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The Scientific Study of Speech - A
New Field of Academic Work

What Constitutes an Oration for a
College Oratorical Contest

Interracial Debates

CEDA As an Alternative

One of the Province Programs
Refutation in Team Debating

This is Our Heritage

A Response - What Makes an
Affirmative Case Topical?
Constructing Narratives: Organization
and Individual Stories About
Intercollegiate Debate

The Rhetoric of Two Equal

Rights Debates

Critiquing the Critic: Toward
Improving Oral Interpretation Ballots
A Judicial Paradigm for the Evaluation
of Debates

Keeping Educational Debate Accessible:

The Goals of the Novice Debate
Association

Some Views on Recent Criticism
What I Look for in Judging
Individual Events

The Financing of Forensics

Crisis and CEDA Reform

Shall We Dance: A Comment on
Contemporary Tournament Debate
What it Takes to Win

Is Contemporary Debate Educational?

A Research Proposal for Pi Kappa Delta:

We Need to Prove What We Believe
Woman Suffrage: A “Great Debate”
Symposium: Advice to New Coaches,
The Development of Chapters
Exploring Some Possible Success
Variables in CEDA Debate Programs
Variables that Influence Speech
Intelligibility Most

Direct Clash Debating:

Recent Developments

The Mission of the Debater

What Becomes of Our College Orators?
The Business Side of Forensics

Our College Presidents

Shall We Perfect a District Organization?
Effectiveness in Extemporaneous
Speaking

Kansas Tries the Audience Decision
Kansas Prize Debates

30 (1945) 3, 49-52
48 (1962) 1, 14-16

61 (1976) 4, 4-5, 8
66 (1981) 2, 17-19
66 (1981) 3, 4-9
17 (1932) 3,

38 (1953) 3, 70-71
20 (1935) 4, 142-44
67 (1981) 1, 14-16
14 (1929) 4,

17 (1931) 2,

48 (1963) 4, 13-16
60 (1975) 3, 5-6

84 (1999) 3, 1-24

62 (1977) 2, 9-16
79 (1994) 2, 10-15
68 (1983) 3, 8-13
77 (1992) 4, 25-27
59 (1974) 3, 9-10
40 (1955) 3, 73-74
11 (1925) 1, 9-11
82 (1997) 4, 17-32
63 (1978) 2, 6-10
25 (1939) 1, 9-11
56 (1971) 2, 9-10, 14
55 (1970) 2, 3-4

63 (1977) 1, 9-11
55 (1969) 1, 13-14

76 (1991) 2, 1-10
67 (1982) 3, 22-24
26 (1941) 2,

8 (1923) 3, 64-65
10 (1924) 2, 33-34
11 (1925) 1, 1-9
11 (1925) 1, 28-31
11 (1925) 2,

11 (1926) 3,

12 (1927) 3, 154-155
13 (1927) 1,



577
578

579
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582

583
584
585
586
587
588
589
590
591
592
593

594
595

596
597
598
599
600

601
602

603
604

605
606

607

608
609
610
611
612
613

614
615

616

Westfall, A.
Westfall, A.

Westfall, A.

Westfall, A.
Westfall, A.

Westfall, A.
Westfall, A.
Westfall, A.
Westfall, A.
Westfall, A. R.
Westfall, A.R.
Westfall, A.R.
Westfall, A.R.
Westfall, A.R.
Westfall, A.R.
Westfall, A.R.

R
R
R
R
R
Westfall, A. R.
R
R
R
R
R

Westfall, A.R.
Whalen, S A.

Whillock, R. K.
Whillock, R. K.

Wiley, E. W.
Williams, D. E.,
Hagy, J. B., and
McLane-Hagy, A
Williams, D. E.
and Guajardo, M
Williams, T
Winebrenner, T. C.

Winebrenner, T. C.
Winsor, J. L.

Winters, D
Withycombe, R.W.

Wood, S. C.

Woodard, L. E.
Woodbert, C
Woodward, H
Yaremchuk, W. A.
Yaremchuk, W. A.
Yates, G. P.

Yeager, R
Zizik, C. H.

Zizik, C. H.

Kansas Debate Coaches Organize
The South Dakota Contest Plan of
Extempore Speaking

The First National High School
Speech Tournament

The Speech Organizations
Quoting Mayor Walker: “Speech
Preparation is Unnecessary”

How to Become a Political Orator:
Formula of Two Boston Mayors
The Art of Making a Speech
George Washington

Why Debate is Worthwhile

The Oregon Plan of Debate

The Direct Clash Debate

The History of Pi Kappa Delta
History of Pi Kappa Delta
History of Pi Kappa Delta
History of Pi Kappa Delta

History of Pi Kappa Delta

What Speech Students May Do
to Help Win the War

Adolph Hitler As a Public Speaker
Rapproachement and the

Debate Aesthetic

Developing the Characters for
Dramatic Interpretation

The Practice of Theory:

A Controversy in Current Debate
Debate as Competition

Introducing Parliamentary Debate in
the Argumentation and Debate Course

The Use of Example in Parliamentary

Debate

Oral Interpretation, a Forensic Activity?
Reaffirming the Role of Argumentation

Theory in Academic Debate

Reclaiming Citizenship in a Community

of Arguers: A Reply to Broda-Bahm
Toward Honest Definitions and
Limitations

Notes of a North Dakota Neophyte
The Role of Non-Policy Debate in a
Total Forensic Program

Threads: An Introduction to
Forensic E-Mail

The Educational Value of Forensics
Our New Olympics

Values to Stand By

Forensic Studies

The Educational Value of Forensics
Improvisational Duet Acting as a
National Tournament Event

Aristotle’s Topics as Sources of Proof

Using the Forensics Activity as a
Waiver for the Basic Speech Course
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13 (1928) 3,
14 (1929) 3,

16 (1931) 4,

16 (1931) 4,
17 (1931) 1,

17 (1931) 1,

17 (1932) 3,
17 (1932) 4,

17 (1932) 4,

17 (1932) 4,

18 (1932) 1,

18 (1933), 3, 95-105
20 (1935) 4, 133-141
21 (1936) 3, 90-95
22 (1937) 3, 88-91
22 (1937) 4, 116-20
28 (1942) 1, 8-12

25 (1940) 3, 79-85, 90
82 (1996) 1, 34-37

69 (1984) 2, 4-8
73 (1988) 3, 6-15
15 (1930) 4,

82 (1996) 1, 16-20
84 (1998) 1, 27-34

49 (1964) 3, 6
79 (1994) 2, 1-9

79 (1994) 4, 34-38
52 (1966) 1, 21

51 (1966) 2, 8-10
67 (1981) 1, 12-13

80 (1995) 2, 18-30

64 (1979) 2, 23-24
13 (1927) 2,

26 (1941) 3,

59 (1974) 2, 13
64 (1979) 2, 16-18
75 (1990) 2, 1-6

45 (1960) 3, 12-14
79 (1993) 1, 5-7

Repetition and the Rhetorical Question: 80 (1995) 2, 11-17
Integrating These Legal Closing Argument

Strategies into Persuasive Orations
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Debate

Audiences and Audience Analysis: 14, 21, 46, 307, 342, 521, 523,

Benefits and Justification for Debate: 16, 42, 72, 104, 216, 275, 306, 377, 390, 400, 442,
469, 492, 569, 585, 598,

Coaching Issues: 321, 327, 328,

Critiques of Debate Practice: 19, 69, 70, 71, 91, 192, 220, 236, 240, 242, 246, 252, 280,
335, 336, 415, 443, 489, 491, 502, 503, 535, 560, 562, 595, 597, 603,

Cross-Examination: 219, 370,

Cross-Examination Debate Association (CEDA): 39, 44, 82, 83, 146, 230, 231,338, 392,
525, 551, 559, 566,

Debate Research Practices 2, 3, 51, 188, 206, 235, 254, 256, 257, 268,

Debate Delivery and Style: 11, 116, 163, 185, 217, 234, 238, 458, 476, 500,

Debate Techniques: 103, 140, 167, 249, 317, 361, 362, 371, 383, 430, 512, 548, 561,

Debate Theory: 45, 48. 62, 180. 186, 218, 350, 421, 429, 439, 456, 461, 495, 533, 550,
602, 604,

Ethics and Codes of Ethics: 109, 520,

Judges and Judging Debate: 5, 24, 81, 110, 111, 203, 228, 237, 239, 265, 283, 292, 298,
352, 358, 376, 379, 398, 414, 498,

Lincoln-Douglas Debate: 77, 170,

Novice Debate Association: 5SS,

Paradigms of debate: 36, 293, 356, 526, 554,

International Debate: 1, 17, 54, 64, 88, 255, 326, 396, 405, 440, 441, 470,

Parliamentary Debate in the United States: 136, 599, 600,

Resolutions: 12, 35, 37, 89, 125, 169, 177, 197, 208, 259, 260, 318, 337, 355, 539,

Structure and formats of Debates: 10, 18, 20, 79, 207, 271, 279, 281, 291, 323, 348,
380, 394, 403, 408, 409, 465, 486, 488, 568, 575, 576, 586, 587,

Value and Non-Policy Debate: 86, 119, 158, 232, 233, 276, 345, 475, 542, 546, 606,

Forensics

Assessment: 40, 41, 56, 57, 58, 73, 84, 100, 117, 137, 213, 277, 412, 413, 420, 437,
563,

Classroom courses: 310, 615,

Competition: 96, 191, 229, 274, 304, 431, 504,

Directors of Forensics Professional status and concerns, 31, 32, 94, 141, 221, 315, 357,
418, 426, 438,

Directing a forensics program: 93, 147, 149, 150, 151, 152, 161, 187, 198, 224, 286,
425, 446*, 455, 501, 565, 605,

Disciplinary and organizational issues: 472, 556,

Diversity Issues: 8, 30, 60, 144, 160, 199, 200, 346, 404, 423, 424, 427, 450, 490, 497,
514, 545, :

Ethical Issues: 211, 311,

Forensics and Communication Discipline: 78, 106, 123, 154, 174, 296, 480, 509,

Future: 344, 399, 524,

High School Forensics: 506,

National Tournaments: 312,

Justification for forensics education: 34, 47, 85, 95, 97, 175, 176, 183, 193, 223, 225,
290, 325, 347, 353, 515, 534, 540, 611, 612,

Pedagogical techniques: 607,

Philosophy of Forensics 4, 6, 29, 33, 155, 253, 300, 308, 351, 449, 474, 538, 608, 610,

Public Relations: 447,

Recruiting and Student Transfers: 38, 159, 496, 510,

Research in and about: 205, 261, 262, 263, 264, 359, 360, 494, 513,

Resources and funding*: 451, 517, 558, 571,
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Status of the activity: 289, 299,

Summer Institutes: 322,

Tournaments and Tournament Practices: 22, 23, 43, 114, 124, 222, 258, 266, 313, 531,
609,

Individual Events

After-Dinner Speaking: 50, 108, 168,

Argument Analysis: 28, 302,

Duo Interpretation: 319, 528,

Experimental Events: 214, 215, 385,

Extemporaneous Speaking: 102, 113, 245, 247, 267, 530, 574, 578,

Impromptu Speaking: 99, 115, 483, 484,

Improvisational Duet Acting: 613,

Instructional techniques: 288, 406, 485,

Judging and Judging Individual Events: 59, 126, 132, 196, 202, 210, 212, 395, 401, 529,
553, 557,

National Developmental Conference: 112, 473,

Non-Competitive Forms and Practices: 25, 241,

Oral Interpretation: 171, 172, 227, 295, 407, 477, 478, 482, 518, 596, 601,

Oratory and Persuasion: 15, 26, 75, 127, 128, 133, 138, 139, 143, 14§, 190, 282, 320,
410, 411, 428, 468, 471, 481, 519, 536, 544, 616,

Original Poetry: 68,

Philosophy of Individual Events: 118, 173,

Rhetorical Criticism and Communication Analysis, 52, 184, 201, 204, 334, 341, 541,

Supporting Materials: 76,

Discussion

As a Forensics Event: 107, 142, 148, 165, 182, 195, 297, 305, 309, 339, 393, 462, 463,
508,

Judging: 194, 464,

Legislative Assembly and Student Congress: 522, 527,

Techniques: 433, 434, 452,

Communication Theory and Public Address

Argumentation Theory: 65, 66,

Argumentation and Forensics Study and their Applications in Other Disciplines: 67, 74,
87, 134, 316, 343, 422, 454, 467,

‘Classroom communication: 479,

Communication Apprehension (Stage Fright): 179,

Communication as field of study: 543

Critical Thinking: 9,_

Ethics: 516,

Legal Communication: 131,

Media and Regulation: 162,

Memorization: 92,

National Communication Organizations: 580,

Parliamentary Procedure: 98,

Political Communication: 178, 303, 329, 445,

Public Address: 49, 129, 244, 250, 251, 294, 330, 331, 333, 457, 460, 466, 552, 564, 584,
594,

Public Argument: 53,
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Public Speaking: 55, 61, 181, 189, 332, 340, 402, 581, 582, 583,
Rhetoric and Rhetorical Theory: 121, 122, 164, 417, 499, 505*, 614,
Scholarly Journals: 435,

Speech Intelligibility: 567

Pi Kappa Delta

Alumni Chapters: 284, 285,

History of the Honorary: 105, 156, 363, 366, 367, 368, 372, 378, 381, 382, 387, 391,
416, 487, 493, 549, 572, 588, 589, 590, 591, 592,

National Developmental Conference: 278, 314, 448,

National Officers: 135, 384, 388,

National Tournament and Convention: 130, 153, 157, 270, 301, 324, 389, 432,

Provinces: 243, 365, 547, 573, 577,

The Order of the Beards: 120,

The Forensic: 90,

Role in Forensics: 13, 248, 386, 444, 532,

Wartime Activities: 166, 226, 349, 354, 375, 436, 537, 593,

History of Forensics

Baylor University: 369,

Extemporaneous Speaking: 80,

General History: 419,

Individual Events: 287, 364,

Literary Societies: 27, 397,

National Forensic League: 272, 273, 579,
Prominent former competitors: 63, 269, 459, 511, 570,
Secondary Schools: 7,

Topic Selection: 453,

Tournament Format: 209, 507,

Western Speech Communication Association: 101,
Yearly Statistics: 373, 374,




Larry Norton
1906 - 2001

Dr. Norton passed away February 14, 2001.
Larry Norton was the heart, soul and con-
science of Pi Kappa Delta. He served in vir-
tually every leadership position during his
long association with Pi Kappa Delta,
including President, Secretary-Treasurer and
Historian. His students remember him as an
outstanding teacher, whose quiet style
encouraged them to take responsibility for
their learning. He was an outstanding foren-
sics educator who built a long record of suc-
cess at Bradley. He was a mentor for many Pi
Kappa Delta members. He represents every-
thing good and decent about the vocation
of college teaching and service. He is sur-
vived by his family, including his devoted
wife Eleanor. He will be greatly missed.
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Institution
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City State Zip Code

Please enter a subscription to THE FORENSIC at the subscriber rate of $30 per year. Unless
otherwise specified, your subscription is for a complete series which begins July 1st of each
year. At the time of subscription, you will receive all previous issues that have been published
during the subscription year.
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