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WDCA Standing Rules

Article A – Dues and Arrears

Section I – Dues


Annual dues shall be $50.00

Section II – Arrears

Those members failing to pay dues for two consecutive years shall have no voice or vote at meetings. The Treasurer shall provide a list of those schools three weeks prior to each regular meeting and the WSDT. The WDCA requests that dues for the following year be paid by the spring business meeting of the preceding year. 
Article B – Tournament Practices and Procedures

Section I – Sanctioning of Tournaments


A. Criteria for Establishing Tournament Dates

1.
The tentative schedule will be set at the WSDT. A school may keep their “traditional” weekend. “Traditional” weekend is defined as a weekend in which tournament was hosted in the immediately preceding year. This does not refer to previous or past years.

2.
Schools should get contracts for their building(s) by April 15.

3.
The schedule is set at the spring meeting and posted on the website.

4.
“First come-first served” shall be the policy for filling open dates in the schedule.

5.
Schools wishing to host a sanctioned tournament on an occupied weekend should send their written request to the WDCA President for consideration. The President will consult with the tournament directors whose tournaments are already on the calendar to determine if another tournament may be added.

6.
No school should be allowed a second date on the original schedule until the Spring Meeting. Schools should request one date with alternative suggestions.

7.
Schools that conduct unsanctioned tournament events during the sanctioned event season shall be subject to disciplinary action by the Tournament Practices and Procedures Committee. Penalties may include: $100 fine to be paid to the school(s) effected by the unsanctioned tournament, disqualification of the violator from the next year’s calendar, and disqualification of violating schools teams from the Wisconsin State Debate Tournament for that year.

8.
While mavericks are disallowed at the WSDT, directors of invitational tournaments may allow mavericks to compete. However, such debaters are not eligible to win any rounds debated as a maverick

B. Tournament Results

Tournament Directors are required to send the Tournament Director’s Form and a copy of the results to the WSDT Tournament Director within one week following his or her tournament. Returning these forms is required to retain sanctioned status for the following year

C. Non-sanctioned Divisions

Debaters competing in divisions not sanctioned on the WDCA Calendar will not be qualified to compete at the WSDT. The only exception to this would occur if consolidation were necessary to run a division

D. Topics

The topic for policy debate shall be the current national high school policy debate topic. The topic for Public Forum and Lincoln-Douglas debate shall be the current National Forensic League topic.

Section II – Evidence Standards


A. Standards for Evidence Citations:

1.
Whenever a debater cites a source in a debate round, that debater must cite the author and date. The Wisconsin Debate Coaches Association formally requires all evidence citations to conform to the Modern Language Association’s (MLA) standards for citing evidence from both printed and online sources. MLA standards are those used by the National Forensic League.

2.
The WDCA requires complete Universal Resource Locators (URLs) to be available for any online information. The URL need not be read as the citation, but rather it needs to be present on the evidence card or sheet. The most efficient way to identify and locate a source online is by the URL.

3.
All evidence used in a sanctioned WDCA tournament requires a full citation to be available in the round if requested. Evidence without full citation information will be given no consideration in the round.

4.
Whenever a student cites a source in a debate round, a debate must cite the author and date.


B. Challenging the Validity of Evidence at a Sanctioned Tournament:

1.
Challenges regarding the validity or potential falsification of evidence must be made by the opposing debate team or debater.

2.
If the validity of the evidence is questioned within the round by the opposing team, the judge shall follow these guidelines to determine the most appropriate action:

a.
The judge should first determine if the evidence in question can be proven invalid or fraudulent immediately following the round. If proven invalid or fraudulent within the context of the round, the judge should give a loss to the team using the invalid or fraudulent evidence. The judge should then immediately notify the Tournament Director. Following notification, the Tournament Director will convene a coaches committee of no fewer than three other coaches. This committee will then determine whether or not the team using the invalid or falsified evidence shall be disqualified from the tournament.

b.
If the evidence cannot be proven invalid or fraudulent immediately following the round, the judge should first consider whether or not it is important to the decision . If the evidence is not important to the decision, then the judge should disregard the situation. If it is important to the decision, the judge should evaluate the evidence on its own merits considering the following:


- Is it believable?


- Is it taken from a known and reliable source?


- Is the evidence consistent with other evidence?


- Is the evidence consistent with itself?


- Other considerations...


The judge is then to decide whether or not they will give credibility to the evidence based on the preponderance of the evidence at hand. The judge will then render their decision for the round.

3.
If a coach or judge would like to challenge the validity or potential falsification of evidence on that day following the round, the procedure is as follows:

a.
The coach or judge shall notify the Tournament Director immediately.

b.
The Tournament Director shall obtain a photocopy of the evidence in question and provide a copy to the coach or judge that has brought the challenge.

c.
The Tournament Director shall forward a copy of both the evidence and the ballot to the Chairperson of the WDCA Judging Standards & Ethics Committee.

d.
The coach or judge raising the challenge should send a written statement of complaint to the Chairperson of the WDCA Judging Standards & Ethics Committee outlining the nature of the evidence and the question surrounding its validity or potential falsification.

e.
An investigation will be conducted immediately, and any action by the WDCA Judging Standards & Ethics Committee shall follow the current Ethics and Grievance Procedures. Possible sanctions that may be issued by the committee include: loss of the round, disqualification of a team and a letter to the school’s principal; suspension from one or more WDCA sanctioned tournaments; suspension from the WSDT; and suspension from all debate in WDCA sanctioned events.


C. Challenging the Validity of Evidence outside of a Sanctioned Tournament:

1.
Any challenge regarding the validity or potential falsification of evidence made outside of a WDCA sanctioned tournament shall be forwarded directly to the Chairperson of the WDCA Judging Standards & Ethics Committee.

2.
An investigation will be conducted immediately, and any action by the WDCA Judging Standards and Ethics Committee shall follow the current Ethics and Grievance Procedures. Possible sanctions that may be issued by the committee include: loss of the round; disqualification of a team and letter to the school’s principal; suspension from one or more WDCA sanctioned tournaments; suspension from the WSDT; and suspension from all debate in WDCA sanctioned events.

Section III – Adjudicator Guidelines

At all WDCA sanctioned events including the Wisconsin State Debate Tournament, the following expectations will be met in addition to those detailed within the Bylaws and Standing Rules of the WDCA.

A.
Any judge who finds him/herself in a conflict of interest including, but not limited to, judging a student from a school with which the judge is affiliated, shall notify the tournament director immediately.

B.
A judge shall neither shorten rounds nor render a decision on the ballot until the completion of the round. The judge shall listen to the entire round in a fair and impartial manner before making a decision.

C.
The judge should decide the round based upon the arguments presented in the round and not upon his or her personal beliefs or biases.

D.
The review of evidence by a judge is not allowed unless there is a dispute by the opposition regarding the meaning, context, or validity of the evidence, or suspicion by the judge of falsification.

E.
A judge is expected to adapt expectations and award speaker points appropriate to the level of debate being judged. A judge should not give speaker points lower than 18 in policy debate and below the respective minimums for Lincoln Douglas and Public Forum. 

F.
A judge shall fill out the ballot completely. Comments for individual speakers and a written justification for the decision shall be provided. Comments on ballots are to be instructive and constructive. The school of any judge that does not provide a written justification for decisions, as prescribed by the Tournament Director, will be required to pay $15 to the WDCA Scholarship Fund for each round where no written justification was provided. The first notice would be sent by the tournament host to the coach of said school. Failure to respond and remit payment within one month will result in a letter being sent to the school’s principal by the WDCA President. Repeated violations could result in disqualification from WDCA sponsored tournaments by Executive Committee decision.

G.
While oral critiques may be of educational value, lengthy oral critiques are unacceptable. A judge should, therefore, fully communicate his or her decision on the ballot and allow the tournament to proceed as close to the scheduled time as possible.

H.
The WDCA does not recognize “Games Playing” as a legitimate and educational paradigm by which a debate round may or should be judged. A judge may not, therefore, employ a “games player” paradigm to render his or her decision.

I.
During the course of a tournament, judges and observers shall not disclose specific information, flows, or evidence pertaining to any other teams in the tournament without the permission of the involved team(s).

J.
No high school student may be used to judge any round at the Wisconsin State Debate Tournament nor at any WDCA sanctioned tournament.

K.
No judge who completed his or her high school studies during the preceding two years (college sophomore) may be used to judge any varsity round at the Wisconsin State Debate Tournament nor at any WDCA sanctioned tournament without the approval of the tournament host/director

L.
If while judging a round, the judge leaves to go and confer with his or her team, the team conferred with takes a loss. Any judge who leaves a round for any other, non-emergency reason shall be fined $20 per round.

M.Debaters shall not leave a debate round for any non-emergency reason or else they shall forfeit the round.

N.
Novice limited topics and a no counter plan, no kritik rule are in effect for all WDCA sanctioned events throughout the entire season including the Wisconsin State Debate Tournament.

Section IV – Ethics and Grievance Procedure

A.
The concerned parties shall discuss the problem fully and settle the issue with the aid of the Tournament Director, if necessary. Judges who are in violation of Section III may be removed from the judge pool by the tournament director. Judges who are removed from the tournament are responsible for compensating the tournament for judging fees, providing a replacement judge, or removal of an appropriate number of their teams.

B.
If the issue cannot be settled in accordance with A., then the concerned parties and the Tournament Director shall file written statements with the committee. The committee shall judge the issue, contact the concerned parties, and mediate a settlement. The committee shall then draft written documentation of the mediated settlement and issue copies to the concerned parties involved and the WDCA Executive Committee.

C.
If a satisfactory settlement cannot be reached through B., then the chair shall inform the principals of the parties involved of the issue and call a hearing before the combined Judging Standards and Ethics Committee and the WDCA Executive Committee. The joint committee shall make a final determination on the issue and send written notification to the principals, coaches, and judges involved as well as all other WDCA member coaches.

D.
If any of the concerned parties or the tournament director is a member of the Judging Standards and Ethics Committee or the WDCA Executive Committee, that individual shall not participate in committee duties in direct regard to his or her issue involved.

Section V – Delinquent Tournament Fees

Tournament directors not receiving payment of entry fees in due time should write the principal of the nonpaying school requesting payment. If this yields no response, then they should write the superintendent of the school district. If tournament fees have not been paid by the date of the WSDT in that academic year for tournament held through December, the host school will have the option of reporting the delinquent payment to the WDCA Executive Committee. This could result in the delinquent school being ineligible for that year’s WSDT.

Section VI – Technology Use

Computers and similar digital technology may be used in all rounds by both judges and debaters with the following:

A.
Once the debate has begun, a team may not receive assistance, suggestions, or coaching from anyone while the round is in progress. This does not prevent debate partners from helping one another, but does prevent outside persons from helping a team during the course of a debate. Debaters may not receive electronic assistance from outside sources or perform electronic research during the course of a debate. If the judge is able to determine that a violations has occurred, the judge should complete the ballot immediately and notify the tournament director. Following notification, the Tournament Director will convene a committee of not fewer than three other coaches. This committee will then determine whether or not the team using the digital communication technology shall follow the ballot decision or be disqualified from the tournament.

B.
All evidence read must be available in to both teams and the judge at the time of presentation. If a team cannot produce a copy of the evidence read in the round, that piece of evidence is forfeited and dropped from the round
C.
Tournament hosts are not responsible for, or required to, provide electronic resources during the tournament.

D.
Paperless debate teams are expected to follow the WDCA Paperless Debate Guidelines, outlined in a separate document.

Section VII – Novice Policy Debate Argument Limits

Until a date determined by the Executive Committee, arguments in the novice division are restricted to those contained in the official novice evidence packet. Following that date, packet restrictions are removed but affirmatives remain limited to the plan texts specified in the novice evidence packet. In the event that an argument is presented from outside the novice evidence packet, the judge should not consider that argument in their decision, regardless of whether the issue is raised in the debate. If the affirmative team presents a plan that is not found in the novice evidence packet, they should receive a loss. Tournament directors should enforce these novice evidence packet restrictions.
Article C – Wisconsin State Debate Tournament

Section I – Eligibility

Schools whose dues are up to date in either the WDCA or the WHSFA as of December 1 and have met the qualification procures for any of the WDCA sanctioned divisions of competition (Policy Debate: Varsity two-person, Varsity four-person, Novice, and Middle School; Lincoln Douglas Debate; and Public Forum Debate) are eligible to compete in the Wisconsin State Debate Tournament. Teams may use local league or conference competitions to satisfy one qualification leg, provided teams satisfy the remaining qualification requirements. Local league or conference competitions must submit their results to the Tournament Director, in order for schools to claim a leg from these competitions
Section II – Tournament Director and Organization

A.
Organization and Responsibilities


The Wisconsin State Debate Tournament will be run by a three-person committee consisting of a Tournament Director, who is the chair of the Tournament Practices and Procedures Committee, the Host, and the Operations Director, who is appointed by the  Tournament Director with consultation from the Executive Board and the Wisconsin High School Forensics Association. The Tournament Director may name members of the Executive Committee, members of the Tournament Practices and Procedures Committee, or former WDCA/WHSFA coaches to assist in running the state tournament. Individuals named to the state Tournament Committee should be published two weeks prior to the tournament and will be approved by the Executive Board.

B.
Tournament Director

The responsibilities of the Tournament Director shall include: recording and verifying all qualifiers and entrants; coordinating and distributing all tournament information, including judge preference statements; making tab room assignments; covering tab room workers’ judging assignments; coordinating and conducting the awards ceremony; publishing results; obtaining and organizing a qualified and adequate judge pool for preliminary and elimination rounds; screening judge qualifications (experience, years out, number of rounds, etc) and making adjustments to individual assignments where necessary; 

C.
Host


The responsibilities of the Tournament Host include providing: the site, shuttles, food service, hospitality for coaches and judges at all sites (near the tab room), tab room, computer room, results consolidation room (stuffing envelopes), duplication services, computer set up, room availability with clear labeling, medical service, registration area, a list of local motels and tournament rates, a list of qualified judges from the local area, and hall monitors runners.

D.
Operations Director

The responsibilities of the Operations Director include ordering awards, running the computer operations (securing a program to schedule rounds and judges), coordinating and centralizing all postings; maintaining a round-by-round paper trail and back up of pairings and results; etc.

Section III – Site and Date

The site and date of the Wisconsin State Debate Tournament will be chosen by the Executive Committee.

Section IV – Participation

The Tournament Director shall post registration information and forms on the Web site by November 1. In order for a school to compete, all appropriate forms and tournament entry fees or a school voucher must be submitted by the date established by the Tournament Director.
Section V – Tab Room

The Tournament Director shall operate an efficient tab room. The elected officers shall each serve as a tab chair for a division of the tournament with the appointed members of the Tournament Practices and Procedures Committee and at least three other persons assigned to assist in the tab room. The Executive Committee shall determine whether or not the tab room will be closed to all individuals not associated in running the tournament. Coaches will not be able to request changes in the teams or judges assigned to the rounds involving their students.

Section VI – Judges

A.
Each school must provide one judge for each four-person team in the following divisions: middle school and novice. Each school must provide one and one-half judge in varsity four-person according to the following schedule – one and one half judge for one qualified varsity four-person team, three judges for two qualified varsity four person teams, four judges for three qualified varsity four-person teams. Schools must provide judges for varsity two-person at the following schedule – one judge for one team, two judges for two or three teams, and three judges for four teams.. In the varsity divisions, the judge’s name must be included on the participation form. Schools that fail to submit appropriate names and Judge Qualification/Preference Forms by the registration deadline shall be fined $30.

B.
The Tournament Director shall hire additional judges as needed to run the tournament efficiently. Hired judges will be reimbursed for mileage and lodging by the tournament. Judges will be paid $20/round for all preliminary rounds, octo-finals, and quarter-finals. Judges will be paid $20/round for the semi-final and final rounds. Tournament hired or stand-by judges shall be guaranteed a minimum number of rounds or payment per day.

C.
The Wisconsin State Debate Tournament will not provide judges to individual schools. Each school is obligated to make arrangements to fulfill its teams’ judging obligations in order for that school’s teams to be eligible to compete in the tournament. Emergency situations will be decided by the Executive Committee. No loans of tournament hired judges will be made except for tournament purposes.
D.
As each school in the varsity division registers at the tournament, they will be provided an accurate list of the judges who will be used in each division. Each school will then be allowed to rank judges with a certain number designated as “A”, “B”, or “C”.

E.
In the two-person varsity division, all judges must be available for all preliminary rounds and two rounds beyond the elimination of all of its teams in that division. The tournament will compensate judges for additional rounds beyond those rounds which they are obligated to judge at a rate of $15.00 per round. Schools will be assessed a $50.00 penalty for any elimination round obligation they fail to meet including final round obligations for those teams eliminated in the semi-final round. This rule will be strictly enforced and fines leveled accordingly.

F.
The Tournament Director shall require each judge to turn in a speed ballot within 10 minutes of the completion of a round if the full ballot has not been completed. Judges are not to be reading evidence or giving oral critiques at the end of the round. 10 minutes should be adequate to review the flow and render a decision. The judge may have additional time to complete the full ballot. Undue delay or failure to comply with the Director’s request will result in a $15 fine being levied against the school hiring the judge.

G.
Any judge who arrives more than 15 minutes after the posted time for a round will have a $15.00 penalty assessed to the school they are representing. Any judge who fails to appear for an assigned round or who is replaced after failing to appear within 15 minutes of the scheduled start time of a round will have a $35.00 penalty assessed to the school they are representing. This rule will be strictly enforced and fines levied accordingly.

H.
All judges are bound to comply with the WDCA’s “Debate Adjudicator Procedures, Guidelines & Ethics.” Any judge who fails to comply with these precepts will have a $35.00 penalty assessed to the school they are representing for that round.

I.
High school students may not serve as judges at any level. All varsity level judges in policy debate and any judge in Lincoln-Douglas debate must have completed their high school studies at least two years prior to the tournament (college sophomore). In addition, varsity judges must have judged at least six rounds of varsity debate during the year, and all Lincoln-Douglas judges must have judged at least four rounds during the year. This minimum round requirement may be waived at the discretion of the tournament director. Head and assistant coaches of debate will be exempt from minimum round requirement for judging in varsity divisions for the WSDT. There are to be no round or experience requirements for a Public Forum judge. Schools are required to provide one qualified judge for every two Public Forum teams.

J.
Any person who is acting as both a coach and judge should consider their judging assignment as having first priority. If that person wishes to serve as coach first he or she should be required to provide a judge in his or her place. If the coach delays the tournament by coaching his or her team, that team shall be penalized with a loss.

K.
Coaches are responsible for communicating all tournament obligations and information to their judges. Coaches should make sure that judges know their specified site.
L. Judges affiliated with another school may judge for another at the WSDT. If this occurs, that judge may be considered as independent and may be allowed to judge the school that supplies the judge. The Tournament Director reserves the power to not classify a judge as an independent and shall make appropriate calls related to objectiveness of unaffiliated judges.

Section VII – Student Participation

A.
Any debaters who qualifies for the Wisconsin State Debate Tournament in either varsity policy division and has competed in the varsity policy division at three or more tournaments during the season is not eligible to compete at any other policy division of the Wisconsin State Debate Tournament.

B.
Debaters may enter into a division higher than the division they earned a qualifying record in.

C.
In team events, one substitution or additional debater per division is allowed provider the debater attended two or more sanctioned tournaments in any division.

Section VIII – Substitutions

A.
In the event a single member of a four-person team is unable to participate, a single substitution for each team will be allowed. The substitute member must fit the division entered (i.e., only novice debaters may be novice substitutes). Eligibility of individual students will be verified upon registration.

B.
In the two-person varsity division, a school will be allowed only one substitute regardless of the number of teams entered. The substitute must have competed twice in state in varsity level competitions.

Section IX – Fees

A.
Fees for the Wisconsin State Debate Tournament should be adequate to cover the cost of the tournament.

B.
If the WDCA annual membership dues are not paid prior to December 1, before the Wisconsin State Debate Tournament, a fine equal to the amount of the annual dues will be assessed in addition to a school’s annual dues.

Section X – Bad Weather Policy


In the event of inclement weather, the following policy will apply:

A. Any decision affecting the Wisconsin State Debate Tournament will be made three hours prior to the scheduled start of rounds for each division.

B. The following are some, but not all, of the options affecting the Wisconsin State Debate Tournament.
1.
Simple cancellation

2.
Postponement of the first round in a/all division(s).

a.
In the two-person varsity division, the number of preliminary rounds may be reduced.

b.
Make-up rounds may be scheduled in all divisions for the evening of the last scheduled day of the tournament.

3.
For a one-day tournament, reduce the VSS preliminary competition to four rounds, then break to semi-finals and reduce the V-4 to four rounds. Also reduce the number of preliminary rounds in Public Forum and Lincoln Douglas.

C.
Final determination shall be by mutual agreement between the Tournament Director and the WDCA President.
Section XI – Fifteen-Minute Forfeit Rule

A.
Any team which is 15 minutes or more late for the posted start time for a round shall forfeit that round.

B.
Any team which receives a win as a result of a forfeit will be treated as if it had received a bye.

C. 
Both a start and forfeit time will be posted for each round. “Start” is defined as the first affirmative delivering the first constructive speech.

Section XII – Varsity Divisions

Varsity divisions are offered in Two Person Policy, Four Person Policy, Lincoln-Douglas, and Public Forum. The operations for each division are specified below.

A. Policy Debate

1.
Qualification Procedures
a.
Debaters shall qualify for Varsity Policy Debate at the WSDT by obtaining a better than .500 record (as a two-person pair in Varsity Two Person or as a four-person team in Varsity Four-Person) in the preliminary rounds at two or more sanctioned tournaments in the policy debate divisions. Schools must compete at three or more sanctioned tournaments. Teams earning qualifying records in either two-person or four-person divisions may compete in either division at the state tournament. Qualification runs with the debater, not the pair or foursome.

b.
Schools may qualify an unlimited number of debaters in the varsity division.
c. Schools who have not qualified at least one four-person varsity team or two two-person varsity teams for the Wisconsin State Debate Tournament, may qualify one four-person team (comprised of the same four students) or two two-person teams (each comprised of the same two students) by each student of those teams obtaining an even (.500) win/loss record or better at any two WDCA sanctioned tournaments in either the four-person and/or two-person varsity divisions at WDCA sanctioned tournaments.
d. In the event the Four-Person Varsity Division has insufficient entries to administer effectively or to ensure the eventual champion has been sufficiently tested by a diverse competition pool, the Tournament Director shall immediately notify affected parties that the Four-Person Varsity Division will not be offered at the Wisconsin State Debate Tournament for the affected year. The criteria for determining if the Division has sufficient entries shall be that the division has representation from at least six (6) schools and at least eight (8) teams. The Tournament Director shall be responsible for notifying all affected schools that the potential exists for invoking the Contingency Policy at the time Registration opens and the affected schools shall be responsible for declaring their registration intentions to the Tournament Director one (1) week prior to the final registration deadline.
2.
Varsity-Two Person Division

a.
On the night before the tournament begins, all coaches must telephone confirm their student entries and judges. Those who fail to comply will be charged a $30 fine and may be given a loss as a penalty.

b.
The following criteria will be used to run the varsity two-person division.

i.
Judge preferences should be entered and verified for all teams with 50% of the field designated as “A” judges, 30% as “B” judges, and 20% as “C” judges.

ii.
No judge should see a team previously seen during the preliminary rounds.

iii.
Rounds 3, 4, 5, and 6 should be power-paired high-low (based on speaker points) in brackets by the computer program, and judges should be randomly assigned by the computer using only the established judge preferencing system.

iv.
Judge selections for all preliminary rounds should be solely determined by the computer program. If the computer leaves a judge slot blank, the next possible judge on the list should be selected and placed in that round (following the AA, BB, CC, AB-BA, AC-CA order). The only exception would be in a top bracketed round, where as a mutual preference may be selected that may force a non-mutual preference in a lower bracket.

v.
Team tie-breakers used by the computer program should be used in the following order: wins, total points, ranks, high-low points, high-low ranks, double high-low points, double high-low ranks, opposition wins, a random variable. 

vi.
Speaker tie-breakers used by the computer program should be used in the following order: high-low points, total points, ranks, double high-low points, double high-low ranks, triple high-low points, triple high-low ranks, a random variable.

vii.
In elimination rounds, the following guidelines should apply to judge placements: judge preferencing ought to be maintained; clean judges should be assigned as much as possible; judges can then be used to see teams that they issued wins to on the opposite side; judges can then be used to see teams that they issued losses to on opposite sides.

viii.In the event that computer technology is unavailable to schedule and tabulate the varsity two-person division, every effort shall be made to adhere to the above criteria using team and judge cards.

ix.
The current program in use will be the Tab Room for PC program.

xii.
No rounds may begin after 9:30 p.m.

c. In the elimination rounds, a coin toss by the two teams will determine the sides to be debated. The winner of the coin toss will decide on which side they will debate.

d. In the elimination rounds, teams who have met previously or teams from the same school will be allowed to debate each other. If teams meet a second time, they must reverse sides.

e. In the elimination rounds, panels of not fewer than three judges will be used in each round. A judging panel at least five judges is required for the final round.

f. Team and individual trophies will be presented to all teams who participated in the elimination rounds. In addition, trophies will be presented to the top four speakers.

g. Elimination rounds in VSS will be offered on the following basis:
i.
Up to 14 entries - elimination rounds begin at semi-finals

ii.
15 to 31 entries - elimination rounds begin at quarter-finals
iii.
32 entries and over - elimination rounds begin at octa-finals.

h. All teams with a winning record are eligible to compete in elimination rounds. If the bracket is incomplete as a result, higher seed teams are advanced without debating in order to preserve the integrity of the competition.

3.
Varsity Four-Person

a.
On the night before the tournament begins, all coaches must telephone confirm or email their student entries and judges. Those who fail to comply will be charged a $30 fine and may be given a loss as a penalty.

b.
The following criteria will be used to run the varsity four-person division.

i.
Rounds 1-3 shall be preset using a standard numerical schedule to ensure random school meetings and rounds for all teams.

ii.
Judge preferences should be entered and verified for all teams with 50% of the field designated as “A” judges, 30% as “B” judges, and 20% as “C” judges.

iii.
No team should meet the opposite side of a team previously met in the first three rounds.

iv.
No judge should see the opposite side of a four-person team previously seen in the first three rounds.

v.
Rounds 4 and 5 should be power-paired high-low (based on speaker points) in brackets by the computer program, and judges should be randomly assigned by the computer using only the established judge preferencing system.

vi.
Round 6 should be power-paired high-high (based on speaker points) in brackets by the computer program, and judges should be randomly assigned by the computer using only the established judge preferencing system.

vii.
Judge selections for rounds 4, 5, and 6 should be solely determined by the computer program. If the computer leaves a judge slot blank, the next possible judge on the list should be selected and placed in that round (following the AA, BB, CC, AB-BA, AC-CA order). The only exception would be in a top bracketed round, where as a mutual preference may be selected that may force a non-mutual preference in a lower bracket.

viii. Team tie-breakers used by the computer program should be used in the following order: wins, head-to-head, high-low ranks, high-low points, total ranks, total points, double high-low ranks, double high-low points, opposition wins, random variable.

ix.
Speaker tie-breakers used by the computer program should be used in the following order: high-low points, total points, ranks, double high-low points, double high-low ranks, triple high-low points, triple high-low ranks, a random variable.

x.
In the event that computer technology is unavailable to schedule and tabulate the varsity four-person division, every effort shall be made to adhere to the above criteria using team and judge cards.

xi.
The current program in use will be the Tab Room for PC program.

xii.
No rounds may begin after 9:30 p.m.

c.
Team and individual trophies will be presented to the first through fifth place teams. In addition, a trophy will be awarded to the top speaker in each position.

4.
Format


The varsity divisions of policy debate will use 8-3-5 cross-examination format with 8 minutes prep time per side.

B.
Lincoln-Douglas Debate

1.
Qualification Procedures

a.
Debaters shall qualify for Lincoln Douglas Debate at the WSDT by obtaining a better than .500 record in the preliminary rounds at two or more sanctioned tournaments in Lincoln-Douglas Debate. Schools must compete at three or more sanctioned tournaments. 
b.
Schools who have not qualified two Lincoln-Douglas debaters to WSDT may qualify two debaters by those debaters obtaining a .500 or better record at two WDCA sanctioned tournaments.

2.
WSDT Operation Procedures

a.
Preliminary rounds will be flighted and power-paired based on the following:

i.
2 Random Rounds – 3 Power-paired Rounds if up to 14 entries.

ii.
2 Random Rounds – 4 Power-paired Rounds if 15 and over.

b.
Elimination rounds will be offered based on the following:

i.
Up to 14 entries – elimination rounds begin at semifinals.

ii.
15 to 31 entries – elimination rounds begin at quarterfinals.

iii.
32 entries and over – elimination rounds begin at octa-finals.

c.
All teams with a winning record are eligible to compete in elimination rounds. If the bracket is incomplete as a result, higher seed teams are advanced without debating in order to preserve the integrity of the competition.
d.
Judge preferencing equivalent to policy debate will be utilized. 

e.
Individual trophies will be presented to all those who participated in the elimination rounds.

f.
The following criteria will be used to run the Lincoln-Douglas division

i.
Rounds 1 and 2 shall be randomly assigned by the computer program.

ii.
Judge preferences should be entered and verified for all debaters with 50% of the field designated as “A” judges, 30% as “B” judges, and 20% as “C” judges.

iii.
No judge should see a debater previously seen during the preliminary rounds.

iv.
Rounds 3, 4, 5, and 6 should be power-paired high-low (based on speaker points) in brackets by the computer program, and judges should be randomly assigned by the computer using only the established judge preferencing system. The only exception would be in a top bracketed round, where as a mutual preference may be selected that may force a non-mutual preference in a lower bracket.
v.
Judge selections for all rounds should be solely determined by the computer program. If the computer leaves a judge slot blank, the next possible judge on the list should be selected and placed in that round (following the AA, BB, CC, AB-BA, AC-CA order). 

vi.
Tie-breakers for seeding used by the computer program should be used in the following order: wins, total points, high-low points, double high-low points, triple high-low points, opposition wins, a random variable.

vi.
In elimination rounds, the following guidelines should apply to judge placements: judge preferencing ought to be maintained; clean judges should be assigned as much as possible; judges can then be used to see debaters that they issued wins to on the opposite side; judges can then be used to see debaters that they issued losses to on opposite sides.

vii.
In the event that computer technology is unavailable to schedule and tabulate the Lincoln-Douglas division, every effort shall be made to adhere to the above criteria using team and judge cards.

viii. The current program in use will be the Tab Room for PC program.

ix. 
No rounds may begin after 9:30 p.m.

C.
Public Forum Debate

1.
Qualification Procedures

a.
Debaters shall qualify for Public Forum Debate at the WSDT by obtaining a better than .500 record in the preliminary rounds at two or more sanctioned tournaments in Public Forum Debate. Schools must compete at three or more sanctioned tournaments.
b.
Schools who have not qualified a public forum debate team to WSDT may qualify a team by obtaining a .500 or better record at two WDCA sanctioned tournaments.

2.
WSDT Operation Procedures

a.
Preliminary rounds will be flighted and power-paired based on the following:

i.
2 Random Rounds – 3 Power-paired Rounds if up to 14 entries.

ii.
2 Random Rounds – 4 Power-paired Rounds if 15 and over.

b.
Elimination rounds will be offered based on the following:

i.
Up to 14 entries – elimination rounds begin at semifinals.

ii.
15 to 31 entries – elimination rounds begin at quarterfinals.

iii.
32 entries and over – elimination rounds begin at octa-finals.

c.
All teams with a winning record are eligible to compete in elimination rounds. If the bracket is incomplete as a result, higher seed teams are advanced without debating in order to preserve the integrity of the competition.
d.
Individual trophies will be presented to all those who participated in the elimination rounds.

e.
The following criteria will be used to run the Public Forum division.

i.
Rounds 1 and 2 shall be randomly assigned by the computer program.

ii.
Rounds 3, 4, 5, and 6 should be power-paired high-low (based on speaker points) in brackets by the computer program, and judges should be randomly assigned by the computer.

iii.
Tie-breakers for seeding used by the computer program should be used in the following order: wins, total points, high-low points, double high-low points, triple high-low points, opposition wins, a random variable.

iv.
In elimination rounds, the following guidelines should apply to judge placements: clean judges should be assigned as much as possible; judges can then be used to see debaters that they issued wins to on the opposite side; judges can then be used to see debaters that they issued losses to on opposite sides.

v.
In the event that computer technology is unavailable to schedule and tabulate the Public Forum division, every effort shall be made to adhere to the above criteria using team and judge cards.

vi.
The current program in use will be the Tab Room for PC program.

vii.
No round may begin after 9:30 p.m.

D. Judge Preferencing Contingency – when a school compromises 40% of the teams in any division and the tournament director determines that judge preferencing for that division to be unworkable, the tournament director, with the approval of the executive board, may replace judge preferencing with a judge strike system for that division at the Wisconsin State Debate Tournament.
Section XIII – Novice Policy Division

A.
Qualification Procedure

1.
Teams shall qualify for the four-person novice policy division by obtaining a better than .500 record in the preliminary rounds at two or more sanctioned tournaments in the novice division. Qualification runs with the debater, not the pair or foursome.

2.
Schools may qualify an unlimited number of debaters in the novice division.

3.
Schools who have not qualified at least one four-person novice team for the Wisconsin State Debate Tournament, may qualify one four-person team in the novice division by that team (comprised of the same four students) obtaining an even (.500) win/loss record or better at any two WDCA sanctioned tournaments in the entered division.

4.
A Novice is defined as a high school student debating his or her first resolution.

B.
WSDT Operations Procedure

1.
The novice divisions will be a one-day, four round tournament. Teams will compete as individual teams and not as a school. However, coaches have the option of pairing debaters in any position. A random draw will determine competition. Teams from a school, however, may not meet another team from that school. The novice tournament shall consist of three randomly paired rounds followed by one power-paired round. This round will be paired high-low using procedures and tie-breakers consistent with the policy four-person division
2.
In determining placings for the top five teams, ties will be broken according to the following priorities:

a.
Head-to-head competition, if applicable, for a two-team tie.

b.
Side strength of opposition.

c.
Team strength of opposition.

d.
Total team speaker ranks.

e.
Total team speaker points.
f.
Total team speaker ranks dropping the high and low for each speaker.
g.
Total team speaker points dropping the high and low for each speaker.

h.
If any ties remain unbreakable, all teams remaining tied will receive the high(est) placing with the other placing(s) remaining vacant.

3.
Team and individual trophies will be presented to the first through fifth place teams. In addition, a trophy will be awarded to the top speaker in each division.

4.
Awards for Novice shall be announced in building, but awards will be

presented at the tournament ending awards assembly.

Section XIV – Middle School Policy Debate

A.
Qualification Procedures

Any WDCA member schools that offer middle level grades, grades 6-8, will automatically qualify two four-person teams to compete in the middle school division. Students need to be entered in appropriate levels of competition. Trophy hunting is not looked on favorably. No teams comprised of students from multiple member schools shall be permitted to compete.

B.
Format


The format of the tournament shall be determined by the Tournament Practices and Procedures Committee at the time the invitation is posted. With the concurrence of the Executive Committee, the format may be altered if deemed necessary.

C.
Tie Breaking Procedures


In determining placings for the top five teams, ties will be broken according to the following priorities:
1.
Head-to-Head Competition, if applicable, for a two-team tie

2.
Side strength of opposition

3.
Team strength of opposition

4.
Team speaker ranks.

5.
Total team speaker points.

6.
Total team speaker ranks dropping the high and the low for each speaker.

7.
Total team speaker points dropping the high and the low for each speaker.

8.
If any ties remain unbreakable, all teams remaining tied will receive the high(est) placing with the other placing(s) remaining vacant.

D.
Awards


Team and individual trophies will be presented to the top team. Additional trophies will be presented up to five places, to no more than half of the teams entered in the division. Individual trophies will be presented to the top speaker in each position.

Article D – Awards 

The Awards and Nominations Committee shall solicit and receive officer, scholarship, and Hall of Fame nominations. The committee shall then determine Scholarship winners and Hall of Fame inductees following procedures outlined in the by-laws. The chair shall

have the discretion to appoint a substitute when a conflict of interest involving an applicant or nominee exists.

Section I – Hall of Fame Award

A. 
Definition


The WDCA shall bestow upon a worthy recipient membership in the Coaches Hall of Fame on an annual basis.

B.
Selection Process

1.
The selection process will begin with each coach copying and submitting the nomination form from the Forms section of the WDCA Handbook.

2.
After receiving the nominations no later than April 1, the Chair Person of the Awards and Nominations Committee will ask for a resume from each nominee.

3.
The Awards and Nominations Committee shall make the final determination of the recipient.

C.
Selection Criteria


The selection criteria shall include, but not be limited to:

1.
Consistent program

2.
Consistent ethical standards

3.
Professionalism: cares for students and upholds educational standards.

4.
Promotion of debate as an educational and communicative tool.

5.
Commitment and dedication to the cause of interscholastic debate in the State of Wisconsin

D.
Presentation


The WDCA shall award the recipient with a plaque of recognition at the Spring Meeting. In the event that the recipient is unable to attend the Spring Meeting, the plaque may be presented at the Fall Meeting.

Section II – Coach of the Year 

A.
Definition


Each year, the WDCA shall bestow upon a worth recipient, a Coach of the Year Award.

B.
Selection Process

1.
The selection process begins with a nomination form for the award being sent out with the Wisconsin State Debate Tournament invitation.

2.
Nominations for the award shall be returned to the Chairperson of the Awards and Nominations Committee by November 15.

3.
The Awards and Nominations Committee shall select three worthy candidates to be placed on a ballot for general membership voting at the Wisconsin State Debate Tournament.

4.
At the WSDT tournament registration desk, coaches shall receive a ballot containing the top three nominees.

5.
Coaches (one per school) shall cast their ballots on the Saturday of the WSDT with the Chairperson of the Awards and Nominations Committee.

6.
The Awards and Nominations Committee shall be responsible for tallying the votes.

7.
The Coach of the Year Award shall be presented at the WSDT Awards Ceremony.

8.
The award shall be a plaque in the shape of the State of Wisconsin (or equivalent) and shall not exceed $20.00 in cost.

9.
The Media Communications Committee shall issue a press release to the coac’s hometown, principal, and superintendent.

10.
No coach shall be eligible to receive the award more than once in a five year period of time.

C.
Selection Criteria


The Awards and Nominations Committee will select the three candidates according to the following weighted criteria:

1.
The coach must be a member in good standing of the WDCA (i.e. dues paid, no other outstanding issues, etc.)

2.
The coach exhibits a strong commitment to the educational value of debate. (20%)

3.
The coach exhibits a strong commitment to students of all levels and backgrounds.

(20%)

4.
The coach exhibits a strong commitment to the WDCA organization and the ideals that it serves to promote. (20%)

5.
The coach demonstrates a willingness to lend assistance to other debaters, coaches, and tournament hosts and directors. (20%)

6.
The coaches team had demonstrated reasonable success in WDCA sanctioned tournaments. (10%)

7.
The coaches team members distinguish themselves in debate, attitude, and conduct. (10%)

8.
The nomination letter should outline the reasons for honoring the outstanding efforts of this coach.

Section III – Student Scholarship Awards

A.
Definition


Each year, the WDCA shall bestow upon two worthy recipients, a $300 post-secondary scholarship award.

B.
Selection Process

1.
The process begins with each coach copying the application form from the forms section of the WDCA Handbook.

2.
Completed applications must be received by the Awards and Nominations Committee Chairperson by November 15.

3.
The Awards and Nominations Committee shall make the final determination of the recipients.

C.
Selection Criteria


The Awards and Nominations Committee will select the recipients according the following weighted criteria:
1.
Three year involvement in Policy, Lincoln-Douglas, or Public Forum debate (requirement).

2.
Overall grade-point average of 2.75 or better (requirement)

3.
Quality performance in debate (50%)

4.
Involvement in other school and community activities (25%)

5.
Statements from recommendations including leadership, character, and integrity (20%)

6.
Neatness, completeness, and accuracy of the submitted application (5%)

7.
Each member of the committee shall rate all of the applicants from first place to last place. The applicants with best ratings shall receive the scholarships.

D.
Presentation


The WDCA shall present the scholarship awards to the student recipients at the Wisconsin State Debate Tournament.

Section IV – Honorary Membership

Any individual elected to the WDCA Hall of Fame or selected by the Executive Committee shall be an honorary member.  Once that individual has retired from coaching, they shall be allowed voice but no vote in the legislative body.
