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Intercollegiate Discussion

JUDY GARRETSON, Mississippi State College for Women

No matter. how busily occupied
college students are with their aca-
demic work and various campus ac-
tivities, they can always spare a few
moments for a good old-fashioned
session of discussion whether it be
a consideration of the possibility of
peace in Korea or the poor quality
of the food that is being served on
the campus. Speech departments
throughout the colleges and universi-
ties of our nation have recognized
this enthusiasm for talking things
over as they have developed discus-
sion into a regular speech activity.

Is this organized form of discussion
as popular with the students as the
traditional “'bull sessions?”’ How
much real value and enjoyment are
the participants receiving from their
discussion activities? Are the stu-
dents primarily interested in ratings
or in an exchange of points of infor-
mation? These are only several of
the questions that come to mind
when one is attempting to evaluate
the true worthwhileness of discus-
sion. If more students were aware
of the need for evaluation and made
suggestions as to ways of improving
the methods employed in discussion,
the caliber of this activity might be
increased greatly, and discussion
might play an even more important
role in the speech program. Perhaps,
by examining two types of discus-
sion tournaments, it may be possible
to determine some of the values and
qualities necessary for effective dis-
cussion. 1

Here in the Southeast, the annual
fall Alabama Discussion Tournament
has served a very definite purpose
in providing debaters with an op-
portunity to acquire a background of
information, interpretations, and
viewpoints that will be of help
throughout the entire season of de-
bate. Students learn to appreciate the
ideas of others and to adjust their
own ideas on the basis of the sound

proof that is provided by the mem-
bers of their discussion group. Ev-
eryone is more eager for useful in-
formation than they are for ratings.
However, the awarding of excellent
and superior ratings to the top fif-
teen per cent of the participants mo-
tivates each person taking part to
put forth his best efforts as regards
discussion techniques and contribu-
tions of worthwhile, relevant mate-
rial and personal thoughts. Those
students who ftry to impress the
judges and monopolize the discus-
sions are usually in the minority.
Alabama’s use of the one-hour round
has proved effective in that the par-
ticipants can maintain their alertness
and interest during this length of
time.

At the national Pi Kappa Delta
Convention in the spring of 1951, an-
other type of discussion was em-
ployed as an experiment. In the
discussion activities of this tourna-
ment, students were not rated since
judges visited the groups merely as
advisors. It was the general feeling
of the group to which [ belonged
that this absence of rating produced
a minimum amount of enthusiasm
and motivation for real progress in
problem solving. It was felt that par-
ticipants were not as serious either
in their attitude toward the extent of
their preparation prior to entering the
activity or their individual contribu-
tions to the discussion. On the basis
of the experiences I had with my
particular group, I would conclude
that there was a tendency for more
monopolizing by a few of the group
members and for less organized con-
sideration of the basic issues in-
volved in the question than is usual-
ly the case in rated discussions. Both
the lack of individual incentive and
the extremely lengthy two-hour ses-
sions produced a less satisfactory
type of discussion.

(Continued on Page 80)
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REPORT ON CONVENTION
DISCUSSION

(Continued from Page 54)

9. Good knowledge of discussion
procedure (1).

10. The group did an excellent job
(5.

11. Let the Observer act as chair-
man (1).

Recorded student-reactions are
much less numerous, but not neces-
sarily less significant. The commit-
teceman selected to represent his
group at the conclusion of round
three was asked to solicit sugges-
tions from his group members be-
fore the end of round four and turn
them in to the contest committee.
Only six groups sent in reports. All
but one of these reports were pref-
aced with a statement praising the
values of Discussion. There were no
comments unfavorable to Discussion
as an event. Three reports sug-
gested that the committee provide
more in the way of an outline and
more detailed mechanics of proce-
dure. Three reports favored the non-
competitive arrangement and two
believed that ratings should be given
__at least to the top ten or fifteen
percent. It was suggested that the
basis for rating be, mainly, that of
cooperation and objectivity. The
comment was made that the Discus-
sion question was too broad.

Oral comments by students and
faculty heard and overheard in the
convention halls before, during, and
after the sessions do not alter the
impressions acquired from the writ-
ten reports. Several students reported
that their attitudes toward the proce-
dure used became more favorable
from round to round. This seems to
be substantiated by somewhat bet-
ter reactions of Observers in the
later rounds. Of course such a reac-
tion is not unusual as a group pro-
gresses toward the solution stage of
Discussion.

Your reporter, departing from that

role momentarily, believes that the
values to be acquired through inter-
collegiate Discussion are of no less
importance than those to be gained

from other forensic activities; that a
discussion-committee session-legisla-
tive assembly sequence is educa-
tionally sound; and that the tech-
nique, research, knowledge and pro-
cedure necessary to implement such
a sequence requires and deserves
unlimited consideration by student
and teacher. But each of these is a
point of departure in itself. I am
sure that the Editor of The Forensic
and the National Council will wel-
come constructive suggestions for
the improvement of Discussion as a
forensic activity.

As I look back over the recorded
comments of students and observers,
it appears that nearly all unfavorable
remarks would be eliminated if we
could solve the problems of “lack of
knowledge of discussion” and "lack
of knowledge of the subject.”” Could
there be a more appropriate solution
to the problem of Discussion than
this—""educate them?"

LOUISIANA EPSILON
(Continued from Page 61)
science, came to Northwestern in
1948 from Wisconsin where she was
working on her Ph.D. degree. Mr.
Carr teaches courses in drama and
directs the college productions. He
came from lowa in 1949 where he
completed his M. A. degree. Wil-
liam Smith, the other staff member,
teaches courses in public speaking
and directs debate. Mr. Smith is the
Sponsor of Louisiana Epsilon and is
a former member of the Illinois Pi
chapter at Northern Illinois from
which he graduated. Mr. Smith has
an M. A. degree from Stanford Uni-
versity as well as additional work on
the Ph.D. He came to Northwestern

in 1950 as Director of Forensics.
Forensic activity at the college
dates back to 1931. Seven students
participated in eight intercollegiate
debates that year. The intercollegiate
clashes increased each year until
1940 when 29 students took part in
310 contests. Northwestern sponsors
two tournaments and one debate
clinic annually. The Louisiana
Speech Tournament for college stu-
(Continued on Page 74)
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S0 We Blame Discussion!

HUGO J]. DAVID, Michigan State College

At debate-discussion conferences
one frequently hears widespread
dissatisfaction with the technique of
group discussion. Frankness de-
mands admitting that this complain-
ing is not confined to debate enthu-
siasts alone.

It is strange that this should be so,
especially when the group discus-
sion method is used very extensively
in business and the professions,
when professional people highly
recommend that college students
learn the technique and method, and
when such books as The Practical
Application of Democracy by George
B. de Huszar make such a strong
case for it. Why then does this para-
doxical situation exist? Is the desire
to win so strong that it overshadows
(in our conferences at least) the de-
sire to find an acceptable solution
to a common problem and the sense
of accomplishment in having done
so? To the many answers that have
already been suggested for this prob-
lem in Speech Activities and else-
where, several additions may not be
amiss.

To begin, the definitions given in
the standard texts on group discus-
sion agree that it is an effort directed
toward the "cooperative solution of
a problem.” Problem-solving, then,
being its purpose, it should be evalu-
ated in terms of its avowed objective,
namely, the reasonableness and suf-
ficiency of the solution the group de-
cides to accept. But is this what we
do in discussion conferences? Ob-
viously not, for one glance at a num-
ber of typical judging blanks used
at our conferences usually vyields
such items as knowledge of the sub-
ject, extent of participation, tact, ob-
jectivity, attitude, progress of the
group toward its objective, and the
like, and not one item devoted to
evaluating the fundamental objective
they arrive at, the solution.

What is the effect of having those
items on the rating blank upon the

persons being rated by them? As-
suming that they want to make a
good showing for themselves and
for their school in the final tabula-
tion of the ballots, they will want to
conform to the pattern they are ex-
pected to follow. They sense that
they need not be too concerned with
the quality of the solution so long
as they arrive at one with at least
some mention of pertinent facts; they
rather become interested in contrib-
uting enough information to impress
the critic that they have read some-
thing, that they are congenial indi-
viduals not given to insolence or ar-
gument, that they give due consider-
ation for the rights and privileges of
others, and, in general, that they
maintain good human relations dur-
ing the session. And when they are
through, do they care about the so-
lution? Why should they? The critic
doesn't. And when they finally leave
the conference room they do it with
the inescapable feeling that just be-
ing nice in order to fit the standard
criteria on the critic's blank is so su-
perficial and inane that they resolve
never to participate in discussion
again.

If the above analysis is correct,
then group discussion surely does
not deserve the damnation and ridi-
cule it so frequently receives. Rather
the fault lies with those of us who
establish the judging criteria. Now,
these coaches sincerely believe that
since they are asking students to dis-
cuss in a conference which seeks to
be educational, they are doing it to
help the students learn how to solve
problems and, therefore, the empha-
sis should be on the techniques. Ac-
tually this is an emphasis misplaced.
If a reasonable and sufficient solu-
tion is decided upon, it may be
through an excellent technique and
an adroit handling of well-selected
data, or it may be largely through
chance. But chance will not hold
great odds in this game of solving
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intricate social problems. On the
other hand, lacking a sufficient so-
lution, the members of the group will
soon discover that there must have
been something amiss as they at-
tempted to think the problem
through. Once they are aware of
the inadequacy of their product, a
discussion of the shortcomings of in-
dividual participants, material, proce-
dure, and technique becomes a
meaningful venture. This failure
constitutes for them a problem in it
self, and because they are person-
ally involved they are motivated to
discover the answer to this new dif-
ficulty. Otherwise criticism from a
judge is relatively meaningless in
that it lacks purpose and a clear and
significant frame of reference.

Were this approach wused, the
learning situation would be more
meaningful to the discussants and
they would not so readily resort to
condemning group discussion as 'tea
time" or a '‘pooling of ignorance.”
Group discussion would then right-
fully be taught as a problem-solving
process rather than just a human re-
lations technique.

A second difficulty seems to lie in
the way “‘objectivity’”’ is conceived.
The fact that conference discussants
do not concern themselves with sub-
stantial facts and only infrequently
disagree on relatively insignificant
matters leads one to believe that ob-
jectivity is thought to mean the com-
plete absence of argumentation or
weighing of evidence for opposite
points of view in a discussing group.
Rarely do they thoroughly weigh the
merits of a point of view, thoroughly
air and evaluate the support for those
points, much less get to the basic
reasons for the differences. Again,
it is probably due in part to the
items on the critic’s blank, but, and
more significantly, to the understand-
ing the discussants seem to have of
the term, “objectivity”’ — that they
must first of all be nice to everybody
and only incidentally hope that their
efforts will be fruitful in terms of a
solution.

Perhaps if we look briefly at the
process of solving social problems,

we shall see that objectivity, at least
as described above, is neither pos-
sible nor desirable. What we con-
sider the problem is usually a clash
of ideas as to what is desirable.
Someone believes the status quo sat-
isfactory; reform elements regard it
far from satisfactory and so want to
establish a different and conflicting
goal so that the goal is really the
point at issue. To resolve such a
conflict requires some means that
will satisfy adequately both contend-
ing parties or that will reconstruct
the beliefs of one or both parties to
the conflict so as to make a common
solution possible. In order to do
that, however, we cannot omit from
consideration those basic values
cach contending party holds and
which compels him toward a particu-
lar goal, for it is just those values
that guide and direct the course of
his life. And those values come fun-
damentally into question when a
course of action is to be decided
upon; they predispose the person
who holds them to a specific course
of action, and a threat to them con-
stitutes for him a threat to his ego
and to his sense of security. And to
the extent that this takes place—and
it will except in matters of inditfer-
ence to him—he can have no ob-
jectivity of the kind described above.
Agreement short of agreement based
on these fundamental values is no
agreement at all.

In determining what is to be done
in a question of policy, assuming
we have described the symptoms of
a problem, we need then to establish
agreement on what our mutual goal
shall be. Here lies the difficulty, for
each of us is a different person, each
has an individual background of in-
formation, experiences, meanings ex-
tracted from those experiences, pref-
crences and prejudices, standards of
value or philosophy of life. These
dictate our choices as to what we
regard desirable in action, because
they constitute the principles which
describe what we individually deem
acceptable conduct. In disagree-
ments, then, about what should be
done in a given situation, we must
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go back to these underlying assump-
tions as to what is desirable, exam-
ine them and the support for them,
evaluate and compare them, try to
establish common ground among
them, sometimes perhaps try to re-
construct our own or those of a fel-
low discussant, in order to arrive at
a common starting point from which
we can work toward a really accept-
able solution.

If we accept a proposed solution
without agreeing on these basic
principles, we accept a compromise
or we just submit and “go along.”
Unfortunately neither of these is sat-
isfying. Compromise is essentially a
palance of power with neither side
satisfied with the outcome, and it
will probably last only as long as
this balance of power lasts. As soon
as one side believes it can force the
other to accede to their demands, the
ostensible peace no longer exists.
Submission, too, fails in that those
who submit do it involuntarily; it,
therefore, begets disgruntlement and
bitterness. In either event the dis-
cussion has failed. Yet is it not what
discussion groups do when they be-
lieve that argumentation and evalua-
tion of competing positions are ruled
out by a misunderstanding of “objec-
tivity?"' Do they then blame the stu-
pidity of other discussants or the
“tea time' technique of much small
talk about nothing?

One or more of the texts in group
discussion points out that objectivity
is more of an ideal to be striven for
than something easily attained. Yet
if some kind of objectivity is a re-
quired characteristic of those en-
gaged in problem-solving discussion,
it cannot mean deliberately refrain-
ing from presenting opposing points
of view and of settling conflicts be-
tween basic principles. If it does
mean that, either we have no objec-
tivity as people today are, or we
have no real solving of problems in-
volving people who have private
value-systems. Not to examine the
basic and guiding principles of in-
dividuals is to freedom any discus-
sion of means to failure, barring ac-
cident; to examine them is to clash,

probably, and to argue and, in a
judged conference, get a low rating
on the judging blank. What, then,
might objectivity mean?

Perhaps it should be defined as a
willingness to give different points of
view a hearing, to admit the cogency
of contrary, well substantiated argu-
ments, to present one's own reasons
for group scrutiny, and to try to see
them as others see them. Negatively,
it should then mean refraining from
bickering about minutiae of defini-
tion, refusing to let an opposing ar-
gument be introduced, arguing just
to be arguing, getting even with
someone who disagreed with us be-
fore, becoming highly emotional
about one's beliefs when these are
under examination, side-tracking the
discussion so as to circumvent the
real issues, or trying tooth-and-mail
to inflict our own point of view upon
others whether they want it or not.

If this kind of examination of basic
assumptions is fruitless and no agree-
ment or reconstruction can be ac-
complished, then the difficulty will
have to remain temporarily unsolved;
perhaps time will enable one or the
other of the parties of the conlflict to
adapt his ideas sufficiently to permit
agreement to come about in a future
conference. Agreement on a less
substantial basis than that will be
only superficial at best; and anything
less than real agreement will not re-
sult in a constructive program of ac-
tion which all will wholeheartedly
support.

DO YOU KNOW—

1. The meaning of the Greek
phrase Peitho Kale Dikaia?

2. How many states have PKD
chapters?

3. What degree and order are in-
dicated by a key with a dia-
mond set in the eye and a
pearl set in the upper center?

4. How many classes of mem-
bership there are in PKD?

5. When and where the first
chapter of PKD was estab-
lished?
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Ridin” The Provinces

It's with a great deal of pleasure
that this issue of The Forensic in-
cludes a number of articles written
by student members of PKD. 1t is
my belief The Forensic should pro-
mote PKD, and foster improved for-
ensic ethics. While I hope The For-
ensic under my editorship will not
be considered a mere gossip sheet,
I believe one of the best ways to
promote our speech honorary is for
its publication to contain information
about chapter activities and person-
nel. In regard to improving forensic
ethics and standards, the many fav-
orable comments received on the de-
bate articles contained in the January
issue indorse the belief that we are
moving in the right direction. I hope
the student articles by CHARLES
GRANDY, DON BACHNER, JON
ERICSON, LES NEWVILLE, AND
JUDY GARRETSON (two others were
promised but didn't arrive) will stim-
ulate you to put your ideas in print.
The closer The Forensic comes to be-
ing a part of you, the better it be-
comes for youl

SEEN HERE AND THERE—

On January 14, I had a had a very
pleasant visit with DR. and MRS.
FREDERICK B. McKAY, retired mem-
bers of the Speech Department of
Michigan State Normal College, Yp-
silanti, Michigan. They were on
their way to Florida and stopped in
Columbus to visit our college. Dr.
McKay was chairman and professor
of speech at Michigan State Normal
College from 1911-44, received the
first Ph.D degree in speech from
Michigan University, established the
Michigan Epsilon chapter in 1921,
served as Governor of the Province
of the Lakes during the '30’s, and
was director of oratory of the Michi-
gan Intercollegiate Speech League
for six years.

Paul Rilling, Hiram College (Ohio,
‘47); M. A. degree, University of Ala-
bama; past coach of debate at North
Texas State College (Eta); now direc-

tor of forensics at Mobile Center of
the University of Alabama. Paul and
his debaters were attending the Deep
South Debate Conference Tourna-
ment, University of Mississippi, Feb-
ruary 18.

Dr. B. L. Parkinson, honorary mem-
ber of PKD, has announced he will
retire, after 20 vyears service, as
President of Mississippi State Col-
lege for Women at the end of the
present school year.

I HEAR—

I am including part of a very in-
teresting letter I received which I
think many of you will enjoy.

"] have been interested in PKD ever since
about 1924, when I began handling the jok
of printing The Forensic. [ supervised the
printing of the magazine for about 20 years.
One of the editors during that time persuaded
the fraternity to give me the degree of honor-
ary member, in appreciation for the assistance
I had been giving the editors. I prize the
honor very highly. Anyone who has been
in business as long as I have has a high
appreciation of the work being done by PKD.
The ability to “stand up on your hind feet
and say what you have to say’ without using
the maverick words “er’” and "“uh"” is so rare
that I wish there were ten thousand chapters
of PKD. As for my schooling: Five years of
my life were spent in school. 1 ended up
just barely inside the eighth grade. The only
"honor”’ I remember is that of receiving a
note to my father that if I did not "leave the
books alone’ (that year the grade I was in
was being accommodated in a library) I would
be expelled. (What an opportunity that teach-
er missed to really introduce me to books and
encourage reading!)

Yours truly,

W. A. BERRY

825 West Olive Street
Fort Collins, Colorado.”

Colorado State College of Education
(Beta): ARDATH EVANS PIERCE, ‘33,
head of the department of speech
and director of debate and dramatics,
Duncan U. Fletcher High School,
Jacksonville Beach, Florida. She
writes, "I feel intercollegiate forensics
was excellent training for me and
perhaps my most valuable college
experience. I am equally enthusias-
tic about what a good program may
achieve for high school students.”
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North Texas State College (Eta): past
director of forensics and sponsor of
the PKD chapter, MRS. OLIVE M.
JOHNSON has retired. J. REX WEIR
is the new director and sponsor.

Carroll College (Wisconsin Beta):
GARRET DETTMAR, ‘50, has been
stationed in Korea for {fourteen
months as a member of the Marines;
DAVE ZIEHM is a pharmaceutical
salesman for a druggists’ supply
house and travels Illinois, Wisconsin,
and Michigan.

Bradley University (Illlinois Delta):
JOE SMITH, past ,president of local
PKD chapter is now teaching speech
and coaching debate for the Ameri-
can Institute of Banking in Chicago.

Southwestern Louisiana Institute
(Gamma): DR. ROY D. MURPHY,
past associate editor of The Forensic,
writes he is back at work after sev-
eral days in the hospital following a
bus accident in which he and his
debaters were riding on their return
from the Millsaps Debate Tourna-
ment, Jackson, Mississippi.

I wonder where the Beta PKD’s from
Arizona State College and Wheaton
College (Illinois) Mu members went
on their trips, who they debated, and
what happened?

McPherson College (Kansas Omi-
cron): DALE M. STUCKY and DON-
ALD R. NEWKIRK have been admit-
ted into the partnership of the law
firm of Fleeson, Gooing, Coulson,
and Kitch of Wichita, Kansas. Both
Stucky and Newkirk are charter
members of Kansas Omicron. Both
are graduates of the University of
Chicago Law School, Stucky was
editor of the Chicago Law Review,
Newkirk was on the Board of Edi-
tors. ROY McAULEY, debate coach,
has been appointed acting head of
the English department. WAYNE
GEISERT, charter member of the
Omicron chapter, is teaching in the
economics department at Manches-
ter College. He received his Ph.D.
degree from Northwestern University
last summer.

Most of the PKD Province Tourna-

ments will be held during March and
April. Will you make it possible to
include the results of those tourna-
ments in the May issue? Copy is
due in the hands of the printer on
the first of the month, so send your
results immediately following the
close of your tournament! We would
also like to see who won what.

Well, we at MSCW have just tied
up the sixth Magnolia Speech Tour-
nament for college and university
women. We had a good time, the
grass was green, the weather warm,
and the camellias were in bloom;
but a deadline is a deadline, and
this is March 1, so here goes the
March issue to Birmingham with
"thanks for again filling the ‘ole mail
pouch’ and making the Ridin' easier
and newsier.”

Your Editor.

LOUISIANA EPSILON
(Continued from Page 69)
dents was first held in 1936 and has
been repeated each year since that
time. The Seventeenth Annual Louisi-
ana Speech Tournament will be
March 20-22 this year.

In 1938 Northwestern began spon-
soring the High School Speech Tour-
nament and has continued it also
throughout the years. This year it
will sponsor the 15th Annual High
School Tournament February 8 and
9. In another effort to stimulate
speech work in the high schools of
Louisiana, Northwestern held its
fifth annual Debate Clinic on Novem-
ber 10.

The Northwestern squad has at-
tended the East Central tournament
at Ada, Oklahoma and the Millsaps
College tournament at Jackson, Mis-
sissippi, this fall. Other tournaments
on their itinerary include speech
meets at Louisiana State University,
Baylor University, and the Province
Tournament of PKD. Northwestern
received its chapter of PKD last sum-
mer and has not attended any of the
fraternity tournaments. The members
of the local chapter are looking for-
ward to meeting other members of
PKD at the Province this year and at
the National next year.
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CHAPTER NOTES

NORTH CAROLINA BETA

Wake Forest College began its
1951-52 debating season by sponsor-
ing a one-day tournament and work-
shop for inexperienced debaters
from schools in the Carolinas. First
place awards went to South Carolina,
Davidson, Duke, and Wake Forest.

At the Florida Invitational Tourna-
ment held in Gainesville, Wake For-
est affirmative team composed of
Virgil Moorefield and Kay Arant was
rated the best affirmative team in the
tournament and received the honor
of participating in a radio debate
with Mississippi University who had
the best negative team.

At the Miami Invitational held in
Miami, Florida, February 7-9, Wake
Forest negative, composed of Clara
Ellen Francis and Joe Mauney, was
undefeated in seven preliminary
rounds and the finals to take first
place honors over Florida State Uni-
versity's affirmative team.

Debaters Kay Arant, Glenn Garri-
son, and Roger Cole have qualified
for membership in PKD. Second se-
mester plans include attending the
South Atlantic Forensic Tournament,

Left to right:
Wake Forest
debaters Virgil
Mooretield,
Kay Arant,
Clara Ellen Francis,
and Joe Mauney,
and Coach
Franklin R. Shirley

Hickory, N. C., and the tournament;
director of debate Franklin R. Shir-
ley, governor of Southeast Province
of PKD, is planning for the bi-annual
province tournament.

WISCONSIN ZETA

One of the newest chapters of
PKD has had a most interesting pro-
gram of speech activities recently.
At the request of the commanding
officer in charge of recruiting for
Northern Wisconsin, the sergeants
who visited high schools throughout
the state were brought to Wisconsin
State College at Eau Claire for a
speech session of training sponsored
by the Eau Clair PKD group. In co-
operation with the Blood Program
Committee of the Eau Claire Chap-
ter, American Red Cross, PKD mem-
bers volunteered to supply speakers
to appear before any civic gathering
requested by the Red Cross. Another
community service of the Eau Claire
chapter is in connection with the
Chippewa Valley Forum, one of the
well established and nationally rec-
ognized community forums. The
members of PKD donate free usher-
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ing service for each meeting of the
forum. PKD members also assist
with the judging of high school
speech affairs throughout the area.
The Wisconsin Zeta chapter mem-
bers have also been active in inter-
collegiate forensics. At the Bradley
University tournament, they were
awarded five superior and 19 excel-
lent certificates. Superior awards
went to one undefeated debate team,
Roy Allen for after-dinner speaking,
Roma Kranzfelder in oratory, and
Joan Reidy in extempe speaking and
folktale. At the Red River Falls tour-
nament, Eau Claire won the second
sweepstake award with a first (Kranz-
felder and Reidy) and third in B Di-
vision debate, Kranzfelder a second
in oratory, and Reidy a first in im-
promptu speaking. At the lowa State
Teachers' College tournament, Cedar
Falls, two debate teams consisting of
George Gerner and Ron Allen and
Norbert Tiachac and Dick Whalen
were undefeated; Reidy and Kranz-
felder won three of four debates;
freshmen debaters Ralph Zimmerman
and Mary Ellen Jenks won three of
four debates; Gerner, Reidy, and Al
len received superior ratings in dis-
cussion; and Gerner, Jenks, Kranz-
felder, and Reidy received superior
ratings in extempe speaking.

MINNESOTA BETA

St. Olaf College debaters placed
second in the annual Red River Val-
ley Tournament at Moorhead, Min-
nesota, and first in A Division debate
and second in B Division at the
Eighth Annual Eau Claire Speech
Meet. Anita Erickson placed first in
oratory and Ruth Michaelson was
second in impromptu speaking at the
Red River Valley Tournament.
Sweepstakes honors at the Eau Claire
tournament also went to St. Olaf
David Hardy and Roy Peterson were
the debaters who won first in A Di-
vision.

MINNESOTA ETA

On February 8-9, students of the

College of St. Catherine participated

in the annual Red River Valley Tour-
nament at Moorhead State Teachers

College, Moorhead, Minnesota, with
Barbara Seng and Nancy Adams win-
ning four of six debates, and Patricia
Reding placing fourth in oratory. On
the following weekend, the squad
took high honors in the Wisconsin
State College speech tournament at
Eau Claire. Seng won top honors
and the trophy in discussion; Lael
Dudley placed second in extempe;
Patricia Reding, third in oratory; Ad-
ams and Mary Lou Falvey, fifth in
after dinner speaking and folklore,
respectively; and Dudley and Seng,
fifth in debate to compile a third
place tie for sweepstakes honors.
Dudley and Seng were named to the
All Discussion team. St. Catherine
was the only all girls school among
the 29 colleges and universities who
participated in the Eau Claire tourna-
ment and the .only school to place
finalists in all individual events.

WASHINGTON GAMMA

So far in 1951-52, Washington State
College has engaged in two tourna-
ments. At the regional tournament
in Spokane, two Washington State
College women's teams tied with a
team from Seattle University for first
place and won the women junior di-
vision in the Inland Empire Tourna-
ment. To date, Washington State
ngollege has won 76 debates and lost

IOWA BETA

Central College held its six-school
central Iowa practice tournament on
February 12. Representatives from
Coe College (Theta), Drake Univer-
sity (Mu), Grinnell College, Ilowa
State College, Simpson College (Ep-
silon), and Central College (Beta),
participated in the tournament.

Central debaters who participated
in the meet included Shirley Koois-
tra, John Korver, Alvin Poppen, Ger-
aldine Punt, Geraldine Van Houwel-
ing, and Ron Zoutendam.

The Central forensic program for
the spring includes attending the
University of Nebraska tournament,
the Iowa Forensic, and the PKD Pro-
vincial at Cape Girardeau, Missouri.
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OHIO IOTA

Top laurels at the Tenth Buckeye
Tourney were shared by Case Tech
of Cleveland and Kent State Univer-
sity, the host school. Each team won
seven out of eight debates; both suf-
fered their only loss in the last round.
Twenty-eight colleges from six states
vied for the championship. The top
debaters received certificates of
merit. Seven colleges ended up in
second place with six and two rec-
ords. The wvictories boosted Kent
State's record to eighteen wins in 22
varsity debates. Kent State has one
first and two seconds in three tour-
naments this year.

Future tourneys are the Men's
Ohio Conference Tourney in Colum-
bus, the Mt. Mercy Tourney in Pitts-
burgh, the Northeastern Ohio Dis-
trict Varsity at Kent, the Great Lakes
at Bowling Green State, and the Pi
Kappa Delta provincial tournament.
The Ohio Iota Chapter is planning
for the annual initiation which will
be held early in March and for the
annual recognition banquet which is
scheduled for May.

Royce Hanson and C. H. Spearman (third and fourth from left) of Oklahoma Central State

WASHINGTON EPSILON

Pacific Lutheran College debate
squad attended the Western Speech
Association Tournament at Fresno,
California, and the team of Jon Eric-
son and Bill Rieke, both Special Dis-
tinction members of PKD, won first
in senior men's debate with seven
wins and no defeats. Bill Rieke won
first in senior men's impromptu, and
Alan Hatlen won second in senior
men's extempe. PLC, having no
women entered, won second place
in sweepstakes. In the junior divi-
sion, the girls’ team of Joanne Schief
and Janet Carson won four out of
six debates. Schief won first in jun-
ior women's extempe and John Os-
burn won second in men's extempe,
junior division, totaling for third place
sweepstakes, junior division.

Pacific Lutheran College was host,
January 12, to the visiting team from
Australia. The question debated
was, Resolved: That Federalism is
more of a good servant than it is a
bad master.

On January 14 and 15, Ericson,
Hatlen, and Rieke were representa-

College receive men’s championship trophy, Millsaps College Debate Tournament, from director,
Dr. E. S. Wallace. Second place winners (at left) are Mike Earney and Maurice Schnorr of

North Texas State College.
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tives at the Vanport Town Meeting
Tournament. They spoke before au-
diences in the discussion form of
presentation and were judged by the
audiences. Ericson won first place
for the second consecutive year be-
ing the first man to repeat this win.
Hatlen won second place and Rieke,
seventh; the three combining to win
the sweepstakes by a comfortable
margin for the second tonsecutive
year.

ILLINOIS PI

The forensic students at Northern
Illinois State Teachers College
opened their 1951-52 intercollegiate
season by attending the Bradley Uni-
versity tournament, November 16-17,
where Patricia Schofield and Gladys
Anderson were undefeated in de-
bate, and Schofield was one of five
to receive a superior in discussion.
Results of members of the squad who
received excellent ratings were Vir-
ginia Kirby and Lois Nordboe in dis-
cussion, Herbert Hadesman and
Charles McNames in debate, and
McNames and Anderson in extempe
speaking.

On December 15, McNames, vice-
president of PKD chapter, assisted
the speech faculty in its annual Clinic
and Forensic Tournament for high
schools.

As a part of the intra-mural speech
program, an extemporaneous speak-
ing contest was held January 29, and
the Selke Oratorical Contest on Feb-
ruary 4.

WASHINGTON BETA

Seattle Pacific College sent three
debate teams to the Western Asso-
ciation Teachers of Speech Tourna-
ment at Fresno, California, during
Thanksgiving week. The junior wom-
en’'s team of Esther Pearson and Ilys
Klopfenstein placed first in their di-
vision.

The second annual Northwest In-
vitational Speech Tourney was held
at Seattle Pacific, January 4-5, and
was sponsored jointly by the local
chapter of PKD and the forensic de-

partment. Competition was held in
junior, senior, and one-man debate,
oratory, impromptu, interpretative
reading, and extempe. Unusual
snows shortly before the tourney
opened reduced the participation to
twelve colleges, Whitworth (Wash-
ington Delta), Centralia J. C., Seattle
University, Pacific Lutheran (Wash-
ington Epsilon), St. Martin's, The
College of Puget Sound (Washing-
ton Alpha), Conzaga University,
Everett J. C., Western Washington
College of Education (Zeta), North-
west Bible Institute, and Seattle Pa-
cific. Trophy winners were: junior
debate—Shiela Ryan and Madean
Taylor, College of Puget Sound; sen-
ior debate—Arlis Johnson and Larry
Grotz, College of Puget Sound; one-
man debate—Hugh Haefer, St. Mar-
tin's; impromptu—Hugh Haefer, St
Martin's; extempe—John Rydgren,
Pacific Lutheran; oratory—John Ryd-
gren, Pacific Lutheran; and interpre-
tative reading—Weldon Ferry, Whit-
worth.

Left to right, Cpl. Don O. Bland, Centre
College (Kentucky Beta), ‘49, talks over the
problems of attending the Armed Forces In-
formation School, Fort Slocum, N. Y., with
Pfc. John M. Voight, Wisconsin State College
(Gamma), ‘50.

ILLINOIS CHI

Nine colleges from Missouri, Indi-
ana, and lllinois attended the Green-
ville College debate tournament De-
cember 8. Wheaton College (Illinois
Mu), with a record of eight wins and
no losses, took home the trophy.
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WISCONSIN BETA

The Carroll College chapter of
PKD has been very active this year,
both in participating in tournaments
and sponsoring meets and social
functions on the campus in order to
enlarge the chapter and its budget.
The debaters have participated in
tournaments at the University of Il-
linois at Navy Pier in Chicago and
at Whitewater, Wisconsin, and ex-
pect to attend tournaments at Eau
Claire, the University of Wisconsin,
and the PKD Provincial at Cape Gi-
rardeau, Missouri.

This vear, for the first time, the
Beta chapter sponsored a high school
invitational debate tournament in the
early part of January. Schools were
invited on the basis of successes in
state and district tournaments so that
only the outstanding seven high
school teams were represented. The
young people came to the college on
Friday and remained until Saturday
noon. The program included four
rounds of debate, two elimination
rounds of after dinner speaking, a
banquet Friday evening, and free
movie tickets. Many Waukesha firms
donated banquet favors such as pen-
cils, flash lights, and rulers. On Sat-
urday, awards were presented to the
winning team, the outstanding de-
bater, and the winning after dinner
speaker. Eugene R. Moulton, Head
of the Speech Department, directed
the meet and was assisted by An-
nette Avers as student director.

On March 15th, the Beta chapter
sponsored the Coffer-Miller Marion-
ottes in their presentation of Sheri-
dan's "The Rivals.” The money
raised will be used to help pay ex-
penses to the National PKD Conven-
tion next year.

ILLINOIS SIGMA

In the Fifteenth Annual Intercol-
legiate Debate Tournament held at
Fastern Illinois State College af
Charleston, February 2, five of forty
teams went through the tournament
undefeated. These teams, each win-
ning all four debates, represented the
following schools: De Pauw Univer-

sity, Ilinois College, Principia Col-
lege, University of Illinois, and the
University of Illinois (Navy Pier).

Other schools participating were:
Bradley University, Eastern Illinois
State College, Greenville College,
Millikin University, Illinois State Nor-
mal University, Southern Illinois Uni-
versity, and Western Michigan Col-
lege of Education.

Henry Lee Ewbank, Jr., who joined
the speech faculty at Eastern Illinois
this year, is director of forensics.

Ralph Zimmerman (right), Eau Claire State
(Wis.), first place winner in after dinner speak-
ing, receives congratulations of Eugene Isaac-
son, River Falls State (Wis.). second place
winner.

ILLINOIS DELTA

Bradley University held its fifth an-
nual Speech Tournament, November
16 and 17. Despite a major snow
storm from out of the north, thirty-six
schools were represented from eight
states. Twentyfour were PKD
schools. Tau Kappa Alpha was rep-
resented by Cornell College and
Western Michigan. Northwestern,
Illinois, Carleton, and Knox upheld
the honor of Delta Sigma Rho.

Certificates of award for Superior
and Excellent performance were
given in debate, discussion, oratory,
extempore, after dinner speaking,
radio newscasting, and folktale tell-
ing. St. Olaf, the only school to win
all of its debates, received two su-
perior awards in that event. Colleges
receiving the greatest number of
awards in all events were: Eau Claire,
Illinois, Northwestern Schools, Notre
Dame, and Bradley.
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The tournament was sponsored by
the Illinois Delta chapter and was
directed by Joan Severns, chapter
president. More than two hundred
students worked on committees and
served as chairmen and timekeepers.

KANSAS ACTIVITIES

Wichita University had the only
undefeated team at the McPherson
College (Kansas Omicron) Economy
Debate Tournament, January 12th.

The Kansas Intercollegiate Deba-
ting League Tournament was held at
Betheny College (Kansas Mu) March
15. The State Province oratory and
extempe contests for men and wom-
en were held in conjunction with the
Debating League Tournament.

McPherson College is sending a

full entry list to the PKD Provincial
Tournament, March 27-29.

MISSISSIPPI GAMMA

Seventy representatives from col-
leges and universities from four states
participated in debate, extemporane-
ous speaking, discussion, oral read-
ing, and original oratory at the Mag-
nolia Speech Festival for Women,
Mississippi State College for Wom-
en, February 29 and March 1.

The debaters from Purdue Univer-
sity won top honors with seven wins
out of eight. The tournament was
sponsored by the local chapter of
PKD and was under the direction of
Valerie Threlkeld, president of the
gamma chapter.

INTERCOLLEGIATE DISCUSSION

(Continued from Page 68)

However, I would like to mention
the successfulness of the final round
which was in the form of a conven-
tion with all the groups participating.
At this meeting, the students were
glven an opportunity to present
speeches of advocacy for the resolu-
tions adopted by their groups. A
vote was taken to determine the fi-
nal decision of the entire discussion
tournament.

After examining these two types
of discussion, one becomes more
aware that discussion still lies a great
distance from a state of perfection
and is at best a synthetic situation.

Perhaps a new method of discus-
sion could be experimented with in
which the purpose of discussion, to
provide training in the techniques of
individual and group consideration
of a problem, could be more satis-
factorily accomplished. The first two
rounds might be devoted to viewing
the problem and determining the
criteria, and the last three rounds
might be spent in considering three
previously announced possible solu-
tions to the question and concluding
with an expression by the group of
the solution they felt to be most ad-
vantageous. It would be permissible

for any of the groups to amend the
original form of the submitted solu-
tlons to meet their specific ideas.
Then, too, besides the rating given
each individual on the basis of that
person’s abilities, a separate rating
could be given the entire group as
an indication of the ability .of the
group to work closely together as a
unit. By also grading the group, each
person would be more conscious of
his individual responsibility to the
group.

We, as speech students, can con-
tribute our share toward the develop-
ment of a more proftitable form of dis-
cussion by evaluating discussion as
it exists today and by experimenting
with discussion as it may exist in
the near future.

DISCUSSION AS AN
INTERCOLLEGIATE ACTIVITY

(Continued from Page 64)

let us benefit from good discussions
before convictions are established.
Perhaps we can learn from our col-
legiate experience with both, that if
you want to win friends, discuss; if
you want to influence people, de-
bate.
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