund Muskie-énd.é
person by the name of Metzenbaum without indicating the
origin of the materiali. Neither citation was considered

verifiable.

Synthesis

Of the forty citations in debéte six, only six-
teen were verifiable. The twelve citations of periodicals
that were not verifiable failed to indicate the specific
date of the issue. The five citations of gerrnment
publications that were not verifiable either failed to
indicate the name of the person being quoted or the origin
of the qdoted méteria]. Se@en citations only indicated

the name of the person being quoted.
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Debate Se@en

Affirmative

Periodicals

In debate se&en, the affirmative qdoted no news-
papers; Eight citations, in&o]@ing seQen magézines and
journé]s, were pro&ided. The magazines and jodrna1s that

were cited were the June/July 1979 issue of Technology

Re&iew; the December 25, 1978 issue of Business Week;

the September 1975 issue of the Bulletin of Atomic

Scientists§ a 1977 issue of Nation magazine; the April

16, 1979 issue of Time; the December 3, 1976 issue of

Commonwealth; and the March 23, 1979 issue of Conservation

Reports. Only the Nation citation was considered non-
\;erifiéble° This publication is prinfed weekly and
indicating only the year in which the issue being quoted

was taken was considered too vague.

Books

Two books were cited by the affirmative. In both
insténces, they were verifiable. The books quoted were

Donald Kelly's Energy Crisis and the Environment and

McKinley Wilson's The Unécceptab1e Risk. Because the

" title and the author were pro&ided in the citation, both

were verifiable.
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Government publications

Three references were made to gerrnment publica—
tions. One citation only indicated that the quotation‘was
from the Nuclear Regulatory Commission. No 1nf0rmétion
was pro@ided in which the actual title of the publication,
the name of the person being quoted or the specific date
of publication were identified. Another citation indi-

cated that the source being quoted was the Nuclear Over-

sight Hearings of 1979. The. affirmative speaker did not

indicate the origin of the hearings, the name of the
person being quoted, or the specific date of publication.
The third citation noted that the quotation was taken

from the April 23, 1976 printing of the Congressional

Record. Because neither the person being quoted or the
page number were offered, the quotation was not considered

verifiable.

Other

Five citations proQided inadequate information
to determine the origin of the quoted material. Four of

these citations were The Silent Bomb, 1977; Nuclear

Tzrénnx, 1979; The Unviable Option (no date giQen); and

Shutdown, 1979. It appeared that the affirmative was
qdoting a source without providing any information relat-
ing to the title of the publication, the name of the

person being quoted or the date.
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‘Negative

Periodicals

The September 14, 1977 issue of the New York
Times was the only newspaper cited by the negati&e in
debate seven. The quotation was verifiable.

SeQen citations encompassing three journals and
magazines were offered. A reference to a 1978 issue of

Scientific American wés not Qerifiable. The specific

date was omitted. A 1977 issue of the Annals of the

American Academy of Political and Social Sciences was

cited four times by the negati@e. In each instance, the
negati@e failed to indicate the specific date of the

issue being quoted. Issues of the Bulletin of Atomic

Scientists from 1978 and 1979 were cited. Once again,

the exact date of the issue was omitted in the citation.

Books

No books were cited by the negati@e in debate

seven.

Government publications

Only one gerrnmenta] citation was made by the
negati@e. The title giQen for the gerrnment publication

was Geopolitics Energy Report of 1977. The name of the

person being quoted, the specific date of the publication
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and the origin of the report were all omitted. The source

as given was not considered to be verifiable.

Synthesis

0Of the thirty-two citations found in debate seven
only ten were considered to be verifiable. Eight cita-
tions of periodicals were not considered verifiable
because the specific date of the issue was not proQided.
The two books cited in the debate were both verifiable.
A11 four citations inQo]Qing goVernment publications
were non-&erifiab]e, neither the name of the person being
quoted nor the actual origin of the quoted material were
indicated. In five instances, the speakers failed to
proQide enough information about the nature and the

origin of the quoted material.

Debate Eight

Affirmative

Periodicals

In the last debate studied, the affirmative
quoted from two newspapers. The citation of the October

18, 1979 issue of the Washington Post was verifiable

because both the date of publicétion and the page number,
page A2, were proQided. The citation of an Associated

Press release in a 1979 issue of the Los Angeles Times
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wés not judged to be Qerifiab]e. Only the yeér in which
the issde wés printed was indicated by the affirmative
speéker;

Only one magazine was cited by the affirmative.
The citation of the March 13, 1978 issue of Time

mégézine wés jddged verifiable.

Books

No books were cited by the affirmati@e in debdte

eight.

Government publications

SeQen citations from four publications were found
in round eight. Four of the seven were judged verifiable.
The Jhne 5, 1979; December 11, 1978; and September 5,

1979 issues of the Congressional Record were quoted.

Because in each instance, either the name of the person
being quoted or the page numbers were indicated, the |
quotétion was considered verifiable. In three citations--
the Senate Finance Committee, May 11, 1975; the House
Committee on Agriculture, 1978; and the House Committee

on Agriculture, June 1, 1978--the quoted material was

not judged verifiable. The title of the publication had

been omitted.
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Other

Four source citations failed to proQide enoﬁgh
information to determine the origin of the quoted
material. These were cited as "I.S.A; Senator Church,
1979; Julius Katz, 1978; and the President of the
American Sugar Institute, 1978." This was the only

information pro&ided regarding the origin of the sohrce.

Perjodicals

In debate eight the negati@e qdoted from three

newspapers-~-the Los Angeles Times, the Minneapolis Stér,

énd the Christian Science Monitor. Of the four citations

inQo]Qing these sources, two were judged verifiable.

One Los Angeles Times citation indicated that the

quotétion was taken from the March 16, 1979 issue on

page e]e@en, part two. The citation from the Minneapolis

Star indicated that quotation was taken from the June
1977 issue. Both of the citations were judged verifi-

able. A second quotation taken from the Los Angeles Times

only indicéted that the issue had been printed in 1979.
This was not considered verifiable. When citing the

Christian Séience'Monitor, the negéti&e speaker only

indicéted that the material being quoted was taken from a

1979 issde;




48

Thirteen qdotations were taken from eight mégé-

zines and journals. These citations were stated as !

“Bdsiness Week, July 31, 1978; Business Week, Januéry 29,

1979: Nation's Bbsiness, March 1978 (twice); Nation's

Bdsiness, August 1978; the Monthly Labor Re&iew, Méy

1978§ Vital Speeches, June T, 19773 Chél]enge, Méy/Jﬁne

1978 (twice); U.S. News and World Report, 1979; the

Internétioné] Journal, 1978; and BUsiness, 1978."

Neither the U.S. News and the Business citations were
were considered verifiable. 1In each instance only the
yeér in which the issue was printed was pro@idedo The

same problem existed witnh the International Journal

citation.

Books

No books were cited by the negati@e in debate

eight.

Government publications

No go&ernment publications were cited by the

negati&e in debate eight.

Other

Six citétions failed to proQide enough information

to allow determination of the origin of the quoted

material. These citations were offered as "Fishlow,
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1978} George, 1978; Professor Cohens, 1977§ Roger
Johnston, 1979; the New National Security, 1978; and

Théyers, 1978." Because in the five instances in which
only the author was indicated, and the title of the
publicétion from which the quotation was taken was
omitted, the qdotations were not jddged verifiable. The

New Nétiona] Security citation was judged non-@erifiéble.

The name of the person being quoted and the nature and

origin of the quoted material were omitted.

Synthesis

Of the thirty-eight citations found in debate
eight, seventeen were judged verifiable. The ten cita-
tions of periodicals that were not adequate failed to
p%o&ide the specific date of the issue being qdoted.
The gerrnment publications which were not considered to
be verifiable, failed to indicate the title of the
publication. Ten quotations failed to indfcate either
the name of the person being quoted or the origin of the

qdoted material.

Analysis
Throughout the eight debate rounds stddied, a

total of 336 citations were noted. Of these, only 92,
or 27 percent, were found to be verifiable. Inasmuch as

only 27 percent were Qerifiab]e, the documentation of
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evidence by debaters at the high school chémpionship
tournament is in question. This is especidlly poignént
when considering that the tournament involved the top
teams in the state. This practice of inédeqdéte]y citing
sodrces sbggests that there is 1étit0delfor impro&ement.
Of the 146 citétions in@o]@ing periodicals
(mégézines, journé]s, and newspapers) 74, or 51 percent,
were judged Qerifiéb]e. For citations inQolQing méga;
zines, the two most common féu]ts were that the debater
only indicated the yeér in which the periodicé] was
pdb]ished, or only indicated the month and year of
pﬁb]icétion. In total fifty citations were judged
inédeq&ate for purposes of verifiability becadse only the
year of publication had been indicated for either weekly
or monthly publications. In nine instances, the speaxer
indicated only the month and year of publication. Because
these citations involved sources that are weekly publica-
tions, the citations were judged inadequate. In one
insténce, no date was offered whatsoever. In another

instance involving U.S. News and World Report, difficulty

wés encodntered in locating the material because the
speéker quoted from a Mobil 0il Compény édQertisement
without indicéting an advertisement was being used. This
fails to indicate the true nature of the source. The

POtentiél bias of the source is hidden. The ethical
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considerations of this slight will be noted in Chapter
IIT on Qeracity;

In citing journals, the major inadequacy was that
the speaker indicated only the year in which the joUrna]
was published. This was too Qague. In two citétions,
no date was offered.

Nine of the thirty-nine citations inQo]Qing
newspépers included only the year in which the péper‘was
published. A1l of the newspapers in question were daily
publications. In two instances, no date was proQided in
the citation. This failure to specifically document
precludes any reasonable attempt to find the original
source material.

For citations 1nQolQing goéernment publications,
the two most common problems with Qerifying the source
were (1) failing to indicate either the name of the person
being quoted or the page number from which the quotation
was drawn, and/or (2)‘failing to indicate the specific
date of publication. In six citations, the speakers
féi]ed to indicate the name of the person being quoted or
the pége number and the specific date of publication. In
ten other instances, the specific date was proQided but
not the name of the person being quoted or the page
nUmber(s)'from which the gquotation was drawn. In thirteen

citations the date of publication was not specifically
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indicated although the name of the person being quoted

wés noted. In three citations the speékers indicated

that a congressional committee was being qdoted. Howe&er,
the specific name of the committee and the house in which
the committee resides were omitted from the citation. In
“two instances, the name of the specifit committee was
indicéted, but the name of the publication being used and
the exact date of publication were not pro&ided. In total,
there were thirty-nine citations in&o]&ing gerrnment
pdb]icétions, Of these, only eleven or 28 percent were
judged verifiable.

Fifty-fi@e citations were inadequate because it
was not possible to determine either the origin or the
natﬁre of the publication being quoted. In five instances
the speéker indicated only the name of the person being
qﬁoted. These citations omitted the name of the
pdb]icétion being used and the date of publication.

There were thirty-two instances in which the date of the
‘publication and the name of the person being quoted were
ProQided, but the name of the publication being used was
exclﬁded from the citation. This practice of failing to
provide any indication of the publication being used is
Becadse of the Qégdeness of this

particulérly distdrbing-

type of citation it becomes impossible to determine the

';eracity of the evidence being used. In eighteen
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instances the‘néme of the publication being utilized was
pro&ided, but the speéker failed to indicate the name of
the person being quoted, the date of publication, or the
origin or nature of the pUb]ication.

It is recognized that much of the evidence being
hsed in the final tournament of the yeér is qdite well-
known by the participants and abbreviations of citations
méy res&]t. This cod]d explain the failure to proQide
complete source citations. It is further recognized
thét some debaters may pro@ide shortened source citétions
to conserve the amount of time used. This méy exp]éin
why only 27 percent of the source citations were verifi-
éb]e, but this does not justify the practice. Serious
consequences are a likely result. First, those judging
debate may not be as familiar with the evidence being
used as are the debaters. Many of the source citations
as presented would be meéningless to the person criticing
the round. Second, listeners who are not familiar with
the evidence being used are left without a means by which
to test the Qeracity of the quoted maferia]. Third,

; becéﬁse the ledence is being presented in én attempt to

persﬁéde critics, the ethics of exc]dding information

re1e§ént to the nature of the sodrce i8 qdestionéb]e;
09erél1, there is clearly a need for impro&ement

in the citing of sources. Well over half of the
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citétions were jddged inadequate for pdrposes of verifi-
ébi]ity; This practice has further implications when
applied to the Qeracity of the quoted material (Chapter
III), It méy not be possible to determine whether the
_material is being qhoted in context. It may not even be
possible to determine if the person being qﬁoted actda]]y
made the statement attributed to them. While there is
no estéb]ished standard constituting adeqdateness of
Qerifiébility, it is obvious that if only ninety-two

out of 336 citations are verifiable, there are serious
shortcomings in the documentation of sources in competi-

tiQe debate°




CHAPTER II1I
VERACITY

Since only twenty—seVen percent of the citations
were judged to be verifiable in Chapter.II, the material
available for study in this chapter is limited. Specif-
ically, out of the 336 citations noted, only ninety-two
weré found to be verifiable. Therefore, the analysis in
this chapter is limited to those ninety-two. It was not
possible to determine the veracity of the material
quoted in the other 244 instances. With that limitation
apparent, this Chapter represents an examination of the
accuracy of the reported content of each of those
citations of:evidence in which the documentation was
complete.

In order to determine the veracity of evidence
used, two criteria were employed. First, the eVidence,
as reported by the speakers, was compared to the content
of the original work to discover if there were deviations
“4in wording. Second, the evidence was compared to the
original work to determine if the reported material
complied with the context of the printed original. For
a quotation or allusion to be considered an accurate

representation of the original source's content it must
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have (1) reported the original material's content without
modification or, in the case of a paraphrase, it must not
have (2) added or deleted any qualifying words that were
or were not found in the original statement which could
change the interpretation of the material. For a
gquotation to have been considered an accurate represen-
tation of the work as a whole it must not have (1)
changed the wording of the material to the extent that

it altered the interpretation of the material; (2) taken
individual portions of the work which may be accurate,
but do not conform to the conclusions of the work as a
whole; or in the case of a paraphrase, (3) added or
deleted any qualifying words that could have altered the

original source's intent.

Debate One

Affirmative
In debate one, the affirmative altered the wording
of the original material in their oral presentation once.
In another instance, the affirmative seemingly altered

the interpretation of the original work.

As was noted in Chapter II, the affirmative drew
a quotation from the April 23, 1979 issue of U.S. News
and World Report in an article entitled "The Windfall

Profits or the Windfall Tax." Although the material was
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accurately reported, the actual nature of the source was
withheld from the source citation. The particular
article being quoted was a Mobil 0il Company adVertise-.

ment.]

It was not written by the staff of U.S. News,
as was suggested by the affirmative. The specific cri-
teria being employed in this study do not accommodate a
violation of this nature. Nevertheless, this misrepre-
sentation of the actual nature of the source seemed
significant enough to warrant inclusion in this analysis.
The March 12, 1979 issue of Time was the source
of a second instance in which evidence was not exactly
reported by the affirmative. In the oral presentation
an omission of a qualifying phrase was discoVered.» As
offered in the debate, the quotation was as follows:
Levi readily admitted that this approach
collapsed in Iran. Supporting the status quo,
he said, "Maybe it's another five to ten years
in Saudi Arabia."
The statement as printed reads:
Levi readily admitted that this approach
collapsed in Iran. "Call it shortsighted," he

said, "but supporting the status quo may give
us another five or ten years in Saudi Arabia."

2

The omission of the phrase "call it shortsighted" could
result in an interpretation of the material other than
what was intended by the authors. This phrase could
suggest that Levi recognized the limitations of his

conclusion. This did alter the original wording.
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These were the only two instances in which it was
judged that the Qeracity of the material as presented may
have misrepresented the original work. There was an
instance in which the affirmati&e substituted one phrase
and two words from the original and added one phrase.
This particular case involved the March 3, 1980 issue of
Newsweek. Added and substituted material are indicated
in brackets in the following evidence:

Their broadest objectiVe was to expand

their [Soviet in the original] influence in
the Middle East. The CIA is convinced
[estimates that]in the original] that the
Russians will be 0il importers by the mid-
1980s, said Newman former ambassador to
Afghanistan . _That by itself will[“would

in the ogiginaj] make the area very important
to them.

This particular rendition of the original material does
not seem to have significantly altered the interpretation
of the wording. However, the substitution of "is
convinced" for "estimates that" and "will" for “"would"
could result in an unintended interpretation. 1In the
former substitution, the altered language usage assigns
a degree of certainty not found in the original wording.
In the latter substitution, the nature of the wording
appears to have been altered in such a manner so as to
elimate the conditional nature of the phrase. In other.
words, the original wording suggests that the action

"would" occur if the "estimates" are accurate. This
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alteration giVes the impression that the CIA is "conVinced"
that the Soviets will be oil importers, and therefore,

"will" be concerned with the Middle East.

Negatibe

In debate one, the content reported by the
negatiQe differed from the original wording through either
the-omission or substitution of words and/or phrases.
In three instances, it was not possible to find the
original quotation despite the adequacy of the source
citation. The negati&e drew quotations twice from the
July 31, 1979 issue of Fortune magazine on page 58.
Neither quotation was discovered in print since there is
no July 31, 1979 issue of Fortune. 1In one other instance,
the negatiQe cited the June 16, 1979 issue of the

-National Journal. Once again, the evidence was not

found in the source cited.

In two instances the negatiQe omitted phrases and
substituted words from the original wording. Words found
within brackets indicate the phrases and words substituted
or omitted. Underlining signifies those words which

were not found in the original nor had synonyms found in

the original.

Current History, July/August 1978. h
New Federal regulations and incentives and

Federal oil policy can alter this situation.
For example, Congress is has mandating ed
a minimum automobile average.gas mileage under
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the Energy Policy and Conservation Act of
1975, cars must obtain an average gf twenty-
seven miles per gallon allowance.

Time, February 11, 1980.

The U.S. ambassador Sol Linowitz managed
at least to mount a a minor breakthrough
in the stalled talks between Egypt and
Israel on autonomy for the West Bank and
Gaza . With only four months left before
the expiration of the May deadline 1limit
on the issue for a Palestinian autonomy plan,

which Cairo and Jerusalem accepted at Camp
David , the Carter administration is has

been anxious_to speed up the pace of the
negotiations.

O0f the two quotations indicated aone, neither
usage of the material appears to have significantly
altered the intent of the original work through omission.
Howe&er, the tense changes do suggest a condition exists
in the present tense, which the original wording does
not indicate. -Also, substituting "to mount" for "a minor"
ignores the measure of significance suggested in the

original wording.

Synthesis
Of the thirty-six citations found in debate one,
six instances (16 percent) arose in which the evidence
was potentially manipulated through either reporting
evidence as coming from a source which did not exist,
misrepresenting the actual nature of the source, or
through the substitution and/or omission of words and

phrases which haQe the potential for altering the intended
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meaning of the original wording. In two other instances,
the original wording was altered through the substitution
and/or omission of words and/or phrases. However, in
these two instances the interpretation of the original
work was not apparently misrepresented, although poten-
tially important tense changes were made and a measure

of significance was omitted.

Debate Two

Affirmative
In debate two, the affirmati&e altered the wording
of the original material in their oral presentation of
purported evidence once. In this instance, the tense
was changed from past to present. Taken from Lester R.
Brown's article in the June 1978 issue of Futurist
magazine, the quotation was read in the debate as follows:
Looking at the deﬁeloping countries as a
whole, the International labor office esti-
mates that 24.7 percent of the total labor
force is either out of work or underemployed
in 1970. The comparable figure gor 1980 is
expected to approach 30 percent.
"Is" (underlined in the quotation) was substituted for
"was." This substitution was judged not to significantly
alter the meaning of the original work. It is still

clear that the unemployment and underemployment rates

refer to the year 1970.




62

OQerall, of the ten verifiable quotations offered
by the affirmative only one was altered in the oral
presentation. This substitution of "is" for "was" did

not appear to lessen the Veracity of the evidence.

NegatiQe
In debate two, :the negati&e paraphrased one item
of evidence. This paraphrasing did not significantly

misrepresent the original wording. Citing the UNESCO

Courier, November 1978, the negatiQe presented the

evidence as follows.

Thirteen to fourteen million people are
employed by multi-nationals directly.

~The original wording is as follows.

It has been estimated that the multi-
‘nationals employ a total_of thirteen to
fourteen million people.”’
The phrase "it has been estimated" was omitted in the oral
presentation. The word "directly"” was added. The
omission of the qualifying phrase suggests a certainty
that the original wording does not proQide.
In two instances, it was not possible to find the
quotétions cited. One was reported as taken from the
December 22, 1978 issue of Time and the other from the

August 14, 1978 issue of Fortune. There is no December

22, 1978 issue of Time. Although there is an August 14,
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1978 issde of Fortune, the material being referred to

could not be found in that issue.

Of the eight verifiable citations pro@ided by the
negati&e, one (or 12 percent) was altered in the oral
presentation from the original wording. There were two
instances (or 25 percent) in which the duotations could

not be found in the source cited.

Synthesis
In debate two, the wording of the original méte— '
rial was altered twice in the oral presentation of the
evidence. In neither instance did the alteration mis-
represent the intent of the original wording. In two
other 1instances, evidence was reported as ha@ing been
taken from a source that either did not exist or from an
issde that did exist, but the particular reported wording

could not be found.

Debate Three

Affirmative
In debate three, only two affirmative citations
were verifiable. In each instance, the oral presentation
of the e@idence accurately reported the original wording.

The quotations were from the March 13, 1977 issue of the
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8 and the Summer 19/8 issue of

9

New York Times Magazine

the Atlantic Community Quarterly.

NegatiQe
As with the affirmati&e, the negatiVe offered
only two verifiable citations in debate two. 1In one of
these instances the wording of the original material was
altered in the oral presentation. The change in the
wording did not appear to alter the meaning of the
original. The negatiQe reported that the quotation was
taken from the March 4, 1978 issue of Nation. As pre-
sented in the debate, the quotation was as follows:
If the go@ernment does not have the will
to help the small farmers outside organiza-
tions can't force them to do it. We can
advise, we can write provisions in our proj-
ects, but without that genuine commitment on

the part of the government, it just won't
work .

The original wording was slightly different:
A World Bank official explains if the

gerrnment does not have the will to help t?ﬁ
small farmers we can't force them to do it.

This omission and substitution of words in the oral
presentation from the original work does not appear to

misrepresent the evidence.

Synthesis
Inasmuch as only four citations were Qerifiab]e

in debate three, the potential exists for challenges to
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the Qerécity of eQidence.‘ HoweQer, an examination of

non-verifiable eQidence is not possible. For the four
citations which were Qerifiab]e, the oral presentation
altered the text of the material in two instances. In
neither instance was the original wording seemingly

misrepresented, however.

Debate Four

Affirmative
Of the six verifiable sources presented by the
affirmative in debate four, one situation arose in which
material was added to the original wording. This
alteration did not change the meaning of the material.
The affirmati&e merely supplied the qualifications of
the person being quoted within the text of the article.

Found in the April 1979 issue of the Bulletin of the
11

Atomic Scientists, the added wording is bracketed in

the following quotation:

As for the problem of waste disposal, Mr.
Frazier [Cleader of the liberal national
country coalition and prime minister of
Australia] said, "the technology for the
handling, solidification, and safe storage of
high level radioactive liquids exists."

The qualifications of Frazier were provided earlier in

the article and were accurately reported by the speaker.
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Negéti@e

In debate four, the negati@e presented e]é&en
verifiable source citations. Of these eleven, there
were four instances (36 percent) in which the original
-wording was altered in the oral presentation. 1In the
first case, the negati@e made two tense changes. The
quotation taken from the February 18, 1980 issue of U.5.

12

News énd World Report was reported as follows by the

negati&e. The involved tense changes will be under-
scored.
A1l together de&eloping nétions, outside
of OPEC, owe banks around the world an esti-
mated $180 billion at the end of 1979, over
four times the claims of five years earlier.
In the original it was indicated that the de&e]oping
nations owed an estimated $180 billion. This changing
of tense does not appear to misrepresent the original.
Even with this alteration, it is still apparent that the
time frame being dealt with was 1979.
The second alteration of material in the oral
presentation of evidence by the negati&e also involved
a tense change. From the same U.S. News article

indicated aboﬁe, the quotétion was presented as follows:

Ten countries are in hock to U.S. banks
for more than $1 bilTlion each . . .

The original wording was that the ten countries "were"

in hock to U.S. banks.13 This substitution of "are" for
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"were" does alter the meaning of the original somewhat.
It suggests a "present" state which the authors may not
have intended. |

In the third alteration, one phrase was omitted
from the original wording. Once again, from the February
18, 1980 issue of U.S. News, the material was reported
as follows:

It may take as much as eighty percent of
Brazil's 1980 export earnings just to service
debts [@ccording to U.S. regu]atorE].
The omitted phrase is indicated in the brackets. This
alteration of evidence as orally presented does appear to
accurately represent the U.S. News article.

The fourth alteration similarly involved the
February 18, 1980 issue of U.S. News. In this case, the
negati&e added one phrase. They also substituted "through"
for "by." The added phrase is indicated in brackets in
the following quotétion:

In the process [bf giQing loans to the

LDCs] the banks assumed a role previously

performed by publicly supported financial
institutions such as IMF and the World Bank

or handied by Eﬁhrougﬁ] bilateral government
aid.

Immediately preceding this quotation in the original
értic]e, it was made clear that the statement was being
made in reference to loans being giQen to LDCs. Therefore,
the phrase could scarcely misrepresent the original

wording. Rather this alteration made the context of the
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quotation clearer. The substitution of "by" for "through"
similarly does not appear to misrepresent the original

wording.

Synthesis

Of the fifteen verifiable quotations reported in
debate four, five instances (33 percent) arose in which
the original wording of the material was altered. In
three cases phrases were added to the original. These
alterations did not seemingly misrepresent the original
material. The phrases added merely made the context
of the original wording clearer by either adding the
qualifications of the person being quoted or by explaining
to what the article was referring. In the other two
instances in which the material was altered in the oral
presentation, words were substituted for the original
wording. The wording was altered to indicate that the
original was dealing with present tense rather than past
tense. Since other material was available in the
reported content (the specific time frame inQolQed).the

substitutions did not misrepresent the original material.

Debate FiQe

AffirmatiQe
0f the twenty-four citations reported by the

affirmati@e in debate fiQe, only one (4 percent) was
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verifiable. The affirmative accurately reported the

originél wording of the definition of foreign trade from

the 1968 edition of Black's Law Dictionary.'?

Negéti&e
In debate fiQe, the negati@e only offered three
pieces of e@idence. In each instance, the sodrce as
reported was verifiable. Furthermore, the negati&e did
éccdréte]y report the material. The oral presentation
of the e&idence did not result in any alteration of

the original wording whatsoe&er.

Synthesis
Although all verifiable evidence was accurately
reported in debate fi&e, it is not possible to make a
clear determination of the Qeracity of the reported
material. Only four the the twenty—se&en citations

(approximately 15 percent) were verifiable.

Debate Six

Affirmative

0f the thirteen verifiable quotations found in
debate six, the affirmative altered the original wording
in three cases (23 percent). In the first instance,

the May 22, 1978 issue of Business Week was cited. One

phrése was omitted in the oral presentation. The omitted
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phrase is indicated by brackets in the following quotation,

as reported by the affirmative:

According to Joel Popkin of the NBR, the
0il price rise was responsible for about one-
third of the increase in U.S. prices between
the last ?garter of 1973 and the last quarter
of 1975

Although the omitted phrase specifies the involved time
spén referred to in the original, its amission does not

seem to misrepresent the original wording. HoweQer, the

omission of the time frame could suggest an inaccurate
sense of recency to the eQidence.

The second instance in which the oral presentation
represented altered wording involved the July 13, 1979

issue of Science. The reported content of the evidence is

as follows:

v Of the 8.5 million barrels of oil imported
a day by the U.S., no less than five to six
million are directly attributable to the Tlow

price policy.
The actual wording found in the original is--

Of the 8.5 million barrels a day imported
by the U.S., no less than five to six million
are dir?gtly attributable to the low price
policy.

This alteration of the wording found in the oral presen-
tation does not change the meaning of the material. The
actual wording change is minor.

The March 3, 1980 issue of U.S. News and World

Report was the source in the third case in which the
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originé] wording was altered. In this specific case, the
word "rising" was substituted for "larger." The place-
ment of this substitution is indicated in the fo]]owing‘
quotdtion by brackets.

At the same time, another White House
official concedes, "in the short-term we
can't control inflation." These officials
contend that foreign prices stem mainly
from larger Egising in the original] oil
costs, . . .

This substitution is an insignificant altering of the
original wording and therefore is not considered to have

misrepresented the original source.

Negéti@e
In debate six, the negatiQe altered the wording
of two original items of material. The first case they
substituted words. This substitution was minor and did
not constitute a misrepresentétion of the original
wording. Material from the March, 1980 issue of U.S

. -
——

News and World Report was reported as follows:

Here at this strategic part on the Horn
of Africa, the U.S. is set to convert a one-
time Soviet base into a key link of a mili-
tary chain designed to block Russia from 18
seizing control of the flow of Mideast oil.

In this particular oral presentation, "set" was substituted
for "said" and "a" was substituted for "the." The sub-
stitution of "set" for "said" does appear to alter the

interpretation of the original wording. "Set" suggests
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é certéinty of éction. "Said" does not.

The second instance involved the Jandéry 21, 1980
issue of Newsweek. The negative omitted a phrase at the
end of the quotétion found in the original wording. The
omitted phrase is indicated by brackets in the following
qdotétion:

With the Soviet Union flexing its muscles

and with the government of Ankara a bit weak

on its legs, Turkey agreed to allow the U.S.

to stay in twenty-six bases temporarily until

a final understanding can be drawn-up
The omission of this phrése has the potential for creat-
ing an unintended intrepretation of the material. As
reported by the negati&e, one could be led to believe
that the bases may be retained permanently. HoweQer,
the omitted phrase would make this conclusion question-

able. Therefore, this reporting of the original méte;ia]

seems to misrepresent the original wording.

Synthesis

In debate six, there were five instances in which
the originé] wording was altered in the oral presentation
of the evidence. In three cases, the substitution of
words for the original was minor and did not appear to
alter the meaning of the involved material. In the last
two insténces, phrases were omitted in the oral presenta-
tion. In the first, the meaning does not appear to have

been altered by the speaker. This report does make it
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less clear in terms of the involved time fréme, however.
In the second case in which a particular phrése was
omitted in the reporting of the eQidence, the omission
does alter the épparent intent of the éuthors of the
originé] work. The oral presentation could suggest a
permanent situation while the original wording suggests
only a temporary situation. This could be considered

to be a significant alteration of the interpretation

of the original wording.

Debate SeQen

Affirmative

In debate seQen, the affirmative offered nine
source citations which were verifiable. Of these, the
original wording was altered in five instances (55 per-
cent). In two instances, the affirmative was paraphras-
ing the original wording. In another case, a phrase was
omitted. In two other situations, the affirmative either
omitted or added words not found in the original.

The first paraphrése involved the September 1975

issue of the Bulletin of Atomic Scientists. The material

was reported by the affirmative as follows:

Using EPA statistics and ERDA statistics,
Comey concluded that the fatality rate is 982
deaths per kilowatt year, which would equal
8,400 deaths per year from mill tailings.
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This paraphrasing was mostly accurate. On pages 44-45 of
the issue, most of the information presented by the
affirmative was found. The article does refer to an
En@ironmental Protectioné Agency stddy which draws the
conclusion indicéted in the oral presentation. HoweQerL
no reference was made to ERDA (presumably the Energy

Research and DeQe]opment Administration).]9

By adding
ERDA to the eQidence, more credibility may have been giQen
to the conclusions drawn in the péraphrase than was

- deserved.

The June/Jduly 1979 issue of Technology Review

was the source of the second paraphrase. The affirmati&e
reported the content of the material as follows:

Dr. Sprung calculated that the early
fatalities if any of the operating reactors
should suffer an accident would be about
30,000 to 40,000 people.

The original wording from which this quotation was drawn
182

Dr. Sprung calculated that the "early
fatalities" that would result if any one of
eleven operating reactors should suffer an
accident in which a "non-bouyant plume" of
"relatively cold" radioactive gases were
released to the atmosphere. About 30,000
to 40,000 people would die within several
months following such a re%sase from the
Zion nuclear reactor . . .

The involved paraphrase here does seem to accurately

reflect the wording of the original source.
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In another case involving the June/July 1979

issue of Techno]ogxﬁReQiew, the affirmative slightly

altered the original wording in their oral presentation.
In this cése the affirmative substituted two words and
added one other. The added word is underscored in the
following reported quotation:
After November 30, 1978, seVentyetwo
commercial reactors held operating licenses
with the Nuclear Regulatory Commission. The
[Man" in the original] initial [CadditionaTl in
the original] ninety reactors have been
issued construction permits, four more have
Timited work authorizations, and thirty-seven
more are on oder.
The sUbstitutions of "the" for "an" and "initial" for
"additional" do not appear to alter the meaning of the
original material. The addition of "more" similarly does
not significantly change the wording of the original
content.
In one other instance the affirmative sTlightly
é]tered the wording of the original work in their oral

presentétion. This particular instance inQolQed the

December 25, 1978 issue of Business Week. The content

was reported as follows by the affirmative:

Carter will push for nuclear licensing
reform, and a reommendation to support current
generation nuclear reactor construction more
forcefully will soon reach him.

The original wording is--

Carter will push for reactor iicensing
reform [his aides say], and a recommendation
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to support current generation nuclear reactor

consETuction more forcefully will soon reach

him.
The substitution of "reactor" for "nuclear" and the
omission of the phrase "his aides say" do not appear to
alter the intended meaning of the original work.

In the final instance in which the affirmative
altered the wording of the original work, one phrase was
omitted. The omitted phrase in the April 16, 1979 issue
of Time is noted in brackets.

Despite the uproar on U.S. policy on nuclear
energy it is not expected to change significantly
[@1though Congress is sure.to demand tighter safe-
guards and a far more active Nuclear Regulatory
Commissioﬁ]. Quietly but firmly, Carter mainé2
tained his commitment to nuclear development.

Although the omission could understate the resolve of the
status quo, the conclusions regarding Carter's commitment
to nuclear energy do accurately reflect the original

wording. Perhaps some "card-stacking" by the debaters

may be evident here.

Negati@e
Of the nine citations offered by the negative,
only one (11 percent) was Qerifiab]e. The one Qerifiab]e
source citation involved the September 14, 1977 issue of

the New York Times. The quoted material exactly matched

the originé] wording.
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Synthesis

In debate seQen, the original wording was altered
in fi@e cases. In none of these instdnces did it appear
that the original material was significantly misrepre-
sented. Two instances in§019ed the paraphrasing of the
original wording. In one paraphrase it was suggested
that the conclusion drawn in the original was the result
of EPA and ERDA studies. Only reference to the EPA was
made in the original. The other three alterations of
the original wording invelved either_the substitution
of words for the original or the omission of phrases
found within the original. These alterations did not

significantly alter the meaning of the involved material.

Debate Eight

Affirmative
0f the seven verifiable citations offered by the
affirmati&e in debate eight, there was one occasion
(14 percent) in which the original wording was altered
in the oral presentation of the evidence. This alteration
involved a paraphrase of the March 13, 1978 issue of Time.
In the debate, the material was reported as follows:

We are the world's largest importer of
sugar, importing eleven million tons a year.
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The originé] wording was,
As the world's biggest importer (e1e§en
million tons a year), the U.S. used to control
its vast imports bg doling out quotas to
exporting nations. 3
This pérticular paraphrase does appear to accurately
report the meaning of the original work.
For the six additional pieces of evidence pre-
sented by the affirmative in which the source citation

wés Qerifiable, the wording wés reported exé;tly,as it

appeared in the original source.

Negéti@e
0f the eleven verifiable pieces of evidence pre-
sented in debate eight by the negatiQe. all were reported

exéct]y as they appeared in the originé] work .

Synthesis
OQerall, of the eighteen pieces of evidence in
which the source citation was Qerifiéb]e, only once
(approximately 6 percent) was the original wording altered.
In this particular instance the speaker paraphrésed the

originé] work accurately.

Analysis

Of the ninety-two pieces of evidence examined in
which the reported source citation was Qerifiab]e, the

wording was altered in the oral presentétion from the
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originé] work in twenty-four instances (26 percent).
In these twenty-four cases, the speaker changed the
wording through the substitution and/or omission of
phrases énd/or words or by pér@phrasing the originél
wording. In one instance, the actual nature of the
sodrce being reported was withheld. In three instances,
the reported source was not in print. In two additional
céses, the reported source was in print, but the partic-
ular wording could not be found in the indicated issue.

Of the twenty-four instances in which the original
wording was altered, the interpretation of the méteriél
may have potentia11y been changed in five cases (21 per-
cent). Although the importance of the alterations
;éried, the reporting of evidence did not appeér to
specifically conform to the original interpretétion.
Degrees of certainty were suggested in the oral presenta-
tion which were not found within the original work.
Potentié]]y important qualifying phrases were omitted.
This alteration of evidence may not have been intentional.
It méy have been the result of careless reporting due to
the time constraints and pressures of the particular
debéte; HoweQer, that does not excuse the préctice.
‘Ehninger and Brockriede have noted that

Deliberéte attempts to manipu]éte_data to

gi@e them more weight than they dgserve ¥101ate
what may be termed an ethic of evidence.
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The imp]ications of this manipulation are suggested as
they continﬁe their discussion.
- Sﬁch deliberate suppression of hnféﬁorab]e

evidence throws judges' views of a problem out

of balance gnd makes a critical decision

difficult.?
In those situations in which the omission and/or substitu-
tion of words and/or phrases potentially alters the
interpretétion of the original work, ethical considera-
tions are parémount. Ehninger and Brockriede further
argue that the willful modification of the wording of
statements in order to mislead falls within the realm of

26

deliberate falsification. Furthermbre, they indicate

o ¥ 3 de]iberatevfa]sification not only violates

the principles of critical deliberation but also

constitutes dishonesty of the worst sort.
Erwin P. Bettinghaus extends the ethical consideratiors
to persudsi@e situations of all kinds. He rotes:

. . . when we use persuasion, we should do so

from a position consistent with the §§t of

ethical and moral standards we have.
This ménipu]ation of data may not have been deliberate,
and therefore, the intentions cf the inQo]Qed indi@idua]s
méy not be deser@ing of such ethical questioning.
Howe@er, the seemingly deliberate misrepresentation of

the true nature of sources being quoted (Debate One--

“The Windfall Profits or the Windfall Tax," U.S. News and

World Report) is deserQing of question. Also deserving
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of ethical questioning is the reading of evidence in five
insténces from sources that are not in print. This
problem further extends itself to the reporting of
evidence when the source exists, but the actUa] wording
cannot be discovered.

OQerall, as has been preQious]y mentioned twice,
the reporting of sources that do not exist and the
seeming misrepresenting of the wording of originé] sources
may be the result of careless practice. This practice
is not excused. Furthermore, since only 27 percenf of
the reported citations were Qerifiab]e, the findings in
this section are subsequently limited. Further misstating
of sources and altering of evidence most likely exists.
Debéters would be well advised to more carefully and
accurately cite sources and more exactingly report the

evidence utilized.
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CHAPTER IV

SUMMARY AND CONCLUSIONS

Summéry

The use of eVidence in competiti&e débate has
drématica]]y increased over the past twenty yeérs; With
this increase, questions have arisen concerning the
ethicé] use of evidence. Specifically, allegations have
been made which suggest that some debaters manipﬁ]éte the
material they are quoting 1in a manner which élters the
_original interpretation. Also, allegations have been
-made that occasionally debaters fabricate evidence.
This study represents an attempt to discover the merits
of these claims as demonstrated at one particular
tournament--the 1980 South Dakota State High School Debate
Tournament. |

To complete this analysis, fourteen roﬁnds of
debéte were electronically recorded on tape. These
rounds of debate included both the "A" and "B" divisions
and the quarter-final, semi-final, and final rounds.
Permission to conduct the study was granted by Ré]ph
Wilkinson, Executive Secretary of the South Dakota High
School Activities Association. After the taping was

completed, eight tapes were selected for study. The names
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of the schools and competitors were not included in the
study to éssure anonymity. Transcripts were thén made
which included only the apparent evidence citétions and
allusions to evidence. Evidence citations were analyzed
to determine the adequacy of documentation. Library
research was then initiated, for those evidence citations
that were judged Qerifiable, to discover if they reported
content of the source material was accurately presented
by the debaters.

An analysis was undertaken to examine the accurécy
of documentation. Of the 336 citations offered through-
out the eight debate rounds studied, only ninety-two
(26 percent) were verifiable. The most common faults
in the citing of sources were the failure to proQide
the exact date of publication, the name of the person
being quoted or the page number (in the case of government
publications).. In five instances only the name of the
person being quoted was indicated without noting the
publication from which the quotation was drawn or the date
of the publication. In thirty-two instances the name of
the person being quoted and the year from which the
quotation was drawn were indicated. HoweVer, no other
information was proQided relevant to the source. 1In
eighteen additional cases, the debaters made unclear

references to a source without indicating the name of the
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person being quoted, the date of publication, and/or
the origin or nature of the source.

Fhrther énalysis was undertaken to exémine the
éccﬁrécy of the reported content when compared with the
original source. The findings of this section were |
limited because of the inability to Qerify mény of the
reported sources. Less than one-third of the evidence
citations were complete enough to allow discerry of the
originé] material.

O0f the ninety-six Qerifiéb]e citations, there
were twenty-four instances (26 percent) in which the
reported content differed from the original wording.

In five instances, the alteration appeared to change the
intended interpretation of the material. This was done
through the substitution of and/or the omission of wotds
and/or phrases. The change in wording either added
degrees of certainty not found in the original or omitted
potentially important qualifying phrases. In one case
the actual nature of the source was withheld. The

source was reported as U.S. News and World Report.

Although the reported content was found in this publica-
tion, the actual source was a Mobil 0il Company advertise-
ment. In three other instances, the reported sohrce was

not in print. In two additional instances, the reported
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soﬁrce was in print, but the particular wording could not

Be fodnd;

Conclusions

This study dealt with selected debates at the
1980 Stéte Tournament. Only the quarter-finals, semi-
finals, and the finals of the "A" and "B" divisions were
téped. While this study only analyzes one particulér
todrnament, it, ne&erthe]ess, should be representatiQe
of high school competiti&e debate. These teams should
represent the finest skill and training in South Dakota
debate. The tournament is intended to include only the
top sixteen debate teams 1in both divisions. Therefore,
the following conclusions appear to be wérranted:

1. For more than half of the instances, the
reported source citations were inadequate and did not

allow the listener to Verify the source.

2. Either carelessness or the deliberate manip-
ulation of eQidence resulted in a number of alterations

in the original wording in the oral presentation.

3. To the extent that the findings of this
stﬁdy are representatiée of high school debating, serious
shortcomings of debate ethics appear to exist with

regard to the use of evidence.
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Recommendations for Further Study

As the findings of this study are Timited, future
stﬁdy coﬁ]d more fully determine conc]hsions to be
reéched concerning the practices of high school deba?ers.
Fhrther st&dy could be useful in determining how wide-
spreéd the problems of inadequate source docuhentétion
and evidence manipulation are. Therefore, the following
recommendations for further study are suggested.

1. Future South Dakota State High School Debate

Todrnaments could be studied in order to fﬁrther test

the findings of this study.

2. The National Forensic League's annual high
school tournament could be studied. This might proQide
a broader view of the accuracy of documentation and
evidence citations as utilized by "top level® high school
debaters from various sectors of the United States.

3. The methods employed in this current study
could be applied to championship tournaments in surround-
jng states. This might allow a more complete analysis
of the pracitces of competitors from adjacent states

regarding accuracy in documentation and evidence cita-

tions.



APPENDIX

TRANSCRIPTS

This appendix includes evidence transcripts of
the eight rounds of debate studied. Only in those
instances in which the source citation was jddged verifi- 3
able was the entire text of the quotdtion included. For
those citations judged inadequate, only the so&rce, és

reported has been proQided.

Debate One

Affirmative

Magazines .
1. "The Bulletin of Atomic Scientists, 1977."

2. “Representati?e Mike McCormack, Nation's Business,
January 1980.

"A catastrophic depression would result if we lose
Saudi Arabian oil."

3. “Newsweek," January 7, 1980."

"Their broadest objective was to expand Soviet
influence in the Middle East. The CIA is convinced
that the Russians will be oil importers by the mid-
1980s, said Neumann, former amabassador to :
Afghanistan. That by itself will make the area

very important to them."

4. "Newsweek," March i 1980."

"Even so, it is the external threat that most worries
the Saudis. They have already been buffetted by
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the revolutionary unrest in Iran. The invasion of
Afghanistan has given them migraines about the
territorial integrity of the Persian Gulf states and
even prompted them into what one diplomat calls a

- '"shotgun wedding' with leftist Iraq to bolster

regional security."

“Stanford Magazine, Winter 1979."

“A natural consequence of these policies has been
the creation of a great deal of uncertainty for
those contemplating research energy investments,
which also causes them to direct their efforts
towards getting around the regulations rather. than
towards finding more energy. The result is burgeon-
ing 0il imports now putting pressure on world prices
to the detriment of all importing countries."

*"Stanford Magazine, Winter 1979."

“However, disincentives remain. The windfall profits
tax as proposed will impede investment. This falls
from the proposition that windfall profit is defined
in terms of profit from o0il sold at the world price,
if future real oil prices are expected to increase."

"Time, January 15, 1979."

“But within a decade, according to intelligence
reports, the Soviet Union will be running short of
the 0il it needs to fuel an expanding economy. Thus,
the region could easily become the fulcrum of world
conflict in the 1980s."

"Time, March 12, 1979."

“0il expert Walter Levi wondered if the U.S. should
jnstead do its best to prop up the present leaders,
trying to buy time. Levi readily admitted that this
approach collapsed in Iran. Supporting the status
quo, he said, 'Maybe it's another five or ten years
in Saudi Arabia.'"

YTime, NoVember 26, 1979."

“The U.S., which is still hurting from the two-month
loss of Iranian crude earlier this year, almost any
new interuption of supply no matter how modest_or
brief, will lead to tighter markets."
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"The Windfall Profits or the Windfall Tax," U.S.
News and World Report, April 23, 1979."

"The President's windfall tax plan would impose on
the American consumer the burden of higher prices
without the prospect of increased supply by taking
away money needed for increasing production and
exploration."

"U.S. News and World Report," November 5, 1979."

“The most immediate concern of Saudi Arabia, Kuwait,
Iraq, Bahrain, Qator, the United Arab Emirates, and -
Oman is the spillover from the Islamic revolution in
Iran. But all worry also about the lengthening
shadow of the Soviet Union . . . Two million barrels
of o0il go to the U.S. alone, about one-quarter of
U.S. total imports.”

Newspapers

1.

"The Argus Leader, November 21, 1979."

"We better believe the United States has allowed its
self-reliance on Arab oil. The two biggest exporters
are Saudi Arabia and Iran, both solid American

friends."

"The Des Moines Register, November 5, 1979."

“Today's troubles--high inflation, energy scarcity
are attributable by contrast on our abilities to
trust these pborlems at home and abroad."

"The Minneapolis Tribune, January 22, 1980."

"Saudi leaders believe the Krmlin is bent on con-
solidating a strip on South Yemen as a part of a_
plan toencircle the Persian Gulf resources and vital

shipping lanes and sources at it."

"The Christian Science Monitor, January 2, 1979."

s down the price of crude oil
this country continues to be

n of subsidizing the oil
vernment regularly denounces
s to national security."

“"As the government hold
from pricing contrqlg,
in the bizzare positio
imports. The same the go
as excessive and dangerou
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“The Christian Science Monitor, January 30, 1980.“

"The purpose of decontrol is to provide dollars to
producers to extract more oil and natural gas in
America. By taking away these dollars, Congress will
make us more dependent on foreign oil and domestic
production will decline further just as it has since
price controls have been imposed."

"The New York Times, 1977."

"The New Yerk Times, 1980."

“The Wall Street Journal, May 14, 1979."

"With the tax in effect permanently contindes to
domestic crude price control with the severity of
the OPEC price increases, Mr. Wallace added."

wThe Wall Street Journal, Jandary 14, 1980."

“A former top Carter administration official noted
that the monetary system is in danger of avalance
that can be set off by anything."

“The Wall Street Journal, January 21, 1980."

“However serious the threat from outside, the biagest
danger to Saudi oil can come from inside the country.
Saudi Arabia has suffered from more than one internal

shock lately."

“The Wall Street Journal, ‘They’Ve Done It Again,'
May 21, 1979."

“This time indeed again the Admiqistration has out-
done itself. It's OPEC tax, a fifty percent tax on
any future increases in the_rea] price of energy .
carries a double whammy. First, it converts controls
that expire in two years into affirmative tax.
Second, it .falls most heavily on oil that has not yet
been discovered. It not only drains revenues from
the oil business, but dampens the incentive to find

new energy."

"fhé Wall Street Journal, February 22, 1980."

ted he signed the windfall profits

GO s indica 3 n
Carter indi The levy will start March first.

legislation.
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Books

I. "“William Simon, A Time for Truth, 1978."

"If the energy industry were simply freed from the
regulatory bondage and allowed to function sanely,
they will pay for their own expansion out of their
own profits. That is free enterprise. And in tne
entire history of mankind, nothing has ever served
better as a catalyst and stimulant to invention

and innovation than the profit system. That system
will quickly bring about the increased production for

self-sufficiency."

Government publications

]; "The Energy Petroleum and Extension Act Heérings of
1974.%

2; "The National UniVersity Extension Agency, 1978."

Other

1. "Black's Law Dictionary."

2. “The Wisdom Dictionary."

NegatiQe

Magazines

1. "YBusiness Week, 1977." (cited three times)

2. “Current, 1979." (cited two times)

3; uCurrent History, July/August 1978."

nNew Federal regulations and incentives and Federal
0il policy can alter this_51tuat1on. Eor example,
Congress is mandating a minimum auto average gas
mileage allowance. Tax rebates and low cost loans
to be provided to all owners who 1nsu]a§e their
homes. New Construction-standards.for :mproved
energy efficiency are being promulaged.
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"Current History, January 1980."

?Two, we have cooperated with all of these countries
in past and been involved in the peace process as a
full partner."

“Current History, January 1980."

“In 1978, Saudi Arabia established an upward ceiling
of five million barrels daily as a conservative
measure. Recent increases in output above that
ceiling is opposite decline and shortages in the U.S.
and elsewhere. In return, the Saudi's expect the
U.S. . to use its influence to induce Israel to reach
an overall settlement, including a West Bank."

"Foreign Policy, 1975."

"Foreign Affairs, 1974."

"Fortune, 1974."

"Fortune, July 31, 1979, page 58." (This source
was cited twice. There is no July 31, 1979 issue

of Fortune magazine.)
"Natjon, 1978." (cited twice)

"The National Journal, June 16, 1978, page 118."
(The quote was not found in this issue.)

“The New Republic, July 21-28, 1979, page 14."

"Taxes paid on profits in no way limit the ability
of a company to make profits--in other words to

compare."

"The Progressi&e; February 1980, page 23."

i i launched
ol hased-in decontrol of-crude 0il prices
112% Sune by1the Carter Administration will boost

i rices from the present average of
T to the world cartel price, now

more than $27, by October 1981. If Congress doesn't

ini i ' tion, he will cost
everse the Administration’s ac "
zonsumers about $50 million a year, thrg%?h ggggy
price increases. 0il company profits wi n

double."
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“The ProgressiVe, February 1980, page 25."

"The supplies of these other fuels are important to
the extent that they can be substituted for imported
oil." '

"The Prqgressi?es February 1980, page 25."

“The average retail price of gasoline, including
taxes, has been raised from about seventy cents per
gallon in January 1979 to more than one dollar at
the end of the year."

"The Progressi&e, February 1980, page 25."

“The 1979 Opec.price rises, as.lérge as they have
been, would have justified a gasoline price rise of
only twelve to fifteen cents.”

“Science Digest, 1976."

"Time, February 11, 1980."

“The U.S. ambassador Sol Linowitz managed at least a
minor breakthrough in the stalled talks between
Egypt and Israel. With only four months left before
the expiration of the May deadline lTimit on the
jssue, the Carter administration 1s anxious to speed

up the pace of the negotiations."

"Time, February 18, 1980."

wgaudi Arabia's domestic problems and its oil policy
are inextricably linked. The Saudi's acgnowledge
that their national security depends ultimately on

the United States' power."
"y.S. News and World Report.”

Journals

.

“The Journal of Contemporary Law, Winter 1979, page
19.°

and DeQe]opment Administrgtion
inistration Programs.
nd Federal Energy Adminis
Eggggzieg solar energy could provide two to three

i in 1985, seven
t of national energy negds in R E
ggiggzt gy 2000, and twenty-five percent by 2020.

“Energy Research
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2. "Ihe 0i1 and Gas Journal, 1978." (cited four times)

Newspapers

(none)_

Books

(none)_

Government publications

1. "The Congressional Record, 1979."

2. "The Energy Commission Report, 1977."

Other
1. "The Contro! of 0il, 1976."

2. "The Cybernetic Theory of Possession, 1974."

3. "Project Independence, 1977."

Debate Two

Affirmative

Magazines
1. "Agenda, Agency for International Development,
August 1978."
"Mounting evidence of such problems has begun to

 focus attention on the growth.of labor intensive,
small-scale industries in providing employment and

promoting development.™

2; “wdfld‘lé§Ués, December/Jénuary 1978."

jsions law on foreign subsidiaries of the

“Téx rov
g ates corporations defers payment of taxes

United St
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of foreign earnings. The total earnings are remitted
to the United States' parent. This allow sht U.S.
corporations to accumulate funds in the form of tax
savings, paying little or no tax on them.

"Agenda; Agency for International Léw, Adgdst 1978."

“Studies by the Wolp International labor office have
indicated that there is considerable scope for using
more efficient labor intensive methods 'and for
relatively simple technologies are available to raise
human productivity."

"lester R. Brown, Futurist, June 1978."

“Looking at the developing countries as a whole,

the International labor office estimates that 24.7
percent of the total labor force is either out of
work or.underemployed in 1970. The comparable figure
for 1980 is expected to approach 30 percent.”
"Agenda, Agencey for International Development,
August 1978."

"The comparison between the two technoligies is
striking. An investment of twenty-million rupes can
establish one modern plan capable of producing about
12,000 tons of sugar a year with 900 employees. The

same investment can build 47 small plants and a
total output of about 30,000 tons and total employ-

ment of nearly 10,000.
"World Development Report, 1979."

"Food Monitors, July/August 1978."

scal years 1974 through 197@, Fgrtune's
stions and top 50 banks, utilities,

and transportation companies_receive 89 perceqt of
the dollar volume of OPEC's insurance, financing and
management, 7! percent of the insured products.

"Ddring the fi
top 500 corpor

wForbes, June 1979."
“Agenda, August 1978."
X cérts and hand operated rail

1s ox-drawn, plows to ?reak the
tackle systems exists in order

“The wheel barrows,.o
carts, to all materia
ground and block and
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to reddce the back-breaking toil and raise.pro-
ductivity to the point where labor-intensive con-
struction is cheaper than capitol intensive methods."

10. “World Issues, May 1978."
"Where the American capitol intensive technology has
been transferred to labor intensive in varying stages
in developing countries, it has put millions of
farmers out of work."
11; “World be&e]opment Report, 1979."
Journals
1. “Géoféié Jo&rhal of International Law and CompérétiQe
Law, 19/9.7
Newspapers
1. "Wall Street Journal, September 1979."
2. "Wall Street Journal, September 25, 1979."
"MNC's have a third world investment exceeding $70
billion. But the United Nations says these problems
have created fewer than four million jobs for the
680 million third world people who need them."
Books
1. "H. W. Singer, The Strategy of International

Development--Essays in the Economics of Backwardness,
979"

"Support for their. view is found in rising unemploy-
ment rates, around 25 percent in LDC's, which
corresponds with exports. A causal relation, then, .
probably exists between exports and employment. That
is, increased exports generate employment of other-
wise unemployed or underemployed resources. _Export
earnings are the LDC's cheapest form of foreign
exchange while scarcity of foreign exchange 1s the
central obstacle to economic growth. Increased
trade, for example, means broader and more stable tax

bases for the LDC government."
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Robert Dupe, U.S. Power in Multi-National Corpora-

"Multi-national corporations along with the phenomena
of foreign direct investment constitutes a major
innovation in the history of international politics,
in that it seeks to enable the industrial technolog-
ical.leader to maintain its dominant economic posi-
tion. Although technical innovations still diffuse
abroad, they do so under control data barriers.

They are part of a package of capitol management and

~technology. Foreign direct investment becomes, there-

fore, essentially a strategy by which to arrest
relative political and economic decline."

"Brookings Institute, American Multi-Nationals and
American Interest, 1978."

"OPEC tends to promote inﬁestment in sectors. of U.S.
exports which might not provide maximum output for
those countries.”

Government publications

1.

2.
3.

"23yrd Annual Report of the President of the United
STates on Trade Agreements Program, 19/78."

"One of the important objectiQes of the United Stites'
international trade and investment policy is to
encourage more rapid economic growth in LDC's."

“Department of State, August 1978."

"Congressional Administrative News, Cooperation Act
of 1979, September 1979.7 _

sRecent economic analysis indicates that the growth
and stability of developed countries’' economies are
closely linked to the economic health of developing
countries. A 40 percent increase 1n grgwth rate§ of
non-oil exporting developing countries i1t 1is estimated
could bring about an annual increase of one.percent

in growth rates of the western developed countries.”

“U;S; Depértment of State.™
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Other

1.

?Lockheed Aircréft Corporétion vs. Spirén Corporétion
in Los Angeles County, California."

2. "Lébor Views on Employment Policy, July 1978."

3. "MNC Stéte Policy and Its Impact on the United States,
Fall 1979.7

4. "Internétionél énd Composition Law Center, 1978."

5. “Léwrence White, Princeton UniQersity, Febrﬁéry
1977."

Negéti&e
Magézines

1. “"Time, March 26, 1979, p. 48."
"The material results of foreign aid are often
significant, but Tittle-known factories, dams and
agricultural projects that create jobs and food,
which in turn contribute to economic and political
advance--and to good business for the United States."

2. "Department of State Bulletin, January 1976." (cited
five Times)

3. "World Issues, 1978."

4. "“UNESCO Courier, November 1978."
*Thirteen to fourteen million people are employed
by multi-nationals directly."”

5. "Ibid."
"This figdre takes no account of indirect employment
effects of jobs created through activities of multi-
national enterprises other than direct investment.

6. "Foreign Policy, Winter 1978."

“Thé U.S. government reserves the right not only to
protect and promote subsidiaries in foreign lands
but also on occasion to command and direct them."
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7. "Time, December 22, 1978."
"While foreign inQestors méy bring cépitél intensive
labor-saving equpment in one country to where there
is massive unemployment, the do so only to offset
high wages that governments and trade unions would
otherwise force them to pay."

8; “Bﬁsiness Week, October 8, 1979."
tWith exports making up about 50 percent of total
GNP and its multi-nationals spanning the globe,
Holland is perhaps the most open economy in the
world.. Six Dutch-based copanies are ranked in. the
top 100 corporations outside the United States.
Dutch investments overseas are enormous for its size."

9; “Fortdne, Adgust 14, 1978."
"Foreign multi-national coporation sellers equél
3003.15 billion dollars in sales in 1978."

10. “World Business, 1978."

Journals

(none)

Newspapers

1. "Boston Globe, September 5, 1978."

“Only last week General Motors announced it would
spend four million dollars on improving worker's
facilities in South American plants, provide train-
ing programs for black workers for supervising in
management jobs."

Books

1. "Department of State, The U.S. and the 3rd World,

i976."

"Most mdlti-nétiona] corporétion's activities take
place within the industrial world itself, only a minor

part in the 3rd world."
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Government publications

l; "Energy Conservation and Regulation, April 4, 1977."

2. “"Mike McCormack, Congressional Record."

Other
1. "International Business Enterprise, 1978."

2. “Foreign Trade Policies of the United States."

Debdte Three

Affirmative

Magazines

]; "Emma Rothschild, New York Times Mégazine, March 13,
1977."

“The program has failed first of all in its humani-
tarian purpose of helping hungry people. During the
world food crisis in 1973-74, the U.S. actually
reduced its aid to many poor countries, above all to
Bangladesh at the time of the 1974 famine."

2. "President Carter, Atlantic Community Quarterly,
Summer 1978."

“To have sufficient food, to live and work, to be
adequately sheltered and clothed, to live in a
healthy environment and to be healed when sick, to
learn and be taught--these rights, too, must be

the concern of our governments. To meet these needs,
orderly economic growth is crucial."

Journals

(none)_
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Newspépers

i. “New York Times, May 22, 1977."

“The difference between adequate food and the world
food crisis is a multi-calculated tons of wheat--
only.4 to 5 percent of the 1976-77 total grain
production.”

2. “McLanh]in, New York Times." (cited twice)

Books
(nonej_

Government publications

1. “Food for Peace, P.L. 480."

*"Title I .0f P.L. 480 proQides for the congressionél
sale of agricultural commodities to friendly
countries.”

Other
1. "Basic Needs--Some Issues, 1978."
2. "ODC Agenda, 1979."

3. "Eckman and Messias."
4, "James Grant, 1978."

5; “"Senator Adlai Ste&enson, 1978."
Negative

Magazines

1. “American, 1978."
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2. "James K. Boyce and Betsey Hartman, Nation, March 4,
1978."

‘"If the government does not have the will to help

the small farmers outside.organizations can't force
them.to do it. We can advise, we can write provisions
in our projects, but without that genuine commitment
on the part of the government, it just won't work."

3; “Fofeign Policy, 1977."

Journals

(none)}

NeWSpépers

1. *“Christian Science Monitor, November 8, 1978."

"Attempts to use western style facilities such as
bulk silos and industrial conduit dryers in order
to increase fficiency have always failed."

Books

(none)

Go&ernmgnt publications

1. "Senate Hearings on the Bomb and International
Economic Activity, 1978."

2. ®“Senator Henry Burke, Congressional Record, 1974."

Other

1. "John Osgoode and Mitchell Walderstein, 1977."

wp. L. Johnson, 1978." (cited six times)

w3, s. Annalt, 1979." (cited three times)

= w nN
& .

"Senator Hubert Hdmphrey, 1978."
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"World Population, 1978."

“"Professors Hopkins and Pucella, 1979."

"Saki and CUmmings."

"INF Survey, 1978."

"Interdependent, April 1979."
"Representéti&e James Stewart, 1978."

"Introduction to Nﬁtrition, 1976."

"Roger Darwin, 1978."
“LCD in the Third World, 1978."

“Morris J. Williams, 1977."

Debate Four

Affirmative

Magazines

Ja

"Chester Cooper, Foreign Policy, 1978."

"Potential customers are increasingly prone to look
to other countries for nuclear purchases which, in

many cases, follow American designs in these equip-
ment made under licensing arrangements with the U.S.

vendors."

"Technology Re&iew, 'The Nuclear'Dilemmé,' May 1979."

“From this point of Qiew then the weépons prolifer-
ation threat to international instability is real,
but is best.addressed at the level of influencing

" the incentives and disincentives for.the acquisition

of weapons. As for the linkage to nuclear power, it
is small."”

"Don Cook, Fdftﬁhe, October 23 1978;"

"Carter's restrictiée policies have dealt a b]gw to
two U.S. nuclear giants--Westinghouse.and GE--in
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the stiffening competition for major oversea reactor
orders, particularly against._the West Germans and
the French. Last year, twelve new power reactors
were ordered throughout the World at a price of.
roughly $1 billion, according to IAEA. The U.S.
lost out on every foreign bid and its share of the
reactor export market was temporarily reduced to
zero."

5, "BO]]etin of Atomic Scientists, February 1980.“

"As more effort is devoted to searching for uranium
and lower types of deposits are investigated, there
is a good.prospect that our uranium resources base
will grow."

6. "Bulletin of Atomic Scientists, April 1979."

"As for the problem of waste disposal, Mr. Frazier
(1eader of the liberal national country coalition
and prime minister of Austrailia) said, 'the
technology for handling, solidification, and safe
storage of high level radioactive liquids exists.
It is now being developed on a commercial scale.'"

7. "Popular Science, 1978."

8. "USA Today, 1979." s
Journals

1. "“National Journal, 1979." (cited twice)

Newspapers

1. “New York Times, March 7, 1978."

"At stake is a potential export business that
Westinghouse estimates at 25 billion dollars over
the next five years."

> wWall Street Journal, December 13, 1979."

"A joint venture of several major energy companies.is
discovering significant uranium dgp051ts on a 6,000
acre track in Wyoming. -The deposit may have forty
million pounds of uranium at about average grade
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of .3 percent. Elsewhere, uranium is mined with a
content as low as .05 percent.

3. "New York Times, 1978."

Books

(none)(

Government pdb]ications

1. "Congressional Quarterly Almanéc, 1978." (cited
three times)

3, "Committee on Nuclear Alternative Technology, 1980."

Other
1. "Dictionary of Foreign Trade."
2 “"Changing Patterns in Foreign Trade, 1978."
3. "Peter Dawkins, 1978."
4, "William Ingle, 1979." L.
5. "“NPA, 1978."
6. "Geopolitics of Energy, 1978."
Negati&e
Magazines

1. “Scientific American, 1978."

"Atiéslwofid.Press Re@iew, 1976."

z.

3; "Pfoéressi@e, ]972;“
4. "Intellect, 1976."
5; "Eh;ffonment, 1978;"

6; "En&ironment, 1973;"
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“Current, November 1979."

"Right now it is cheaper to install a solar collector

to meet 50-60 percent of your heating needs than to
heat your home over the next fifty years with
electricity from nuclear power plants."

"U.S. News and World Report, February 18, 1980."

*A11 toge er developing nations, outside of OPEC,
owe banks around the world an . estimate 180 billion
dollars at the end of 1979, over four times the
claims of five years earlier."

“Ibid."

"Ten countries are in hock to U.S. banks for more
than one billion dollars each: Argentina, Brazil,
Chile, Columbia, Taiwan, South Korea, Peru, Thailand,
Mexico, and the Phillipines."

“Ibid."

“"Causing Federal bank regulators the most worry
right now are Brazil and South Korea which are being
flagged for special commitment because they are
viewed as particularly shaky."

“Ibid."

“Brazil has some fifty-two billion dollars in out-
standing loans from the world's major banks--almost
fourteen billion dollars of that from U.S. financial
institutions. It may take as much as 80 percent of
Brazil's 1980 export earnings just to service debts."

"Ibid."

“In the process of giving loans to the LDCs, the
banks assumed a role previously performed by
publicly supported financial institutions such as
IME and the World Bank or handled by bilateral

government aid." :

"Ibid."

"Many insist that it is a role the banks are not
suited for.. They can't force debtor nations to cut
imports, devalue their currencies. and limit their
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15.

16.
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means as the IMF can do as a condition of extending
credit.”

“"Lewis Dunn, Science, March 1977."

“Nuclear proliferation is likely to be accompanied
frequently at least partially by a fairly intense
qualitative and quantitative nuclear arms race.
There is no reason to believe that the major coun-
tries in the mid-east, South Asia, and the Persian
Gulf, for example, would acquiesce easily to second
class non-nuclear status or a position of marked
nuclear inferiority vis-a-vis the original oppo-
nents."

"Bulletin of Atomic Scientists, November 1978 ."

“Proliferation would severely complicate the already
difficult management of superpower nuclear relations
and increase the probability of a nuclear war
occurring because of a miscalculation."

"Annals of Science, 1977."

Journals

(none)

Newspapers

1.
2.

"Rocky Mcuntain News, 1978."

“Minneapolis Tribune, February 6, 1980."

“A reporter who was hired as a guard of the TMI
plant, gained entry to the control room through an
unlocked door, his newspaper reported Tuesday. He
is quoted as saying, 'TMI--it is a paradise island
for the saboteurs' says one headline. 'I waltzed
into the unlocked control room in Unit II.*  Unit.II
was severely damanged last month in the worst
accident in the history of commercial nuclear

power."

"Albuquerque Journal, July 6, 1977."

“The primary direct impact of solar energy on the
local government will be the elimination of adverse
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environmental effects attributable to the burning
of conventional fossil fuels."

Books

(none)

Government publications

6.

1. "Congressional Budget Office Report, 1977."

2. "Congressional Record, 1976." (cited twice)

3. "Review of the National Breeder Reactor Program,
1976."

4. "Comptroller General Report, September 1977."
“ERDA, NRC, and the National Academy of Science all
agree that the primary barrier for isolating high
levels of transuradiant contaminated waste must be
surrounding geology. Because of the long-lived
nature of these wastes, about 500,000 years, the
waste form and its container would break down much
sooner than it would take the radio-nuclei to decay
to innocuous levels."

5. "Congressional Research SerQice, 1979."

6. "Lewis D. NaQenzo, Washington Subcommittee, September
1978."

7. "John Littler, Senate Energy Committee, June 1977."

Other

1. “Insular Affairs, 1977."

2. "“"Nuclear Power, 1978." (cited twice)

3. "Nuclear Weapons and World Politics, 1977."

4. “Solar Power."

5. "James Benson, September 20, 1977."

“"Frederick Thayer., March 1977."



Debate Fi@e

Affirmati&e

Magazines
1. "Foreign Affairs, 1979."

111

. "U.S. News and World Report, 1978." (cited twice)

. "“Business in America, 1979."

. "U.S. News and World Report, 1979."

2
3
4. "Vital Speeches, 1979."
5
6

. "Business Week, 1979."

7. "New Republic, 1978."

8. "Nation's Business, 1978."

Journals

1. "International Journal, 1978."

Newspapers

1. "Wall Street Journal, 1978."

Books

(none)

Government publications

1. "W.5. Code SerQices, 1979."

Other
1. "“Kline, 1978."

2. "“Economics, 1978."
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3. "“Charles Frank, 1977."
4. "“"Black's Law Dictionary, 1968."

“Foreign Trade. Commercial interchange of commod-
ities from different countries; export and import
trade."

5. "Carlson, 1978."

6. "Ross, 1975."

7. "International Realities, 1979."
NegatiQe

Magazines

(none)

Journals

(none)

Newspapers

(none)

Books

(none)

Government publications

1. "Congressional Record, February 26, H856."

2. "U.S. Trade Policies in the Tokyo Round of Multi-
National Trade Negotiations, March 1979, pabe xi71."

“A reduction of trade barriers would only have a
small impact on the general rate of inflation, much
more than the effects of the federal monetary

policy."
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3. *Ibid., page xix."
~"Estimates of the activities in employment will
result from the trade liberalization of short changes
discussed in Geneva at generally less than one-half
of one percent of the total labor force."
Debate Six
Affirmative
Magazines

1. "Science, July 13, 1979."

"Of the 8.5 million barrels a day imported by the
U.S., no less than five to six million are directly
attributable to the low price policy."

2. "“Forbes, May 14, 1979."

"Petroleum, of course, is at the root of the problem.
The U.S., a.country that never lived by trade, is
suddenly having to import huge amounts of oil,
probably to the tune of over f1fty billion do]lars
this year alone.”

3. "Business Week, May 22, 1978."

"According to Joel Popkin of the NBR, the oil price
rise was responsible for about one-third of the
increase in U.S. prices."

4. "U.S. News and World Report, January 15, 1979."
"Soviet Russia has been stimulating and exploiting
instability in this vast area. At stakes are
enormous Persian Gulf oil supplies and control of
strategic choke points that are of life and death
jmportance to the U.S."

5. “Newsweek, February 1979."

6.

"Nation's Business, August 1979.
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"Foreign Policy, Summer 1978."

~"Nation's Business, May 1979."

"U.S. News and World Report, March 3, 1980."

"At the same time, another White House official:
concedes 'in the short-term, we can't control
inflation.' These officials contend that foreign
prices stem mainly from larger o0il costs, which
by and large are beyond U.S. control."

"Time, March 21, 1979."

"Morgan Guarantee Trust Company estimates that oil
prices in the U.S. will increase at least 15 percent
by the year's end. That will be at a minimum of a
one-half percent of a point jump in consumer's

prices."

Journals

(none)

Newspapers

1.

“"Des Moines Register, November 5, 1979."

“Today's troubles--high inflation, energy scarcity--
are all trivial by contrast. Our inability to treat
these problems at home weakens us at home and
abroad. Increasingly our domestic policy is our

foreign policy."

“Wall Street Journal, March 22, 1979."

ngverall oil imports account for 45 percent of the
U.S. oil use. Thirty-four percent in 1975 and

18 percent in 1959."
"Wall Street Journal, 1979."

"Washington Post, May 23, 1979."

sSecretary of the Treasury, Blumenthal, said the U.S.
0il will jumpt to fifty-two billion barrels compared

to forty-two billion barrels last year."
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5. ¥%Ibid.®
“Relying on a computer analysis of U.S. economic.
"prospects that assume passage of the pending Senate
compromise on President Carter's energy proposals,
economic models forecast an increase in the oil
deficit from forty-eight billion dollars in 1978
to $102 billion in 1985."

Books

(none)

Go@ernment publications

Other

"Senator Walt, Congressional Record, November 16,
1979." :

"The combination of the tax on the controls will
result in reduced incentives to produce known
domestic crude 0il reserves, which means greater
dependence on imported crude cil."

“"Congressional Record, 1979."

"Senator Hart, Congressional Record, April 5, 1979."

"The overall potential embargo or other interruption
has not decreased since the embargo in 1973. It
is unquestionable that such a risk threatens national

security."”

"committee on Energy and National Resources, March
1977 ."

1

"Fditorial Research Reports, March 22, 1979."

“According to a recent study by the Petroleum
Institute Research Foundation, energy demand in the
U.S. grows at an annual rate of 3.8 percent--
slightly above the 1960-76 rate.of 3.7 percent.

The U.S. will be importing twelve million barrels

of oil a day by 1985."
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2. "Jimmy Carter, November 8, 1977."

3;' "Economist Joseph Mayers, 1978."

4. "National Security Advisor Brezhinski, 1979."

5. "John Hopkins Study, 1975." (cited twice)

Negati@e
Magézines

1. "USA Today, 1979."

2. "Business Week, 1979." (cited four times)

3. "USA Today, September 1979."

4. "Foreign Policy, Summer 1975."
"At the present rate of exploration the U.S. will
exhaust its own petroleum reserves in about ten
years."

5. "Foreign Policy, 1979."

6. "Fortune, 1979." (cited twice)

7. "Business in America, 1979."

8. "U.S. News and World Report, March 3, 1980."
"Here at this strategic part of the Horn of Africa,
the U.S. is set to convert a one-time Soviet base
into a key link of a military chain designed to block
ﬁgifia from seizing control of the flow of Mideast

9. "Ibid."

"The U.S. move signals American resolve to challenge
Soviet encirclement of oil-rich Persian Gulf region
by countering the Russian miliatary presence in

the neighboring Ethiopia, in South Yemen, and in
occupied Afghanistan."
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lb. "Newsweek, January 21, 1980."

"U.S. strategists count on shoring up the eastern

" and western flanks of a forward U.S. defense with
help from Turkey and Pakistan. With the Soviet
Union flexing its muscles and with the government
of Ankara a bit weak on its legs, Turkey agreed to
allow the U.S. to stay in twenty-six bases.”

Journals

(none)

Newspépers

1. "New York Times, 1979."

Books

(none)

Government publications

1. "Future Reports, Senate Subcommittee, 1973."

2. “Federal Energy Administration, 1976."
3. "U.S. Code Ser&ices, 1970."

Other
1. "Black's Law Dictionary, 1968."

“Foreign trade. Commercial interchange of commod-
ities from different countries; export and import
trade."

2. "“Three pieces of e@idence apparently were read with-
out any source being indicated."

3. "Senator Muskie, 1979."
4., "“Metzenbaum, 1979."
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Debate Se@en

Affirmative

Magazines

1.

5.

“"Technology Re@iew, June/July 1979."

“After November 30, 1978, seventy-two commercial
reactors held operating licenses with the Nuclear.
Regulatory Commission. An additional ninety
reactors have been issued construction permits,
four more_have limited work authorizations, and
thirty-seven are on order."

“Business Week, December 25, 1978."

“Carter will push for nuclear licensing reform, and
recommendations to support current generation
nuclear reactor construction more forcefully will
soon reach him."

"Bulletin of Atomic Scientists, September 1975."

"Using EPA statistics and ERDA statistics, Comey
concluded that the fatality rate is 982 deaths per
kilowatt year, which would equal 8,400 deaths per
year from mill tailings."

"Nation, 1977."
"Technology Re&iew, June/July 1979."

"Dr. Sprung calculated that the ‘early fatalities'
of any of the operating reactors should suffer an
accident would be about 30,000 to 40,000 people."

"Time, April 16, 1979."

"Despite the uproar on U.S. policy on nuc]eér
energy is not expected to change significantly.
Quietly, but firmly, Carter maintained his commit-

ment to nuclear power."
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7s "Commonweélth, December 3, 1976."
- "In the last election,.six states voted on placing
restrictions on the development of nuclear power.
A1l six states lost."
8. "Conser@étion Reports, March 23, 1979."
"By 1985 there will be at least 136 nuclear reactors
in operation."
Journals
(none)
Newspépers
(none"
Books
1. "Donald Kelly, Energy Crisis and the Environment."
"Nuclear pollution strikes more directly than does
pollution from 0il or coal. In 1961, three work-
men died from accidental exposure to the AEC's
Idaho Falls testing station.”
2. "McKinley Wilson, Unacceptable Risk, 1976."

"Nuclear plants routinely release radioactivity
into the water and air during normal operations.
The cumulative effect of the radioactive discharge
may be showing thousands of cases of cancer,
leukemia, and heart disease."

Government pub]icétions

].
2.
3.

“Nucleér Regulatory Commission, 1976."

"Congressional Record, April 23, 1976."

"Nﬁc1ear OQersight Hearings, 1979."
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Other
1. "The Silent Bomb, 1977." (cited twice)
2. "New Tyrénny, 1979." (cited twice)

3. "The Unviable Option."

4. “Shutdown, 1979."

5. There appeared to be one piece of evidence read
without the citing of any source.

Negati@e

Magazines

1. *"Scientific American, 1978."

2. "Bulletin of the Atomic Scientists, 1978."

3. “Bulletin of the Atomic Scientists, 1979."

Journals
1. "Annals of the American Acédemy of Political and
Social Sciences, 1977." (cited four times)
Newspapers

1. "New York Times, September 14, 1977."

“The Institute for Contemporary Studies' study calils
for a three phase-out of all oil and gas price
controls. It argues that this would allow enough
additional production to reduce o0il imports to as
little as five million barrels of o0il a day by

1981." :

Books

(none)
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Government pub]icétions

(none).

Other

ts "Geopolitics Energy Report, 1977."

Debate Eight

Affirmative

Magazines
¥ "Time, March 13, 1978, page 14."

"We are the world's largest importer of sugar,
importing eleven million tons a year."

Journals

(none)

Newspépers

1. "Associated Press release, Los Angeles Times, 1979."

2. “"Washington Post, October 18, 1979, page A2."

"Cheap foreign sugar now accounts for one-half of
U.S. consumption.”

Books

(none)‘
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Go&ernment publications

1. “Assjstént Secretary Julius Kétz, Senate Finance
Committee, May 11, 1975, page 35."

"We.have a major stake in the world's sugar market.
We import a large portion of our sugar required--
almost 50 percent in some years. We are a major
factor in the world market, accounting for some

20 percent of all world sugar imports in the free
market."

2. “Representati@e Duran, Congressional Record, June
5, 1979, page E267." '

"y.S. production accounts for approximately 55 per-
cent of sugar used. The remaining 45 percent must

be imported.”

3. “Representative Gore, October 5, 1978."

4. “RepresentatiQe John 7, Congressional Record,
December 1978." .

5. "Thomas Moore, House Committee on Agricd]ture, 1978.

6. "New York Journal of Commerce (reprinted with
permission in the Congressional Record), September

5, 1979." :

"pAlfred Kahn, the President’s chief-inflation
fighter.said every cent rise in the price of sugar
used 250 million to 300 million dollars directly
out of the consumer's pocket and as much as 150 to

200 million dollars indirectly.”

7. up. J. DeGraber, House Committee on Agricﬁ]ture,
June 1, 1978, page 201."

mers need a dependable supply of sugar.
recent run-up of coffee prices
show the dangers of dependence on foreign suppliers
for important commodities. U.S. consumers depend

on foreigners for 45 percent of the sugar we
consume. Unless we reduce foreign competition,

this heavy dependence On foreign unreliable sources
will dincrease substantially.”

"U.S. consu
The o0il prices and

8. "Representati&e Delakarzd, Congressional Record,

1978."
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9. "GATT, Internationé] Trade, Congressional Record,
1979."

16; "Representati@e Johnson, Congressional Record, 1978."

11. "Congressional Record, 1978;"

12. “Congressional Record, 1979." (cited twice)

Other
1. "ISA."

2; "Senator Church, 1979."
3. "Julius Katz, 1978."

4. *“President of the American Sugar Institute, 1978."
Negative

Mégézines
l; “Business Week, July 31, 1978."

"Most economists regard 5.5 percent unemployment as
the lowest rate that can be achieved under the
present economic conditions without causing inflation
to accelerate.”

2. "BdsineSS Week , Jénuary 29, 1979."

“To cope with inflation and maintain their standard
of living, more households are becoming two-wage-
earner families. According to Kenny, 44 percent of
all households had two salary checks coming in 1970.
By 1977 this had risen to 53 percent. And the
sharpest increase occurred in the_under 35-age.group,
in which home ownership is relatively low."

3. “yital Speeches, June 1, 1977."

"The tax free unemployment payments, which were
extended in 1975 to sixty-five weeks, plus supple-
mentary unemployment insurance, food stamps and
other benefits. The incomes of many unemployed
workers runs between 90 and 100 percent of their
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regu1ér péy which is subject to income tax so that
there is no economic need for them to look for
work."

" hél1enge, May/Jdune 1978."

“Without a Tow wage labor force willing to bear
economic flux and uncertainty most of our declining
industries, such as textiles, shoes, garments,

would be forced to move abroad much more rapidly.
This would in turn threaten the employment of higher-
paid, more secure workers who service these
industries. It would lead to a decline in our

standard of living."

“Ibid."

"The basic explanation of the high relative unemploy-
ment of certain groups is that jobs which they hold
relatively high rates of entrance into and exist from
the labor force. Two factors are related in order

to get people who are williny to accept the menial

low-wage jobs involved. One has to call upon groups
that need work and these groups tend to have high
rates of movement into and out of the labor market."

“Nation's Business, March 1978."

®*The imposition of an import tariff proQides only
temporary relief to the industry. It produces
substitutes for the affected import."

“Ibid."

“"Another undesirable aspect of tariffs is the like-
1ihood that they will bring retaliatory actions on
the part of other nations. Under the first economic
rate system, others will certainly feel encouraged
to protect their balance of trade by imposing
restrictions on U.S. exports. Under full exchange
rates the retaliation is automatic. A decline in
U.S. imports results in a depreciating dollar, and
this will automatically decline the demand for our

own exports.”
"Ibid."

“Dy. Jack Carlson, the chief economists for the
National Chamber, says protectionism is the biggest



9.
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danger.to this country's world trade since the 1930s
when high American tariffs helped worsen the
depression."

"U;S; News and World Report, 1979."

d]s

Journ

1. "Monthly Labor Review, May 1978."

“As a result of legislation enacted lést year, 97
percent of the waged and salaried workers are now
protected against the short-term effects of
unemployment through the Federal-State insurance
program."

2. “International Journal." (cited twice)

Newspépers

'"Minneapolis Star, June 1, 1979."

“The nation's unemployment rate remained at 5.8
percent in May, the Labor Department reported today.
The total employment began to rebound from a sharp
decline a month ago."

2. "Los Angeles Times, 1979." (cited twice)

3. Y“Los Angeles Times, March 16, 1979, part 2, page 11."
"Financial aid to de@eloping countries is of the
greatest value when it serves the ventures that can
provide capital and income. If we insist on :
protecting our markets against imports from f0(e1gn
countries, then we are rendering much of the aid
that we provide quite useless.”

4. "Christian Science Monitor, 1979."

Books

(none)



Go;ernment pUb]ications

(none)_

Other

1. "Fishlow, 1978."
2. "George, 1978."

3; "Professor Cohens, 1977."

4. "Roger Johnston, 1979."

5. "New National Security,

6; "Thayers, 1978."

7. "Business, 1978."

1978." (cited twice)
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