Public Forum “Cheat Sheet”
Coin Toss:
To begin the round, one team will flip a coin and the other team will call it while the coin is in the air.  The winner 


of the toss will choose sides (either Pro or Con) OR speaking order (speak first or last).  The loser of the toss gets to 


choose whatever remains.

Both teams can use 2 minutes of preparation time during the entire round.
Speeches:
Speaker 1 speaks for 4 minutes.  Speaker 2 speaks for 4 minutes.  These speeches should outline reasons to affirm or negate the resolution.  They should include facts, expert opinions, and sources of information.  They should not include plans, counterplans, off-topic arguments (kritiks), etc.

Crossfire 1:
Speaker 1 and Speaker 2 crossfire each other for 3 minutes.  Speaker 1 gets to ask the first question.  Following that question, either person can ask and answer questions.  Questions should be brief and relevant.  Filibustering and rudeness are frowned upon.

Speeches:
Speaker 3 speaks for 4 minutes.  Speaker 4 speaks for 4 minutes.  These speeches should outline reason to affirm or negate the resolution.  They should include


facts, expert opinions, and sources of information.  They should not include plans, counterplans, off-topic arguments (kritiks), etc.  These speeches may include rebuttals of opponents’ arguments.

Crossfire 2:
Speaker 3 and Speaker 4 crossfire each other for 3 minutes.  Speaker 3 gets to ask the first question.  Following that question, either person can ask and answer questions.  Questions should be brief and relevant.  Filibustering and rudeness are frowned upon.

Summaries:
Speaker 1 speaks for 2 minutes.  Speaker 2 speaks for 2 minutes.  These speeches should summarize the points that the team feels it is winning and should refute opponents’ arguments.  Summary speeches may include new information, but they may not include new arguments.  (New information used to counter an old argument is NOT a new argument.)

Grand Crossfire:
All four speakers crossfire each other for 3 minutes.  The team that spoke first in the round gets to ask the first question.  Following that question, either team can ask and answer questions.  Questions should be brief and relevant.  Filibustering and rudeness are frowned upon.


Note: The judge serves as the moderator of the round and may halt any crossfire that is out of control.

Final Focus:
Speaker 3 speaks for 1 minute.  Speaker 4 speaks for 1 minute.  In this speech, debaters should emphasize the arguments or single argument that should win the debate for that side.  No new arguments are permitted.  *Who is the most persuasive in the Final Focus?

Who wins?
The judge may vote on one of the Final Focus arguments or based upon another issue(s) s/he felt was more important and convincing.  The judge must identify the voting issue on the ballot.  (In other words, what argument(s) persuaded his/her opinion?)





Speaker 1 (Team A)


4 min






Speaker 2 (Team B)


4 min






Crossfire (between 1 & 2)


3 min






Speaker 3 (Team A)


4 min






Speaker 4 (Team B)


4 min






Crossfire (between 3 & 4)


3 min






Summary 1 (Team A)


2 min






Summary 2 (Team B)


2 min






Grand Crossfire (all speakers)

3 min






Final Focus 3 (Team A)


1 min






Final Focus 4 (Team B)


1 min

              * 2 min. prep time per team

Lincoln-Douglas “Cheat Sheet”
WHAT IS LINCOLN-DOUGLAS DEBATE?

Lincoln-Douglas debate is a “one-on-one” argumentation where the debaters attempt to convince the judge of the acceptability of their proposition of value.

DEFINITION OF A PROPOSITION OF VALUE
A proposition of value is a statement about the merit or qualities we assign to a given object, thing, event, or idea.  A value resolution labels an object (etc.) as either something we are favorable towards or something we are not favorable towards.  Value resolutions take several forms:
A. Moral Value Resolutions:  state that something is good or bad in an ethical sense

B. Artistic Value Resolutions: state that something is pleasing or displeasing to our senses

C. Political Value Resolutions: state preferences of political philosophies

Some L-D debate propositions are worded to offer two conflicting values:  “Preservation of the environment should take precedence over resource development.”

Some L-D debate propositions regard the acceptability of a single value:  “Plea bargaining is an acceptable method of administering justice.”

FORMAT
Affirmative Constructive



6 minutes


Cross Examination by negative


3 minutes


Negative Constructive



7 minutes 



Cross Examination by affirmative


3 minutes


Affirmative Rebuttal



4 minutes


Negative Rebuttal



6 minutes


Affirmative Rebuttal



3 minutes
Each speaker is allowed 4 minutes of preparation (prep) time during the debate.

DUTIES OF THE SPEAKERS

A. The Affirmative speaker is required to uphold an analysis of the value(s) implied in the resolution.

B.
The Negative speaker may choose:

1. to uphold a countervailing (neutralized) analysis of the value(s) implied in the resolution OR

2. to offer a straight refutation of the affirmative position OR

3. to offer a combination of counter analysis and refutation

C.  Both speakers bear the burden of clash in rebuttal speeches – that is each must speak to his/her opponent’s position in the debate.

JUDGING CRITERIA

A. Since neither side can prove a value, the decision should go to the debater who best upholds his/her side of the resolution through effective analysis, evidence and reasoning, refutation, and delivery.
B. EVIDENCE:  Value debating is more subjective (feelings) than policy debating which is more objective (factual).  That does not mean the L-D debater does not have to utilize evidence in presenting arguments.

NO L-D debater should be allowed to carry an argument on the basis of personal values which are not substantiated by some sort of evidence.  (Type of evidence utilized might include factual data, testimony, comparison and contrast, analogy, allusion, example, etc.)
C. Lincoln-Douglas debaters DO NOT advocate establishing any new policy or advocate changes in existing policy.

Existing or past policy may be debated in relation to the effect the policy has on the values the debater has analyzed as being implied in the resolution.  Thus, if a debater has analyzed a resolution as implying the importance of freedom, he/she could argue against policy that limits freedoms.  No change in policy or new policy presentation is required, however.

D. No new issues may be raised during the rebuttal speeches.

MAKING A DECISION
Since neither side can absolutely prove a value position, the decision should go to the debater who best upholds his/her side of the resolution by offering effective analysis, evidence and reasoning, refutation, and delivery.  Never should a decision be made on the basis of the judge’s personal convictions regarding the topic.  Remember, the debaters have no choice about which side of the resolution they must uphold. The ballot asks:  “Who did the better job of debating?”
