CFA

Collegiate Forensic Association

September 2, 2013
Dear Colleagues in Forensics:

I am pleased to invite you to join the Collegiate Forensic Association and to participate in the four tournaments the organization will be sponsoring or sponsoring during the 2013-14 academic year and to encourage you to attend a fifth tournament, which Morgan State University and CFA co-sponsor. The five events are:
.The Morgan State University Invitational Tournament – 18-19 October  – please contact Carl Hyden for invitation
.The CFA Fall Tournament hosted by Gaston Day School, Gastonia, NC – 1-2 November

.The CFA Holiday Tournament at Lord Fairfax Community College – 15-16 November
.The CFA Winter Tournament in Charleston, SC  – 31 January-1 February
.The CFA “At the Beach” Tournament in Ocean City, MD – 28 February-1 March
What follows is (1) general information about CFA tournaments and (2) specific information (including schedules, housing specifics, and entry forms) for the four CFA-run events. 
Let me stress how CFA events (and CFA-participating schools) are different from others involved in intercollegiate debate and forensics. Although it is difficult to codify precisely the difference, CFA events offer an open venue for students at programs with minimal funding, minimal coaching staffs, and no (or very few) debate/forensic scholarships, schools that compete primarily because debate and forensics are educationally valuable not because they seek slots-a-plenty at either AFA or NFA nationals. We have relied in the past on the ethics of forensics educators to determine if their programs fit or not. I do hope, as we embark on the 2012-13 season, that we can count on colleagues to choose the CFA circuit only if their programs do indeed fit the profile I outlined above. Some CFA-ers do participate at nationals, and some who don’t are of that caliber. However, the organization prides itself on offering an arena of competition where beginners can quickly succeed if they have talent and work hard.
CFA also has been characterized by some as “traditional,” and that may be true to a point: interp events at CFA events are usually not as “theatrical” as on other circuits; NPDA debate I conducted with a premium on the good arguments and good speaking that would sway a public audience. Saying this, however, does not mean that the organization is hopelessly frozen in the ‘80’s. We encourage competitors to understand our guidelines for events, but, within those guidelines, take new approaches if they seem effective. And, very importantly, we encourage all judges not to insist on no one correct way to do an event but, within CFA guidelines, evaluate competitors respecting strategic or artistic choices they have made.
I hope to see you in October in “Charm City” as we kick-off the 2013-14 CFA season.

The tournaments follow Morgan State follow the usual Fall-Holiday-Winter-Beach pattern. This year, in Winter, we head South to beautiful Charleston not North to frozen Montreal. 

We do need this year to elect president, vice president, and secretary to begin terms in Fall 2014. I’m willing to continue on as president (and help CFA grow) for three more years, but not determined to do so, so I’d like the election to occur in the Fall so that I could show a new president how to run a CFA tournament in Charleston. To prompt interest (or scare people away), I’ll distribute a list of what the president does, so, if anyone is interested, he/she knows what the job entails.
Sincerely,

Ted Sheckels

President, CFA

General Information
Note: The Morgan State University Invitational, which counts in the annual CFA competitions, is not per se a CFA tournaments, so many of the particulars below will not apply to that tournament. Please consult Professor Hyden’s invitation for specific information about the Morgan State event.
Events Offered
All CFA tournaments will offer two rounds and finals in all nine NFA events, along with SDI. At the Fall tournament, we will also feature Impromptu Newscasting, for which there will be awards but no pentathlon or sweepstakes credit; and at the Holiday tournament, we will feature Improvisational Pairs, for which there will be awards but not pentathlon or sweepstakes credit. Both Lincoln-Douglas and Parliamentary debate will also be offered. At all tournaments, we will offer four rounds with an appropriate fifth round (the nature of which will depend on the size of the entry and its distribution across schools—i.e. it could be anything from a true final round involving two teams or a fifth round for all).
Awards 
We will give first through sixth place awards in all the non-debate events.  In Parliamentary Debate, awards will be given to the top six teams as well as the top six individual speakers.  In L-D Debate, awards will be given to the top six debaters. The awards for first, second, third, and fourth places will be handsome, custom-designed plaques; the awards for fifth and sixth places will be elegant, custom-designed certificates.
Awards (1st-6th) will be given in pentathlon—plaques for all; and awards (1st-6th) will be given in team sweepstakes—again, plaques for all.

Sweepstakes points are calculated as follows. In final rounds, first place receives six points, second place receives five points and so on. In preliminary rounds, each first place receives three points, each second place receives two points and each third place receives one point. Should small enrollment in an event result in three rounds for all participants, the number of total preliminary round points is capped at six.  In debate, each win receives 1.5 points (with a cap at 6), with person/team receiving 6, 5, 4, etc., for 1st place, 2nd place, 3rd place, etc., awards. In preliminary rounds, to “level the playing field,” points will be awarded only to each team’s top three competitors in each event.

Pentathlon points are awarded in the same manner. Because the spirit of the pentathlon is demonstrating one’s versatility as a speaker in varied situations, the five events offered as one’s pentath array must include at least one interpretation event (poetry, prose, SDI, duo), at least one platform speaking event (informative, persuasive, after-dinner, communication analysis), and at least one limited preparation event (extemp, impromptu). L-D debate counts as either a platform speaking event or a limited prep event; parly debate as a limited prep event. Participants may participate in more than five events; however, only five count toward pentath, and these five must include one from each of the three categories.
Limitations on Entries

The following entry limits apply.

· Each competitor may enter only two events per bracket at the Fall, Winter, and Holiday tournaments. At the Beach tournament, because there are two brackets not three, students may enter three. And, at the Fall tournament, a competitor may enter three events in the bracket that contains impromptu newscasting if impromptu newscasting is one of the three events; at the Holiday tournament, a competitor may enter three events in the bracket that contains improvisational pairs if improvisational pairs is one of the three events..
· There may be no more than five entries per event per school.

· Maximum entries for debate are five competitors per school for Lincoln-Douglas and five two-person teams per school for Parliamentary.

· A competitor may enter dramatic duo twice (with a different partner, using a different selection). Doing so counts as two entries for that person in the bracket.

· Please note the specifications for pentathlon entry in the previous section. In addition, note that a competitor may only count one dramatic duo in pentathlon should he/she be entered in two.
Special Awards

We will be awarding year-long awards in all of our recurring events—best extemper, best duo, best parly debater, etc. A plaque to the best; a handsome certificate to the almost-best as well as a comparably handsome certificate to best novice unless the best novice is #1 or #2 or there is no clear best novice in the field. A participant’s best three tournaments will count toward this award. (Results at Morgan State do count!) 
We will be awarding certificates to graduating students who participated extensively in CFA events.

AND CFA awards the Welch-Strine Trophy to the school that has accumulated the best year-long record. (Again, we’re counting a school’s best three tournaments, including Morgan.)

There is also an outstanding judge award—cash + certificate. We will solicit nominations in early February and expect that these nominations, even if not authored by student participants, will reflect their judgment on who has been the most helpful in his/her critiquing of performances. We want competitors to tell us who is the best judge.
Fees

There is a once-a-year CFA membership fee of $70, payable at a school’s initial 2013-14 CFA tournament. This fee covers the organization’s general administrative costs.

There are per-school fees, per-person fees, per-slot fees, and hired judging fees.

The per-school fee covers administrative costs associated with a particular tournament. The fee varies from event to event because these costs vary.

The per-person covers the costs of food provided at a tournament, and, again, that varies from event to event.
The per-slot fee is $5 for slots 1-30 and $10 for slots 31+. The bump-up is because, at 31+, a school’s designated judges become very difficult to use, requiring the organization to hire extra judging.

A designated judge covers 8 forensics slots; a designated debate judge covers 2 entries (2 students in L-D or 2 teams in parly). The hired judging fee allows us to compensate the judges we must hire when a school’s judging pool proves limited. The fee is $10 per slot for forensics events and $35 per L-D debater or parly debate team.
Finally, CFA reserves the option to charge “nuisance fees”—designed to deter behavior that creates extra, last-minute scrambling (and often errors): $10 for slots dropped or added after the entry deadline; $15 for slots dropped or added at registration; $60 for dropped judges. Generally, I will waive these if the change poses no problems—e.g. if I have not yet begun to do schematics and if change is very easily addressed.
Paying Fees

Please pay fees at registration in cash or by a check issued to “Theodore F. Sheckels” or “Collegiate Forensic Association.”
If requested in advance, the tournament director can e-mail an invoice or provide a registering school with CFA’s TIN.
 

Description and Rules for Events

Prose Interpretation – The program may consist of single or multiple selections, which must be of literary merit and organized around a central theme.  Prose may be either fiction or nonfiction.  Plays are not permitted.  Appropriate introductory and transitional material (if applicable) must be originally written and delivered from memory.  It is included in the time limit.  This is NOT a memorized event and the use of manuscripts is required!  The competitor should not have offered the selection in competition prior to the 2013-14 academic year. Ten minute maximum.

Poetry Interpretation – The program may consist of single or multiple selections, which must be of literary merit and organized around a central theme.  Plays are not permitted.  Appropriate introductory and transitional material (if applicable) must be originally written and delivered from memory.  It is included in the time limit.  This is NOT a memorized event and the use of manuscripts is required!  The competitor should not have offered the selection in competition prior to the 2013-14 academic year. Ten minute maximum.

Dramatic Duo – The program is an excerpt from a play, film, or television program of literary merit featuring two or more characters portrayed by two competitors.  The excerpt may be serious or humorous.  An appropriate introductory and transitional material (if applicable) must be originally written and delivered from memory.  It is included in the time limit.  This is not an acting event, so there are no costumes, props, lighting, etc.  Direct physical contact between performers is prohibited.  Focus is off-stage. This is NOT a memorized event and the use of manuscripts is required.  Neither competitor should not have offered the selection in competition prior to the 2013-14 academic year. Ten minute maximum.

Single Dramatic Interpretation – The program is an excerpt from a play, film, or television program of literary merit performed by a single competitor.  The excerpt may be serious or humorous and may feature one or more characters.  An appropriate introduction must be originally written and delivered from memory.  It is included in the time limit.  This is not an acting event, so there are no costumes, props, lighting, etc.  Focus is off-stage.  This is NOT a memorized event and the use of manuscripts is required.  The competitor should not have offered the selection in competition prior to the 2013-14 academic year. Ten minute maximum.

Informative Speaking – This must be an original, non-persuasive, well researched speech on a topic of genuine significance.  It must be the product of the competitor’s own thinking and designed to objectively inform the audience.  Multiple sources must be used and appropriately cited in the speech.  Presentation aids are permitted.  Minimal notes are permitted. The competitor should not have offered the speech in competition prior to the 2013-14 academic year. Ten minute maximum.

Persuasive Speaking – This must be an original, well-researched speech on a topic of genuine significance and with a genuine impact on the audience.  It must be a product of the competitor’s own thinking and designed to shape, reinforce or change the beliefs, attitudes, values or behaviors of the audience.  Multiple sources must be used and appropriately cited in the speech.  Presentation aids are permitted.  Minimal notes are permitted.  The competitor should not have offered the speech in competition prior to the 2013-14 academic year. Ten minute maximum.

After Dinner Speaking – This must be an original speech to entertain, organized around a central theme and designed to make a serious point through the use of humor.  This is not a stand-up comedy routine, so the speech must not be simply a string of jokes.  In addition, while the use of supporting material is permitted, sources should not be taken so seriously that the speech becomes merely an informative or persuasive speech with jokes attached.  Presentation aids are permitted.  Minimal notes are permitted.  The competitor should not have offered the speech in competition prior to the 2013-14 academic year. Ten minute maximum.

Communication Analysis – This must be an original speech designed to offer an explanation and/or evaluation of a communication event through rhetorical principles.  The methodology must be clearly explained as part of the speech.  Appropriate sources are expected and must be cited in the speech.  A communication event may include a speech, speaker, movement, poem, poster, film, advertising campaign, etc.  Presentation aids are permitted.  Minimal notes are permitted.  The competitor should not have offered the speech in competition prior to the 2013-14 academic year. Ten minute maximum.

Extemporaneous Speaking – Speakers will choose a topic and will have 30 minutes to prepare, with the aid of research materials, but not the aid of colleagues or coaches, a five to seven minute speech that answers the question posed by that topic.  Topics will be drawn from newsworthy events of the 60 days previous to the tournament.  Notes are permitted.

Impromptu Speaking – Speakers will draw three topics, choose one and return the other two.  They will then have seven minutes to divide between preparation and speaking time.  Topics will be quotations that the speaker may interpret creatively.  Notes are permitted.

Lincoln-Douglas Debate – One person vs. one person debating the national L-D topic.  Format is 6-3-7-3-6-6-3, with each person permitted a total of 4 minutes preparation time throughout the debate. Debaters may choose to cross-examine their opponent for 2 minutes or less and then add an extra minute to their concluding speeches.  Judges will be expected to use the stock issues of topicality, harm, inherency, solvency and disadvantages as their decision-making paradigm and to consider the quality of the public speaking in rendering their decisions and in assigning points.

Parliamentary Debate – Extemporaneous team debate on a range of resolutions (policy, value, quotations).  In accordance with NPDA rules, after the topic is posted, teams have 15 minutes to prepare.  Although not explicitly banned by NPDA rules, the norm at CFA tournaments is for debaters to consult neither coaches nor teammates during this period.  Format is 7-8-8-8-4-5 with no preparation time.  Points of order and personal privilege are permissible at any point and are addressed to and adjudicated by the judge; points of information are permissible only during the four constructive speeches, and then not during the first and last minutes and not unless recognized by the debater speaking.  Judges will be expected to award the decision to the team that persuaded them, with a recognition that persuasion is a product of both the argumentation and public speaking skill.
Impromptu Newscasting – Special event at CFA Fall Tournament. Competitors will enter the room one-by-one. They will be given a sheet of paper listing (briefly) events in the categories of world news, national news, local news, weather, sports, entertainment, and human interest. They will be real events, but some may be deliberately on the “bizarre” side. Participants have then a total of ten minutes to divide between preparing and speaking. In their newscasts, they need not deal with all events; however, they should cover at least four. They will be judged on how well they developed the stories, how well they framed and transitioned within the newscast, and the clarity and “personality” of their delivery.
Improvisational Pairs – Special event at CFA Holiday Tournament. Performers will be handed a basic scenario and, then, given eight minutes to plan and exact their creative rendition of it. Notes are permitted.
CFA Judging Philosophy

At the CFA Business meeting in December, 2008, those assembled instructed officers to develop the following document. It would not be part of the organization’s by-laws but, rather, a statement of the organization’s philosophy that all choosing to participate in CFA tournaments should be asked to read and adhere to. Since it is not part of the by-laws, it can be modified by the officers as necessary as the seasons progress.
Guidelines for Judging at CFA Tournaments

The Collegiate Forensics Association is philosophically committed to providing a fair forensics forum for a variety of competitors from a variety of schools. As an important part of this philosophy is the Association’s accessibility to new programs and beginning competitors. These programs and competitors are often not aware of the latest trends in either forensics or debate competition at more national tournaments. Furthermore, these programs and competitors may be working from a more traditional conception of forensics and debate than that which reigns at some national competitions. The CFA, in fact, fully embraces that more traditional conception while not excluding totally from competitive practices some innovations. The key, then, to judging at CFA tournaments is to privilege neither traditional practices nor some innovations but, rather, to judge events in such a manner that competitors receive equal treatment, regardless of how traditional or how innovative their approach may be. Judges who favor a very traditional approach are asked to be open to some innovations; judges who favor innovative practices are asked to be open to a more traditional approach. Judges of either ilk are asked to recognize that the conventions that may characterize forensics and debate events are just that--conventions, not rules or procedures that one must follow to receive a positive evaluation.

This philosophy plays out in the following ways in the different categories of competition.

Platform Speaking Events

Competitors should be very familiar with their presentations; however, they do not have to have them fully committed to memory. Notes may be used, although it is expected that there will be less reliance on notes as a season progresses.

Movement should be purposeful and, ideally, fluid, adding to the effectiveness of the speech.

Visual aids are not required. Although the use of such an aid may enhance a performance and, thus, be part of the basis for a high score, the absence of an aid should not, in and of itself, be the basis for a low score. Should one choose to use a visual, it is important that one incorporate it smoothly. The use of an easel may facilitate that process; however, the use of an easel is not required.

Judges should recognize that there is a gray area between persuasive and informative speaking. Should a speech fall into that area, judges should not let their judgment of its purpose affect their evaluation negatively. Judges should, on the contrary, assume that the competitor—and probably his or her coach—evaluated the speech as appropriate for the category and extend them the courtesy of judging it on its merits, not on whether it might be more appropriate in the other category.

Judges should recognize that after-dinner speeches may range from humorous addresses with very clear informative or persuasive purposes to comic ones that do make some point for the audience to consider. These are equally valid approaches to the after-dinner genre. Neither one should be privileged: judges should evaluate how effectively the competitor does what he or she sets out to do.

Judges should recognize that communication analysis may still be the rhetorical criticism of  public address, although communication analysis may just as validly use communication theory (not just rhetorical theory per se) and may just as validly deal with a wide range of communication activities. Judges should not evaluate a communication analysis on how traditional or avant-garde the theory or activity might be but, rather, on the quality of the analysis and its oral presentation.

Limited Preparation Events

Judges should recognize that there are many ways to engage in impromptu and extemporaneous speaking, not set formulas.

In impromptu, there should be an appropriate division between preparation time and speaking time. However, there is no rule governing how much of the former is appropriate. Judges should fault brief speeches because they are brief and, therefore, feature insufficient development of ideas, not because too much time was spent preparing. And, a successful impromptu speech should be well-organized, but there is no single way (e.g. 3 examples) to organize that should be preferred. Similarly, there is no single way to respond to a quotation (e.g. using examples) that should be preferred. Judges should focus their evaluation on how well an impromptu prompt is responded to and how well-organized that response is.

In extemp, there is also no set way to organize a speech, although an effective speech will certainly be judged to be well-organized. There is also no requirement for documentation. However, since documentation lends credibility to one’s statements, an extemp speech featuring no documentation will probably lack credibility. The judge should ask whether the ideas had, in his or her judgment, credibility, not count the number of references as if that number, by itself, should determine whether the speech was judged highly or not.

And, as with platform speaking, movement should be purposeful and fluid. The judge should ask if the speaker’s movement contributed to the speech’s effectiveness, not whether the speaker followed any conventions that seem to govern the limited prep events on certain circuits.

Interpretation Events

The CFA holds that these events are interpretation events during which the focus needs to be on the chosen literature, not on the acting skills of the speakers. The speaker, in fact, should recede from the listener’s consciousness, with the poem or story or play taking “centerstage.” The belief that these events are interpretation, not performance, necessitates restrictions on scenery, lighting, and props, as well as on appropriate restrictions on movement. To remind those competing in interpretation events of their nature, a manuscript is required and competitors are expected to refer to it. Competitors may well be very familiar with the literature they are interpreting, especially as a season progresses; however, competitors still must refer to a manuscript. 

Traditional oral interpretation primarily uses the voice to interpret literature; on some circuits, oral interpretation is more a performance, with resources other than the voice being relied upon heavily. The CFA favors the former and asks judges with a contrary preference to not fault performers who engage in the event in a more traditional manner. However, in recognition of the fact that some competitors may be accustomed to using resources beyond the voice, the face, limited gesture, and limited movement, the CFA asks more traditional judges to admit a degree of performance into the events. The goal of all judges, then, ought to be to judge competitors in the terms they set-up, not to prefer one definition of interpretation over another. The CFA prohibits through its by-laws some techniques that would move oral interpretation too far in an acting direction. However, the CFA recognizes that there exists a range of acceptable approaches and asks judges to evaluate students on the assumption that traditional and innovative approaches have equal validity. If students choose to rely primarily on the voice to interpret literature, they should be evaluated based on how well they used this resource. If students choose to use certain other resources to interpret literature, they should be evaluated based on how well they used their chosen array of resources. The judge should privilege neither choice over the other, although the judge should insist that interpretation of literature, not effective acting, be the activity’s goal.

It is conventional for manuscripts to be in a binder, but the presence or absence of a binder should not enter into a judge’s evaluation. Neither should the size and/or color of the binder nor the presence or absence of plastic sheets. It is also conventional that interpretation pieces begin with a teaser and that, in duo, the two performers coordinate their opening and closing of their binders. These are, however, matters of convention, not rules. They should not be, in and of themselves, the bases for scores. Rather, scores should be based on the quality of the oral interpretation.

Debate

Both the NFA and the NPDA specify rules for these genres of debating. Debate has always been an evolving activity. At CFA tournaments, many debaters will be beginners with limited exposure to innovations in theory or practice. Judges should not insist that these innovations be followed, but should, rather, consult the basic guidelines offered by NFA and NPDA.

There are differences between the CFA circuit and others. For example, although neither NPDA nor CFA speak to whether or not competitors may consult printed material during the preparation period, both allow only the competitors’ notes in the room where the competition will occur. On many matters, the NPDA is silent. To keep all parliamentary debaters on equal footing, CFA does insist that competitors consult neither coaches nor teammates (other than partner) during the preparation period. As a matter of convention, the CFA also does not require the government team to announce which resolution it has chosen until the Prime Minister speaks. Judges are asked to remind competitors of these CFA guidelines and to recognize that they are designed not so much to enforce one conception of the activity as to assure uniformity throughout the CFA tournament and, thus, fairness to competitors.

Ballots

Judges are reminded that students read ballots/critiques primarily as justifications for the judge’s decision. Thus, comments meant by judges as advice for improving what one is doing may easily be misinterpreted as implying that the judge’s verdict is based on the matter raised. Thus, “You should put your script pages within plastic sheets,” offered just as advice designed to push the competitor toward a more professional appearance, may be misinterpreted as the judge’s rationale for a rank of 5. Because norms and conventions so vary from circuit to circuit, it is very easy to be perceived as faulting a student because he or she did not do the event in accordance with one set of norms and conventions. The CFA, therefore, asks judges to exercise care in offering such well-intended advice. The CFA ballot is structured so as to distinguish comments that evaluate a speech or performance from comments that offer advice designed to help a competitor improve.
Familiarity with CFA By-Laws

CFA By-Laws define all events. They also outline for judges what the scoring norms for forensics events and debate should be. Judges should be familiar with these definitions. Judges should also be familiar with and follow the scoring norms:

For Forensics, a score from 70 to 100:


95-100 – Excellent


90-94 – Very Good


85-89 – Good


80-84 – Generally good but with marked weaknesses


75-79 – Fair


70-74 – Poor

For debate, a score of 11-30 for each debater as follows:


27-30 – Excellent


23-26 – Very Good


19-22 – Good


15-18 – Fair


11-14 -- Poor

 Doing so will assure competitors that they will not be unduly advantaged or disadvantaged depending on the judges they draw.

Tournament by Tournament Information
Information on the Morgan State University Invitational (18-19 October), which counts in the year-long CFA competition, is available from Carl Hyden at Morgan State.
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CFA Fall Tournament

Hosted by Gaston Day School
Gastonia, North Carolina

November 1-2, 2013
Fees

CFA Membership Fee: $70

Per School Fee: $15
Per Person Fee: $0
Per Slot Fee:
$5 for slots 1-30, $10 for slots 31+
Hired Judging Fee:
$10 per uncovered slot; $35 per uncovered L-D debater or parly team


Please make checks payable to “Theodore F. Sheckels.” E-mail in advance for invoice or TIN if needed.

Entry Deadline

48 hours is needed to set the tournament’s numerous events up and double-check all schedules carefully (while teaching, etc.), so the entry deadline is Tuesday, October 29, 11:59 p.m. So that the tournament director has a written record of your entry to refer to, please mail or e-mail (tsheckel@rmc.edu) your entry. You will receive an e-mail confirming receipt.
On Wednesday the 30th and Thursday the 31st, please e-mail any changes. On Friday the 1st, please call 540-207-2392 with any last-minute changes. Leave a voicemail specifying the change (or text it) if I am driving and cannot answer the call. Nuisance charges will apply if schematics have been prepared and if changes cannot be easily accommodated.
Housing
Tournament housing will be at Comfort Suites, 1874 Remount Road, Gastonia.

A block of rooms will be held for “Collegiate Forensic Association” until October 18. Some have a single king, some have two doubles, all have sleep sofas. The rate is $79 + tax per night. The block is larger for Friday night, but rooms are available for Thursday night and Saturday night.
Comfort Suites is just 11 minutes from Gaston Day School.
Comfort Inn & Suites is just off I-85 at the North New Hope Road exit. To get from the motel to Gaston Day School, retrace your steps to I-85 and proceed onward on South New Hope Road. At Armstrong Park Road, turn right. Armstrong Park Road will become Gaston Day School Road. The school will eventually be on your left. Mapquest suggests that the trip from motel to school is 6 miles and takes 11 minutes.
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CFA Fall Tournament

Hosted by Gaston Day School
Gastonia, North Carolina

October 12-13, 2012
Schedule

Friday, November 1

Registration—on the assumption that all changes to one’s entry have already been 

communicated to the tournament director, simply let him know you have arrived. Fees 

will be collected and receipts distributed at the CFA Coaches Meeting.

  3:00 p.m.

Debate I


  4:15 p.m.

Debate II


  5:15 p.m.

Extemp Draw


  5:45 p.m.

Extemp, ADS, Prose, Impromptu Newcasting

  7:00 p.m.

Duo, Informative, Impromptu
Saturday, November 2
Note: Breakfast is provided at Comfort Suites. Coffee will be available at Gaston Day School.


   8:00 a.m.

Debate III

   9:00 a.m.

Poetry, Persuasion, SDI, CA

 10:00 a.m.

Extemp Draw

 10:30 a.m.

Extemp, ADS, Prose, Declamation

 11:45 a.m..

Duo, Informative, Impromptu

   1:00 p.m.

Poetry, Persuasion, SDI, CA

   2:00 p.m.

Debate IV

   3:00 p.m.

Finals

   4:30 p.m.

Finals

   5:30 p.m.

Debate V/Finals
  
   6:30 p.m.

Awards
CFA thanks Randolph-Macon alumni Troy Carter ’08 and Catherine Noyes ’09 for their work on this tournament. Troy is on the faculty at Gaston Day School; Catherine works as an environmental management consultant in Charlotte. The duo (sometimes dramatic)  has handled local arrangements and have helped the tournament director by coming up with impromptu quotes, extemp questions, and impromptu newscasting topics.
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CFA Fall Tournament

Hosted by Gaston Day School
Gastonia, North Carolina
November 1-2, 2013
School:
__________________________________________________________________

Coach:

__________________________________________________________________

Office Phone:
_________________________        Home Phone:  ________________________

E-Mail Address:
____________________________________________________________

On the lines provided, please enter the names of the competitors in each event. Note: a competitor may enter three events in Bracket A if one is Impromptu Newscasting. Also note: Impromptu Newscasting does not count toward either pentathlon or sweepstakes.
Extemp (Bracket A):




Impromptu Newscasting (Bracket A):

___________________________________

_________________________________

___________________________________

_________________________________

___________________________________

_________________________________

___________________________________

_________________________________

___________________________________

_________________________________

Prose (Bracket A):




ADS (Bracket A):

___________________________________

_________________________________

___________________________________

_________________________________

___________________________________

_________________________________

___________________________________

_________________________________

___________________________________

_________________________________

Persuasion (Bracket C):



SDI (Bracket C):

___________________________________

_________________________________

___________________________________

_________________________________

___________________________________

_________________________________

___________________________________

_________________________________

___________________________________

_________________________________

Preliminary Registration Form

Page 2

Poetry (Bracket C):




Communication Analysis (Bracket C):

___________________________________

_________________________________

___________________________________

_________________________________

___________________________________

_________________________________

___________________________________

_________________________________

___________________________________

_________________________________

Impromptu (Bracket B):



Duo (Bracket B):

___________________________________

_________________________________

___________________________________

_________________________________

___________________________________

_________________________________

___________________________________

_________________________________

___________________________________

_________________________________

Informative (Bracket B)

___________________________________

_________________________________
___________________________________

_________________________________
___________________________________

Lincoln-Douglas Debate
____________________   ____________________




        
____________________   ____________________

                   


____________________
Parliamentary Debate
Team #1:

_________________________ and _________________________

Team #2:

_________________________ and _________________________

Team #3:

_________________________ and _________________________

Team #4:

_________________________ and _________________________

Team #5:

_________________________ and _________________________

Forensics Judges:
_________________________
_________________________




_________________________
_________________________

Debate Judges:
_________________________
_________________________




_________________________
_________________________

(Note:  All judges will be considered qualified to judge all events.  If there are any events judges would prefer not to evaluate, please let us know.  We will try to accommodate you. Also, if a judge on your list (a) has no official affiliation with your school, (b) is not serving formally or informally in a coaching role, (c) received his/her baccalaureate degree on or before Spring 2010, and (d) would be comfortable judging competitors from your school, please so indicate.)
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Lord Fairfax Community College
November 15-16, 2013
Fees

CFA Membership Fee:  $70 (no fee if already paid during 2010-11 season)

Per School Fee: $15
Per Person Fee $0

Per Slot Fee:
$5 for slots 1-20; $10 for slots 31+

Hired Judging Fee:
$10 per uncovered slot; $35 per uncovered L-D debater or parly team


Please make checks payable to “Theodore F. Sheckels” or “Collegiate Forensic Association.”  E-mail in advance for invoice or TIN if needed.
Entry Deadline
48 hours is needed to set the tournament’s numerous events up and double-check all schedules carefully (while teaching, etc.), so the entry deadline is Tuesday, November 12, 11:59 p.m. Please mail or e-mail information to tsheckel@rmc.edu. You will receive an e-mail confirming your entry. On the 13th and 14th, e-mail changes; on 14th, phone changes to (540) 207-2392 and do leave detailed voicemail or text message if I cannot answer because I am driving. Nuisance charges will apply if schematics have already been created and if changes cannot be easily accommodated.
Housing Information

Our hosts have arranged a special rate of $75 per night (+ tax) at the Country Inn & Suites, 141 Kernstown Commons Blvd., Winchester, VA 22602. Its website is http://www.countryinns/com/winchester-hotel-va-22602/vawinche/services. Call (800) 596-2375 or (540) 869-7657 to reserve rooms. Deadline is November 1. It is 8 miles N of LFCC.
A bit closer and bit less expensive (but, perhaps, not as “elegant”) is The Holiday Inn Express at 165 Town Run Lane in Stephens City. $65 (+ tax) per room; October 25th deadline. Its website is htto://www.holidayinnexpress.com/Winchester-S.

Both The Country Inn & Suites and the Holiday Inn Express offer a complimentary breakfast buffet too (so that’s where we’ll eat up on Saturday morning). “CFA Tournament” is code to use at both sites.
To get to the two hotels, head North from LFCC on either I-81 or US 11.
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CFA HolidayTournament

Lord Fairfax Community College
November 15-16, 2013
Schedule

Friday, December 2
Registration – On the assumption that you have communicate any/all entry changes before arriving, simply let the tournament director know you have arrived. He will collect fees and issue receipts later, once the tournament is well-underway.

  1:00 p.m.

Debate I


  2:15 p.m.

Debate II


  3:15 p.m.

CFA Coaches Meeting


  4:00 p.m.

Extemp Draw 

  4:30 p.m.

Extemp, ADS, Prose, Improvisational Pairs

  5:45 p.m.

Poetry, Persuasion, SDI, CA


  7:00 p.m.

Duo, Informative, Impromptu

Saturday, December 3
Note: Breakfast is available at Comfort Inn & Suites. Coffee and perhaps a bit of food will be available at LFCC.


   8:00 a.m.

Extemp Draw


   8:30 a.m.

Extemp, ADS, Prose, Improvisational Pairs

 10:00 a.m.

Debate III


 11:15 p.m.

Poetry, Persuasion, SDI, CA


 12:30 p.m.

Duo, Informative, Impromptu


   1:45 p.m.

Debate IV

   2:45 p.m.

Finals


   4:00 p.m.

Finals

   5:15 p.m.

Debate Finals


   6:00 p.m.

Improvisational Pairs Finals (debaters speaking last if involved)

   6:30 p.m.

Awards

CFA thanks Carl Hyden of Morgan State who has volunteered to schedule and tab the forensics part of the Holiday tournament.
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Lord Fairfax Community College
November 15-16, 2013
School:
__________________________________________________________________

Coach:

__________________________________________________________________

Office Phone:
_________________________        Home Phone:  ________________________

E-Mail Address:
____________________________________________________________

On the lines provided, please enter the names of the competitors in each event. Note: a competitor may enter three events in bracket A if one of them is improvisational pairs. Also note: improvisational pairs counts toward neither pentathlon nor sweepstakes.
Extemp (Bracket A):




ADS (Bracket A):

___________________________________

_________________________________

___________________________________

_________________________________

___________________________________

_________________________________

___________________________________

_________________________________

___________________________________

_________________________________

Prose (Bracket A):




Improvisational Pairs (Bracket A):
___________________________________

_________________________________
___________________________________

_________________________________
___________________________________

_________________________________
___________________________________

_________________________________

___________________________________

_________________________________

Persuasion (Bracket B):



SDI (Bracket B):

___________________________________

_________________________________

___________________________________

_________________________________

___________________________________

_________________________________

___________________________________

_________________________________

___________________________________

_________________________________

Poetry (Bracket B):




Communication Analysis (Bracket B):

___________________________________

_________________________________

___________________________________

_________________________________

___________________________________

_________________________________

___________________________________

_________________________________

___________________________________

_________________________________

Impromptu (Bracket C):



Duo (Bracket C):

___________________________________

_________________________________

___________________________________

_________________________________

___________________________________

_________________________________

___________________________________

_________________________________

___________________________________

_________________________________

Informative (Bracket C)

___________________________________

___________________________________

___________________________________

___________________________________

_______ ____________________________

Lincoln-Douglas Debate
____________________   ____________________




        
____________________   ____________________

                   


____________________
Parliamentary Debate
Team #1:

_________________________ and _________________________

Team #2:

_________________________ and _________________________

Team #3:

_________________________ and _________________________

Team #4:

_________________________ and _________________________

Team #5:

_________________________ and _________________________

Forensics Judges:
_________________________
_________________________




_________________________
_________________________

Debate Judges:
_________________________
_________________________




_________________________
_________________________

Note:  All judges will be considered qualified to judge all events.  If there are any events judges would prefer not to evaluate, please let us know.  We will try to accommodate you. Also, if a judge on your list (a) has no official affiliation with your school, (b) is not serving formally or informally in a coaching role, (c) received his/her baccalaureate degree on or before Spring 2009, and (d) would be comfortable judging competitors from your school, please so indicate.
)
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CHARLESTON, SOUTH CAROLINA
January 31-February 1, 2014
Fees

CFA Membership Fee: $70 (if not already paid)

Per School Fee: $15
Per Person Fee: $8 (for continental breakfast at C of C)
Per Slot Fee:
$5 for slots 1-20; $10 for slots 31+

Hired Judging Fee:
$10 per uncovered slot; $35 per uncovered L-D debater or parly team


Please make checks payable to “Theodore F. Sheckels”or “Collegiate Forensic Association.” E-mail in advance for e-mail of TIN or invoice (if needed).

Entry Deadline

More than 48 hours is needed to set the tournament’s numerous events up and double-check all schedules carefully (while teaching, etc.), so the entry deadline is Monday, January 27 , 11:59 p.m. So that the team directing this event has a written record of your entry to refer to, please mail or e-mail (tsheckel@rmc.edu) your entry. You will receive an e-mail confirming receipt.
On Tuesday the 28th or Wednesday the 29th, please report any changes to me at tsheckel@rmc.edu.  On Thursday the 30th as well as on Friday the 31st, please call in changes to (540) 207-2392. Leave a detailed voicemail or text message if I do not answer because I am en route to Charleston. Nuisance charges will apply if schematics have been prepared and if changes cannot be easily accommodated.
Housing Information

CFA tournament attendees will, once again, stay at the elegant Francis Marion Hotel in downtown Charleston. It borders the College of Charleston campus on which we will be competing, so it is—literally—1 ½ blocks from the hotel door to the building we will be competing in.
We have a block of rooms reserved on the 30th, 31st, and 1st.  The rate is $139 per night + tax for singles and doubles. Yes, there are cheaper places farther away from the College that one might stay and, then, drive to campus. We strongly encourage schools to stay at the Francis Marion and enjoy the convenience to campus and historic Charleston as well as the elegance of the historic hotel. (And keep in mind that CFA loses money if we don’t reach a certain number of room nights.)
The CFA Winter Tournament, whether held in Charleston or Montreal, is—in the minds of the founders and in the minds of those who regularly attend—a “special” tournament. Thus, we visit an exciting city, stay at one of its landmark properties, and enjoy all both before and after the actual competition. So, we hope you will get in on Thursday, see some of Charleston that day and the next morning and stay over Saturday night and enjoy the city’s sites, fine food, and entertainment. And, yes, the Winter tournament, regardless of whether we go North or go South, is more expensive than other competitions. The reason is that CFA, since its inception 20+ years ago, has wanted to offer at least one events that was “special.” Well, this is it, and we hope you come to Charleston not just to compete but to experience all that this premiere American destination has to offer.
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CHARLESTON, SOUTH CAROLINA
January 31-February 1, 2014
Tournament Schedule
Friday, January 31, 2014
Registration: If you have notified the tournament director of any/all changes in your school’s entry, just let the director know you have arrived. There will be times, once the competition is underway, to pay fees.

2:30 p.m.

Debate Round I


3:45 p.m.

Debate Round II




4:45 p.m.

Extemp Draw

5:15 p.m.

Extemp, ADS, Prose

6:30 p.m..

Poetry, Persuasion, SDI, Communication Analysis
Saturday, February 1, 2014

8:00 a.m.

Coffee, Juice & Pastries


8:15 a.m.

Duo, Informative, Impromptu


9:30 a.m.

Debate Round III

            10:30 a.m.

Extemp Draw

            10:45 a.m.

Extemp, ADS, Prose

            12:00 p.m.

Poetry, Persuasion, SDI, Communication Analysis
    
1:15 p.m.

Debate Round IV


2:15 p.m.

Duo, Informative, Impromptu


3:30 p.m.

Finals


4:30 p.m.

Finals


5:54 p.m.

Debate Finals

 
6:45 p.m.

Awards
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CHARLESTON, SOUTH CAROLINa
January 31-February 1, 2014
School:
__________________________________________________________________

Coach:

__________________________________________________________________

Office Phone:
_________________________        Home Phone:  ________________________

E-Mail Address:
____________________________________________________________

On the lines provided, please enter the names of the competitors in each event.

Extemp (Bracket A):




ADS (Bracket A):

___________________________________

_________________________________

___________________________________

_________________________________

___________________________________

_________________________________

___________________________________

_________________________________

___________________________________

_________________________________

Prose (Bracket A):




CA (Bracket B):

___________________________________

_________________________________

___________________________________

_________________________________

___________________________________

_________________________________

___________________________________

_________________________________

___________________________________

_________________________________

Persuasion (Bracket B):



SDI (Bracket B):

___________________________________

_________________________________

___________________________________

_________________________________

___________________________________

_________________________________

___________________________________

_________________________________

___________________________________

_________________________________

Poetry (Bracket B):




Informative (Bracket C):

___________________________________

_________________________________

___________________________________

_________________________________

___________________________________

_________________________________

___________________________________

_________________________________

___________________________________

_________________________________

Impromptu (Bracket C):



Duo (Bracket C):

___________________________________

_________________________________

___________________________________

_________________________________

___________________________________

_________________________________

___________________________________

_________________________________

___________________________________

_________________________________

Lincoln-Douglas Debate:




___________________________________

_________________________________
___________________________________

_________________________________

___________________________________

Parliamentary Debate:

Team #1:

_________________________ and _________________________

Team #2:

_________________________ and _________________________

Team #3:

_________________________ and _________________________

Team #4:

_________________________ and _________________________

Team #5:

_________________________ and _________________________

Forensics Judges
_________________________
_________________________




_________________________
_________________________

Debate Judges: 
_________________________
_________________________




_________________________
_________________________

Note:  All judges will be considered qualified to judge all events.  If there are any events judges would prefer not to evaluate, please let us know.  We will try to accommodate you. Also, if a judge on your list (a) has no official affiliation with your school, (b) is not serving formally or informally in a coaching role, (c) received his/her baccalaureate degree on or before Spring 2011 and (d) would be comfortable judging competitors from your school, please so indicate.
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CFA at the Beach

Ocean City, MD

February 28-March 1, 2014
Fees
CFA Membership Fee:
$70 (if not already paid)

Per School Fee:
$25
Per Person Fee:
$15 (for Saturday luncheon)

Per Slot Fee:
$5 for slots 1-20; $10 for slots 31+

Hired Judging Fee:
$10 per uncovered slot; $35 per uncovered L-D debater or parly team


Please make checks payable to “Theodore F. Sheckels” or “Collegiate Forensic Association.”  E-mail in advance for e-mail of TIN or invoice (if needed).

Entry Deadline

48 hours is needed to set the tournament’s numerous events up and double-check all schedules carefully (while teaching, etc.), so the entry deadline is Tuesday, February 25, 11:59 p.m. So that the tournament director has a written record of your entry to refer to, please mail or e-mail (tsheckel@rmc.edu) your entry. You will receive an e-mail confirming receipt. On the 26th or 27th, please e-mail any changes to me. On the 28th, call at 540-207-2392 with any changes. Leave and voice or text message if I do not answer! Do not leave messages for either me or Carl Hyden (who will be tabbing forensics) at the Holiday Inn: we are not likely to get those messages until the tournament is underway. Nuisance fees will apply if changes are received after schematics have been prepared and if the changes cannot be easily accommodated.
Lodging
CFA will be “at the beach” at the Holiday Inn Oceanfront, 6600 Coastal Highway. Rooms are $74 + tax per night for Friday and Saturday but only $59 + tax for Thursday. The rooms are all large oceanview efficiencies. Reservations must be made by February 5th. Ask for the “Collegiate Forensic Association” block.
Directions

The Holiday Inn is on the Coastal Hwy. at 66th St. You may reach it by travelling down the Coastal Hwy. from Delaware or by travelling E on US 50 from the Chesapeake Bay Bridge. If you are taking the latter route, enter Ocean City on MD Rte. 90, not US 50. Rte. 90 crosses the inlet just below 60th St., whereas US 50 crosses below 1st, giving you a long ride North through the heart of OC.
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CFA at the Beach

Ocean City, MD

February 28 & March 1, 2014
Schedule

Bracket A – Impromptu, Poetry, Informative, ADS, DI

Bracket B – Extemp, Duo, Prose, Persuasion, CA
Friday, February 28, 2014
12:00 noon – 1:00 p.m. 

Debate Registration

   1:00 p.m. – 2:00 p.m.

Debate I

   2:00 p.m. – 3:00 p.m.

Debate II

 




I. E. Registration

   3:15 p.m. – 4:30 p.m.

I. E. Bracket A – Round I
   4:30 p.m. – 5:00 p.m.

Extemp Draw & Prep

   5:00 p.m. – 6:15 p.m.

I. E. Bracket B – Round I
   6:15 p.m. – 7:15 p.m.

Debate III

   7:30 p.m. – 8:30 p.m.

Debate IV

Saturday, March 7, 2009
  8:00 a.m. – 9:15 a.m.


I.E. Bracket A – Round II

  9:15 a.m. – 9:45 a.m.


Extemp Draw & Prep

  9:45 a.m. – 10:45 a.m.

I.E. Bracket B – Round II

11:00 a.m. – 12:00 p.m.

Debate Finals
12:00 p.m. – 12:30 p.m.

Extemp Draw & Prep
12:30 p.m. – 1:30 p.m.

Finals
 1:30 p.m. – 2:30 p.m.


Finals

 2:45 p.m.



Awards Luncheon

(If all goes smoothly, we estimate awards ceremony will begin at 3:15 p.m.)

CFA thanks (again) Carl Hyden for volunteering to schedule and tab the forensics portion of the CFA “Beac” Tournament.
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CFA at the Beach

Ocean City, MD

February 28 & March 1, 2014
School:
__________________________________________________________________

Coach:

__________________________________________________________________

Office Phone:
_________________________        Home Phone:  ________________________

E-Mail Address:
____________________________________________________________

On the lines provided, please enter the names of the competitors in each event.

Impromptu (Bracket A):



Poetry (Bracket A):

___________________________________

_________________________________

___________________________________

_________________________________

___________________________________

_________________________________

___________________________________

_________________________________

___________________________________

_________________________________

Informative (Bracket A):



ADS (Bracket A):

___________________________________

_________________________________

___________________________________

_________________________________

___________________________________

_________________________________

___________________________________

_________________________________

___________________________________

_________________________________

SDI (Bracket A):




Extemp (Bracket B):

___________________________________

_________________________________

___________________________________

_________________________________

___________________________________

_________________________________

___________________________________

_________________________________

___________________________________

_________________________________

Preliminary Registration Form

Page 2

Duo (Bracket B):




Prose (Bracket B):

___________________________________

_________________________________

___________________________________

_________________________________

___________________________________

_________________________________

___________________________________

_________________________________

___________________________________

_________________________________

Persuasion (Bracket B):



CA (Bracket B):

___________________________________

_________________________________

___________________________________

_________________________________

___________________________________

_________________________________

___________________________________

_________________________________

___________________________________

_________________________________

Lincoln-Douglas Debate:

___________________________________

___________________________________

___________________________________

___________________________________

___________________________________

Parliamentary Debate:

Team #1:

_________________________ and _________________________

Team #2:

_________________________ and _________________________

Team #3:

_________________________ and _________________________

Team #4:

_________________________ and _________________________

Team #5:

_________________________ and _________________________

Forensics Judges:
_________________________
_________________________




_________________________
_________________________

Debate Judges
_________________________
_________________________




_________________________
_________________________

Note:  All judges will be considered qualified to judge all events.  If there are any events judges would prefer not to evaluate, please let us know.  We will try to accommodate you. Also, if a judge on your list (a) has no official affiliation with your school, (b) is not serving formally or informally in a coaching role, (c) received his/her baccalaureate degree on or before Spring 2011, and (d) would be comfortable judging competitors from your school, please so indicate.)









