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30.00 56.52 86.52
15.00 15.00
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An Experiment

R. D. MAHAFFEY, Liniield College

It all began during the war. Tour-
naments were still being held on a
very localized and restricted basis.
Most of the contestants were young
ladies, but on almost every squad
there were one or two fellows who
for one reason or another were not
involved in the armed services.
What could we offer these fellows
in the way of debate competition?
They couldn’t find colleagues, in
some cases, and they couldn't enter
the women’'s division—much as
some would have liked to do so.
They needed the iraining which de-
bate would give, so, we decided to
try something.

A number of years ago a system
ot debate was set up which soon be-
came known as the “"Oregon Cross
question’ style. This type of debate
had many things in its favor; audi-
ence interest, keen opportunity for
clash, and less formal approach to
the problem. We recogonized some
of the difficulties attached to the reg-
ular style of formal debate; the lack
of understanding of terms, the strong
and weak specker combination, the
lack of direct exchange of points of
view, and the many times stilted
presehtation. Considering these fac-
tors and the various possibilities we
proposed to solve our two problems
by an experiment. To overcome the
first problem, what to do for the lone
males, and the second problem, how
to liven up the debate, we devised
the “one-person debate”’. This was
later given the title of “Lincoln-Doug-
las” by Dr. C. T. Battin of the College
of Puget Sound.

First of all the affirmative was to

spend a short time, four or five min-
utes in defining the terms of the
question. The negative would then
be allowed to question or suggest
changes in the definitions. The judge
or chairman acted as the arbiter. As
soon as both speakers seemed to
agree on the essentials of the de-
bate and the proposition, the affirm-
ative would be allowed twelve to fif-
teen minutes to present the case as
he saw it. Following this the nego-
tive would have the same privilege.
At the close of this period the two
speakers would be allowed a speci-
fied amount of time for the purposs
of cross examining each other.
When they felt that they had asked
and answered all of the pertinent
questions, they were allowed a few
minutes to assemble their closing
arguments. These were presented
with the negative leading. We im-
mediately observed several things:
first, that it provided opportunity for
those who were left without col-
leagues to get some debate experi-
ence; second, it gave the speaker a
chance to work on his own, some-
thing which mony busy students
found was the only way they could
accomplish their research; third, it
tended to equalize the presentation
by moaking one person responsible
for the entire case, eliminating the
disadvantage, so prevalent, of hav-
ing one fine speaker carrying a
weak team-mate; fourth, it put the
debate upon a more common ground
of understanding; fifth, it gave the
speckers a direct clash; sixth, the de-
bates could be quite informal, with-
out losing their fire and rivalry.



20 THE FORENSIC OF

Students liked the individual re-
sponsibility placed upon them. They
felt the importance of being well in-
formed and not relying upon some-
one else to furnish or cover up the
points which they didn’t know. Jud-
ges liked the debate because they
felt that the speakers were trying to
meet each other fairly and direcily.
The coaches liked the debate be-
cause it trained and required their
speakers to be thorough in prepara-
tion and to be extemporaneous in
their hondling of material. Audi-
ences liked the debate because they
weren't confused by evidence which
many times seemed contradictory
and was not directly challenged; be-
cause there was not the formality of
just so much time for so many
speeches and then the decision.

Along with its other advantages
we believe that it offers to a student
training in the type of argument and
persuasion which he will face in
business and professional contacts.
We believe that it is essential that
students learn to determine the basic
principles involved in any contro-
versy before beginning to advance
argument. We believe that fair
minded questioning of the opposition
tends to aid the student in recogniz-
ing value in the other’s point of view.
We believe that students, through
this type of debate, learn, more read-
ily, to summarize the pertinent issues
and to analyze more quickly the evi-
dence which is presented.

Since the debate was first tried in
1943 most of the tournaments in the
Northwest and many on the Coast
have offered at least one division
for this competition. We do not re-
commend the abandonment of the
two man teams as not all debaters

are capable of doing the entire job
of presenting a case. We know that
there is value in team work but we
do offer this experiment as a worthy
one and would suggest that more de-
bate tournament directors give it a
try.

For example: see University De-
baters Annual, 1946-47 Phelps, H. W.
Wilson Co. “Control of Atomic En-
ergy’ Univ. of Oregon vs. Linfield
College.

Our New Printer

Fortunately when a change in
printers was found necessary, there
was one who was not only conven-
iently located but who was also emi-
nently fitted for the assignment. Irwin
Campbell, our new printer, brings
to the task of publishing The Foren-
sic an unusual interest and a rare
competency in printing college jour-
nals. Editor, himself, of The Centra-
light and Director of the College Ex-
tension Press, Mr- Campbell has had
rich experience in preparing and
printing school magazines, bulletins
and books.

The burdens of the Editor have al-
ready been lightened by his acces-
sibility, his interest, and his sound
judgment.

Brave men tell only truths; cow-
ards tell only lies. Three men meet
on the street. The first speaks to the
second, who turns to the third, say-
ing, "He says he is a brave man and
he is.” The third replies, "He is not a
brave man, he is a coward.” How
many brave men and how many
cowards are present?
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The Origin Of The Debate Tournament

JOHN D. HANSEN, Kansas State College, Manhattan, Kansas

A thousand years from now the
researchers in the field of public
speaking and forensics will prob-
ably look upon our age as the era
of debate tournaments just as we
look upon the days of Antiphon and
Isocrates as the period of the Greek
Professional Speech Writers, or those
of the late Roman declamatory
speakers as the age of the Declaim-
ers.

There has been some question as
to when and where the first debate
tournament was actually held and
by whom it was conducted. How-
ever, the following quotation is
fairly convincing: ““The first (debate)
tournament was held at Southwest-
ern College, Winfield, Kansas, about
1923. Through the influence of pro-
fessor W. H. Veatch, then at Dakota
Wesleyan University, the 1924 Con-
vention of Pi Kappa Delta, meeting
at Peoria, Illinois, decided to adopt
the plon for national debate con-
tests at the 1926 convention sched-
uled for Estes Park, Colorado.” This
quotation appears on page 87 of
“Modern Debating” by E. R. Nichols
and J. H. Baccus.

Dr. J. Thompson Baker, then Head
of the Department of Speech at
Southwestern was in charge of the
first tournament. As originator of the
debate tournament credit is ac-
corded to Dr. Baker in Volume 25 of
Who's Who in America. However,
Dr. Baker rather modestly refutes
this statement in a recent letter from
which I quote: “No one person con
be singled out as the “originator” of
the debate tournament. It did not
like the hero of the poet's story,

Dr. ]J. Thompson Baker

"spring full grown from the heart of
an oak tree, riven by lightning; but
like Topsy, “It jes growed.”

As in many fields of reform, the
debate tournament originated from
necessity. Efforts were being made
to discover and develop a better
means of carrying on competetive
debating activities than those com-
monly in vogue; namely, the round
robin and debating league plans. In
this respect I again quote from a let-
ter from Dr. Baker, who has now re-
tired from the teaching profession
and is Pastor of the First Presbyter-
ian Church and Director of Religious
Education at Normal State College
at Dillon, Montana. "“Debating then
consisted of half a dozen or so de-
bates with nearby rival colleges.
These debates had developed into
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ccrimonious contests, and when
these judges had delivered their de-
cisions, it was not unusual for the
meeting to break up into a riot—and
there was much “euchring” in the
selection of judges. In fact it was
not uncommon for the coach to be
called in by the college president
and asked, Do you think you have
judges who are safe? The practice
resulted in the college team winning
the most debates whose coach was
the best politician in getting judges.
I, myself, have had the experience
of submitting a list of twenty-one pro-
posed judges, only to have them all
rejected but one.”

Dr. Baker goes on to say, 'This
was one of the outstanding evils of
debating. Some of us got very tired
of it. So when the Regional Pi Kappa
Delta Tournament met at South-
western College in the spring ot
1923, we talked over plans of re-
forming debate. The "round robin”
had been tried; that is, having every
team meet every other team. But
there were objections to this. One
of the main ones was that in any
large gathering of colleges, it was
too long and, indeed, impossible.
Then several of us in o "bull ses-
sion" led the discussion in a scheme
which resulted in the tournament
idea. There had been tournaments in
various athletic contests which de-
veloped from knightly tournaments
so popular from the 12th to 15th cen-
turies in France and England, and
which probably originated in
France. This gave the idea ex-
pressed in the question, “Why not
o debate tournament?” And out of
this sprang the first debate tourna-
ment held at Southwestern College
in 1923."”

Perhaps it would not be out of
place to mention that the first pre-
season practice tournament was de-
vised by J. Thompson Baker, him-
self, in connection with the invitation
high school forensic events being
sponsored by Southwestern College
during the late twenties. Dr. Baker
credits Dr. LeRoy Allen, then on the
Speech staff at Southwestern for sug-
gesting that it be tried with colleges.
So rapidly did this event grow
among the colleges that by 1937 the
numbers attending the Southwestern
annual event actually exceeded the
number participating in the National
Pi Kappa Delta Convention held at
Houston, Texas the previous yedr.
From a special bulletin published
by the Speech Department of South-
western College in the spring of 1937
we read: "This past year all records
were broken, and in fact, it was the
largest debate tournament ever held.
There were more debate teams here
debating than at the last National
Pi Kappa Delta at Houston, Texas
last April, ond in two days there
were as many debates as there were
in the national in five days. A total
of 185 debate teams from 57 colleges
from 10 states participated. In all,
there were more than 500 debates
ond more than 500 debate people
came to Winfield for the debate tour-
nament.” With such a response, na-
turally Winfield, Kansas, merited
the title of the ""Debate Capital of the
United States,” and Dr. ]J. Thompson
Baker was in his own right credited
as the "Father of the Debate Tourna-
ment.” )

Our observations here would
hardly be complete without citing a
few novel incidents and near trags-
dies that occured during these early
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Southwestern tournaments. In his re-
ply to my letter suggesting that he
cite some of the most interesting of
these, Dr. Baker writes at length. I
quote a few of the most siriking in-
cidents submitted by Dr. Baker. In
referring to the first practice tournao-
ments he says, "From the beginning
it was an elimination aftair, and the
goal sought was to remain in the
longest and become the champion.
Each team must be beaten twice be-
fore being eliminated. The women's
team from the Teachers College at
Ada, Oklahoma went through unde-
feated for nine debates. Just before
the last debate, one of the teams
said, “I just know if we win that de-
bate and the tcurnament champion-
ship, I shall faint.” And that is ex-
actly what she did. They won the
debate and she fainted; and her col-
league went into hysterics, with the
result that was the last time she ever
debated.”

"At the same time, the men's fi-
nalists had quite as dramatic and
well nigh tragic result. The team
from Park College had lost no de-
bate, ond went to the 10th round
cgainst the team from Wichita Uni-
versity which had lost one debate.
But Wichita won that tenth debate,
so each team had lost one debate.
It was 1:30 Sunday morning when
they started in on that eleventh de-
bate. The first speaker from Park
was going fine, when suddenly,
with a dazed look, he put his hand
to his face and stopped speaking.
His mind had simply gone blank,
and he would have fallen had not
his colleague caught him, given him
some water and mopped his face
with a wet handkerchief. (All avail-
able judges had gone home, so Dr.

Allen, Will Wright and [ were judg-
ing this debate. Already I had been
kept awake by watching Dr. Allen
and Wright as they nodded and had
a hard time keeping awake at all.
But this woke them up!) Finally, the
Park man went on. But the damage
had been done. His colleague was
so shaken that his speech was of lit-
tle value. This bolstered up the
Wichita fellows; so they won that
debate and the Championship—at
3:30 o'clock Sunday morningl”

Dr. Baker goes on to relate an un-
pleasant experience with judges.
"“We had some queer experiences
with "‘judges’. After one debate,
when the decision of the judge was
opposite to what all debaters and
members of the audience expected,
the judge went to one team and said,
'Your speeches were simply won-
derful; I could not find any fault with
them. But it was just too bad, dear-
ies. You were on the wrong side.
You just can't win on that side.
Now, if you will get on the other side,
I'll be glad to give you the decision'.
Yes, that was a woman; but we had
even worse luck with some men. A
team knew they had a cinch, for the
opposing team was unusually weak.
But a learned District Judoe was the
“critic  judge.” The debate over,
when he went to offer his criticism
and decision, he debated the whole
question, and finally said, Your
argument was perfect. I find no fault
with it. But you are dead wrong. I
will never give a decision to that
side of the question’. Yes, I saw that
he was “blacklisted” and never
called again.”

Concerning slips and idiosyncra-
sies that enlivened the hard work of
the tournament; Dr. Baker says, “Ken
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Kitch one day took the floor to reply
to a very emphatic and capable op-
ponent. His beginning was: ‘Our op-
ponents have been trying to intimi-
date and ridicule us. But ladies and
gentlemen, we are not at all excited
or led astray by their sophistries. We
propose to get right down to busi-
ness and hard facts and to take the
bull by the tail’. He could not under-
stond why people laughed so, for
he was not aware of the slip he had
made.”

Another incident that excited con-
siderable interest occurred when the
colleges were debating the Chain
Store Question. “One team came in
simply loaded down with quantities
of soap, breakfast foods, etc. to
show how the chain stores had spe-
cial sized, smaller products to help
them sell at lower prices. And those
folks won almost all decisions.
Another team made very effective
use of a chart. They met a strong
team. The last speaker on the affirm-
ative came to the rostrum with o
pained look on his face and said,
‘Our friends of the opposition do not
seem to like our chart. They have
just torn our little chart all to pieces’
(softly rubbing and caressing the
chart as he spoke.) Then he turned
and said, ‘But we will just do the
very best we can with what is left.’
And without the chart, he made the
best speech of his life, and won the
debate and the tournament. He
never used a chart again-

In closing let me remind you that
the debate tournament is unques-
tionably one of the largest develop-
ments in the field of forensics since
the techniques for debating were de-
vised. There are some who believe
its popularity has reached its peak

and is already on the wane. But let
us bear in mind that it survived a
period of great discouragement dur-
ing the last war ond in some areas
has come back stronger than ever.
And just recently highly influential
groups have adopted it and added
it to their repertoire of activities as a
means of encouragement and better
preparing its personnel for democra-
tic expression.

In Appreciation Of
William Berry

With this issue of The Forensic Pi
Kappa Delta for the first time in
twenty-five years changes printers.
For a quarter of a century and dur-
ing the terms of office of three editors
Williom Berry, owner of the B&M
Printing Company in Fort Collins,
Colorado, has been loyally con-
cerned with the growth and the func-
tion of Pi Kappa Delta. Himself an
honorary member of the Fraternity,
Mr. Berry has brought to the publish-
ing of each issue of Tbhe Forensic
mors than a casual business interest.

However, because of the numer-
ous problems which arose out of the
great distance between the office of
the editor and the printers, it was
necessary to secure a printer whose
location would permit closer coop-
eration.

For his years of service, for his
kindness to and his sympathy with
the editors of The Forensic, and for
his enduring interest in Pi Kappa
Deliq, the Fraternity expresses its ap-
preciation.
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During the past weeks | have conned dozens of fraternity magazines.
Their chapter reports give a kaleidoscopic view of the amazingly varied yet
essentially stereotyped activities of college students the nation over. The
plethora of stories of fraternity recognition for homecoming decorations
and parades, for sponsoring dream girls and campus beauties, for enter-
taining Hollywood film stars, producing “Kampus Kapers”, and promoting
“Shipwreck”, “Tower Toppling”, “Pig Poke” and “Sadie Hawkins” dances,
emphasizes the high values college students place upon promotional, poli-
tical, and social activities. It also suggests that in a country claiming the
rights of individualism, college students, the salt of the earth, may not have
much individuality, that they are excessively imitative—imitative of carni-
vals, the comic strip, burlesque shows, and glamorized advertising.

If would-be orators can free themselves from the collegiate “chain-
gang mentality” sufficiently to reflect upon the psychological, the social,
and the moral problems unfolding before them, they have at hand dozens
of orations. Students with sufficient daring may emulate Ralph Waldo Emer-
son and discover “original relations to the universe”, and discovering them,
may through persuasive speech influence others to break the restricting and
wooden goose step of imitation and conformance.
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Benefits Of Debating

WILLIAM G. CARLETON, University of Fiorida

There are, it seems to me, four dis-
tinct educational opportunities to be
derived from high school and col-
lege debating.

First, effective speech is largely a
matter of practice, and the earlier
one takes part in public address the
surer and readier a specker he is
likely to be in maturity. Like the
learning of a language, practice in
public speaking cannot begin too
early. Learning to think on one's
feet, spontaneous and ready speech,
comes with doing, and doing early.
The “born’’ specker is usually the
speaker who starts specking at a
youthful age.

Second, high school and college
debating is likely to direct students
to serious study of public questions
at an early age. Debate questions
are usually important and difficult
and vet they are made attractive to
the youthful mind by the concrete
and controversial way in which they
are put. Most students, even if they
are majoring in one of the social
sciences, will not delve deeply into
such questions as labor relations,
foreign policy, the control of busi-
ness cycles, the tariff, public finance,
ond so forth unless they are chal-
lenged by active participation in de-
bate.

Third, debating forces a student
to consider all sides of a particular
question. It is a mistaken notion
that debating requires a student to
think in distinct terms of black and
white. Usually, the student learns to
take all sides of a question, and
often the question is phrased in a
variety of ways in order to exploit it

from different points of view. This
training in seeing all around a ques-
tion, its mony sides, its various
facets, is invaluablle. It affords sig-
nificant training in flexibility and
breadth of view. However, further to
assure the student an opportunity
to develop a subject in his own per-
sonal way, it is well to schedule a
few discussions as well as debates,
discussions in which the student is
freed from any fixed statement of
the problem and may state the prob-
lem and develop it in any way he
sees fit.

Fourth, and most important, public
speech allows valuable training in
clear and precise thinking. Indeed,
clear expression, both written and
oral, is inseparable from clear think-
ing. The debater thinks through a
proposition over and over again,
phrases it any number of ways, and
publicly experiments with it on nu-
merous occasions before he finally
achieves the crystal clarity he is
seeking. This passion for clear ex-
pression develops into a passion for
clear thinking, for the young debater
soon learns that without clear think-
ing there can be no clear expression.
The late Senator Albert ]. Beveridge,
himself an able orator, cbserves in
his monumental biography of Abra-
ham Lincoln that Lincoln's speeches
at the end of any given political
campaign were always better than
they were at its beginning—by a
process of selective repetition Lin-
coln distilled in clearer and clearer
fashion his political arguments and
ideas.

*Reprinted from ‘‘Speech Activities’’, Summer,
1949.
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Chapter News

The College of St. Catherine Fo-
rensic Squad admires the sweep-
stakes trophy won at the Peoria Con-
vention. Members of the squad from
left to right: Adelaide McGuigan,
Rosemary Manion; Catherine Heinz;
Barbara Luger; Maureen Mashek.

perior in Discussion at Peoria, Prof.
Theodore O. H. Karl, Director of
Speech at PLC, and Donald Graham,
Superior in Extempe at Peoria. Mr.
Innerarity has accounted for six ot
the first place wins this season, and
Mr. Graham has accounted for five.

The Pacific Lutheran College de-
bate and forensic squad have com-
pleted their competitive year with a
record of 16 first place wins in five
tournaments. The tournaments were:
Western Speech Association, Seat-
tle, Washington; Tyro Tournament,
College of Puget Sound, Tacoma,
Washington; 19th Annual Linfield
Tourncment, McMinnville, Oregon;
Annual Invitational tournament, St.
Martins College, Olympia, Wash-
ington, and the Sixteenth Nationa!
Convention tournament, PKD, Brad-
ley U., Peoriq, lllinois. These tourna-
ments were held in the 1948-49
school year.

PLC is a newcomer in PKD with
its chapter installed this year. The
chapter now has a membership of
18, and included therein are four
members of the degree of Special
Distinction.

The enclosed photo pictures from
left to right: Louis A. Innerarity, Su-

May 16, 1949, Southwestern Loui-
siana Institute honored the members
of its intercollegiate debate squad
Saturday night by presenting
awards to them for having repre-
sented the college successfully in in-
tercollegiate forensic competition this
vear. The awards were presented
at the annual “Speech Takes A Hol-
iday" banquet which was sponsored
by the Southwestern Chapter of Pi
Kappa Delta, National Honorary For-
ensic Fraternity. William Dempsey,
of Fall River,, Massachusetts, presi-
dent of the local chapter, presided
over the banquet. After his welcom-
ing remarks, President Joel L.
Fletcher, Dean H. L. Griffin, and Miss
Edith G. Dupre addressed the group
briefly. Professor Roy D. Murphy,
Director of Debate, presented awards
to the varsity debaters and conferred
upon them Pi Kappa Delta’'s ad-
vanced degrees of achievement.
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Book Review

“Representative American
Speeches: 1948- 1949 (252p. $1.75.
H. W. Wilson Company, New York
52). Three campaign speeches, ana-
lyzed by the editor with “polled” re-
sults are included in the latest an-
nual collection. The speakers are
Harry S. Truman, Thomas E. Dewey
and Henry A. Wallace. Their
speeches, their manner of delivery,
and especially the editor's analyses
could well be "must” reading for
all future caondidates. They appear
in o section, “Presidential Cam-
paign,”’ where the fourth speaker is
Lowell Thomas commenting on the
results and the reasons over NBC.

Other speckers in the book in or-
der of appearance are: Dean Ache-
son, Winston Churchill and Francis
B. Sayre speaking on "International
Politics”; David E. Lilienthal, Dwight
D. Eisenhower, William O. Douglas
and Robert H. Jackson on “Nationci
Attitudes”; Herbert Hoover, Arthur
H. Vandenberg, and Alben W. Bark-
ley under the heading, "Personal
Tribute and Reminiscence'; Harri-
son S. Brown on "Science’; Ruth
Alexander, Helen Gohagan Doug-
las, Joseph Martin and Samuel Ray-
burn on "“Business and Labor’:
James Bryant Conant, Virgil M. Han-
cher, Paul H. Douglas, George D.
Stoddard, Clifton Fadiman, James R.
Killian, Jr. and John Tyler Caldwell
specking on "Education,” and John
Foster Dulles, Ralph W. Sockman
and Robert I. Gannon on ""Religion.”

Under seventeen numbered para-
graph headings he discusses how
the thought or ideas of a speech
should be judged.

Dr. Baird employs these samse
techniques in his analysis that pre-
cedes each speech. He first presents
the time, place, occasion and back-
ground of the speech. He then dis
cusses the maonner of delivery, the
structure, content and purpose of the
speech and the audience reaction.
As the editor points out, “efffective
communication is a two-way pro-
cess,” and he is particularly inter-
ested in the extent of the speaker's
success in becoming one with his
audience.

Amy, Beryl, Cecily, and Dorothy
are married to Arthur, Basil, Cyril
and David (not necessarily in that
order) and each of the four husbands
is brother to one of the ladies. Doro-
thy has no brothers. Amy's brother-
in-law is married to Cecily. Beryl is
married to Basil. Cecily’s husband
was at school with Arthur and Do-
vid. Which of the ladies is Cyril's
sister?

The logician's will: “I leave $1000
to be divided among my four daugh-
ters. Some of my money is to go to
Annabel or Beatrice. I know that
Beatrice and Clarissa are under
Dierdre’s thumb, so if any of the
money goes to either of them, she is
to have none. I want Beatrice and
Clarissa treated alike—in fact all
four, or as many as possible, are to
receive equal treatment.” Who was
the logician’s favorite daughter, and
what was the size of her legacy?
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