Co-President’s Report from the Sept. 9-11-2010 state meeting:

This meeting was very productive, and it was so nice to have both Liz Harlacher as the Area 3 Rep-at-Large and Jennifer Kindred as our new Area 3 chair there!  I’m sending the new state schedule as a separate attachment; it took many people many hours to finally figure out how to accommodate the extra Parli and Po Fo entries with doing the least damage to our tournament; I hope everyone is happy with it!

The new schedule accommodates 48 entries in both Parliamentary and Public Forum. This necessitates adding a round in each of Parliamentary and Public Forum Debate. The extra Parliamentary Debate round will take place on Friday, with Round 1 split into two halves. Each half will debate separate topics. Public Forum will begin, as before, on Saturday, concurrent with Policy/LD Round 4 and Parliamentary Round 2. Public Forum will run concurrently with Parliamentary, with Parliamentary one round ahead of Public Forum through Parliamentary Round 8 and Public Forum Round 7. After that round, Public Forum Round 8 will take place, during Policy and LD Finals. After that round, Parli and Public Forum Finals will run concurrently, as before.

Parliamentary & Public Forum Debate new allocations (based on 48 entries per event): 

Area 1 - CFL 6, GGSA 6 

Area 2 - Sacto 4, SVFL 5, YFL 3 

Area 3 - SCDL 5, Tri County 4, WBFL 3 

Area 4 - CBSR 4, OCSL 4, SDIVSL 4

Just a reminder: Parli Debaters will NOT be able to double-qual in extemp any more (or should I say, extempers will not be able to double-qual in parli anymore!—same difference).  The reason for this is that their prep times conflict, and the tournament halts in its tracks waiting for these double-entered speakers to finish one event so that the other event can proceed.  SOOO—kids who qual in each at our league qualifiers will have to yield one.  Please keep this in mind as our speech season progresses.

My motion (state treasurer Neil Barembaum co-wrote it with me) attempted to address the fact that although our state constitution permits league transfers, in actual practice, they rarely if ever occur because both affected leagues must approve the transfer by a 2/3 vote of the entire membership.  Since our allocated entries are based on our assessments (the dues each school pays CHSSA), leagues are loath to give up a school no matter how much that school wants to leave.  We went through this several years ago when Flintridge Sacred Heart tried to leave SCDL to join us.  My thought process was that if the “home” league could retain the departing school’s assessment for the first year after the transfer, it might make the transfer easier to “swallow.”  Anyway, the council agreed that the transfer process needs to be overhauled so as to be fairer to all parties involved and it was remanded to executive council.

The other motion I worked on in IE committee passed in a 16-6 vote with 2 abstentions.  It clarifies what constitutes a public address in OI.  The following words will be added to the state bylaws:

Public address is defined as: a formal spoken communication, a formal speech, a formal oral communication to an audience.  Synonyms include: declamation, lecture, oration, and speech. A public address is distinct from a stand up comedy routine, a poetry slam, or storytelling.

Before I get to the good part about our numbers this year, please let me remind you to get your CHSSA dues paid before December 1st!  Congratulations to West Ranch, who has paid them in advance!  There is no excuse to be late this year, as you will be able to hand your school check for $100 directly to Jennifer Kindred.  I recommend you do this no later than our Nov. 20 Open Debate tournament at Golden Valley.

And as a final word of caution, make sure your interp scripts this year come from LEGITIMATE sources.  Long and heated discussions over the legitimacy of on-demand online providers took place, and the Area Chairs are very inclined to rule these types of scripts illegal.  Our state bylaws prohibit scripts that are published in very small quantities.  Popular companies (likely culprits!) that came up in the discussions were Mushroom Cloud Press and Tibetan Treefrog Publishing.  There are links to these companies on Speech Geek, which is a popular website with our students.  Also caution them against hiring (yes, hiring!) Speech Geek or Picket Fence Forensics to custom-write an HI, DI or Duo or to pay them to “sculpt” or “edit” their oratories.  This is equivalent to buying an essay online and submitting it under your name for a course grade.  It is highly unethical, and illegal.  Any student discovered to have paid for a custom-written interp or ghost-written oratory will be disqualified from competition.  The exact wording of our state bylaws bears repeating; you can find the following on page 7 of Article IX, “Individual Event Rules,” paragraph f (which you can find on the state website, www.cahssa.org): 

Every contestant must use published materials. "Published" as used in these rules means materials commercially printed, published, readily available, and nationally distributed by December 31 of that competitive school year.  Locally published or publications published in limited quantities are not acceptable.

And now what you’ve been waiting to hear: our slots for this year’s state tourney! (which will be at San Diego State University by the way, April 15-17. 2011).  Jerome will also post this on our league website:

	2011 State Tournament Allocations & Bonuses for TCFL
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If you compare these to last year’s allocations, you will see that we lost a few slots (we lost 1 in LD, 1 in OO, 1 in OA, and 1 in HI).  We were expecting this, because last year Marmonte’s allocations were simply combined with Tri-Valley’s; this year our slots are based on our allocations and our bonuses (the +1 represents a bonus in that event).

CHSSA “allocates” slots based on the dues each league pays in to the state treasury; that’s why it’s so important for each of our TCFL schools to pay their state dues!  And they must be paid on time in order to be credited to the following year.  The bonuses are earned on the basis of our league performance at States in that event over the last 3 years.  That’s why it’s so important to send our very best speakers to the tournament!  We earn points for each entry that advances!

If you notice, we earned a bonus in every IE except OO.  I suggest we pay special attention to OO this year.  From this point on, you can ignore the rest of this report.  I’m a little obsessive about how our league compares with other leagues in the state, so I’ve done some number crunching.  If you are curious, read on.

First of all, TCFL currently ranks 4th in the state out of the 11 leagues.  That ranking is based on the number of sweepstakes points we earned at the 2010 State Tournament.  The list looks like this:

1. 271 points: CFL (Coast Forensics League, Area 1)

2. 206 points: GGSA (Golden Gate Speech Assn, Area 1)

3. 131 points: SCDL (Southern Calif. Debate League, Area 3)

4. 91 points: TCFL (Tri County Forensics League, Area 3)

5. 82 points: SoVFL (Southern Valley Forensics League, Area 2)

6. 51 points: OCSL (Orange County Speech League, Area 4)

7. 50 points: SDIVSL (San Diego Imperial Valley Speech League, Area 4)

8. 49 points: Sacto (Sacramento Valley Forensics League, Area 2)

9. 33 points: WBFL (Western Bay Forensics League, Area 3)

10. 26 points: YFL (Yosemite Forensics League, Area 2)

11. 22 points: CBSR (Citrus Belt Speech Region, Area 4)

For those of you new (or newish) to this, Area 1 is in Northern Calif at the top of the state, and Area 4 is at the bottom, from about Orange County to San Diego. Check the map on the home page of CHSSA for a visual aid.  As you can see, Northern California dominates.  Now numbers don’t tell the whole story, so if we break them down a bit, you will see why I am SO PROUD of our league!

Every other league has one or two powerhouse schools that take most of their league entries and earn most of their points.  For example:

· The #1 league, CFL, is dominated by Bellarmine and Leland.  Bellarmine earned 47% of their point total, and Leland earned 32%.  Consider also that although CFL had 33 member schools last year, only 16 were represented at States.  Unless you’re Bellarmine or Leland, it’s very hard to qualify out of that league!

· The #2 league, GGSA, is dominated by Logan and Monte Vista.  Logan earned 42% of their point total, and Monte Vista earned 30%.  And even though GGSA had 34 member schools last year, only 15 made it to states—less than half.

· The #3 league, SCDL (our Area 3 rival), is dominated by Gabrielino.  41% of the points they earned came from Gabrielino speakers.  And although they had 30 member schools last year, only 14 of those schools were able to qualify kids to states—again, less than half.

The list goes on and looks much the same from league to league: SoVFL had 29 member schools, but only 17 at States (dominated by Centennial HS); OCSL had 16 member schools, of which 9 were represented at States (dominated by Fullerton Union which earned 57% of their points!); SDIVSL had 15 members but only 7 at states (dominated by Helix Charter); Sacto had 21 members but only 15 made it to states (dominated by Granite Bay which earned a whopping 65% of their points!); Western Bay, our sister Area 3 school, had 20 members, but only 13 of those members made it to States (and 1/3 of their points were earned by the Brentwood School); YFL had 16 members, of which 12 qualified kids to states, and CBSR had 14 members but just 9 of those schools were represented at States.

So how does TCFL compare?  Well, last year we had 22 member schools (and one of those, the coach at Hueneme HS in Oxnard, pays CHSSA dues just to support us—they don’t even have a team!).  So out of our 21 competing CHSSA members, 20 had entries at the state tournament!  No other league even comes close to us in terms of member representation.  I don’t know about you, but I take pride in the fact that we spread the wealth in TCFL!  Furthermore, here’s how our schools fared at States 2010:

· Cleveland HS earned 15 sweepstakes points for the League

· PUC, Chaminade, Arroyo Grande and La Reina each earned 10

· Monroe earned 8 sweepstakes points for the League

· SOCES and Valencia each earned 7

· Oaks Christian earned 3 sweepstakes points for the League

· Foothill, Burbank, Golden Valley, Campbell Hall and Canyon each earned 2 

· North Hollywood earned 1 sweepstakes point for the League

Add that altogether and you get our league total of 91!  Earned across the board, not in some lopsided fashion by one or two schools!  Allow me to pat ourselves on the back!  This data points to the fact that we run fair tournaments and that all of us, even those of us with very small programs, can have every hope of qualifying our hard-working, talented kids to States.  And the fact that we rank 4th in the state demonstrates that the kids we send are very competitive.  Congratulations all of you, and feel good about your league!  

Okay, now I’m going to break down the numbers even more.  Per event, this is how we earned our bonuses:

· In Duo, TCFL earned 16 points (10 from PUC, 3 from SOCES, 3 from La Reina)

· In Imp, TCFL earned 14 points (9 from Cleveland, 3 from SOCES, 2 from Chaminade)

· In OA, TCFL earned 9 points (5 from Monroe, 2 from Burbank, 2 from Arroyo Grande)

· In NX, TCFL earned 9 points (5 from Valencia, 2 from Chaminade, 2 from Campbell Hall)

· In LD, TCFL earned 7 points (3 from Oaks Christian, 2 from La Reina, 2 from Chaminade)

· In OI, TCFL earned 6 points (4 from Arroyo Grande, 2 from Cleveland)

· In HI, TCFL earned 6 points (2 from Foothill, 2 from Arroyo Grande, 2 from La Reina)

· In DI, TCFL earned 5 points (3 from Monroe, 2 from La Reina)

· In TI, TCFL earned 4 points (2 from Valencia, 2 from Golden Valley)

· In Parli, TCFL earned 4 points (all from Cleveland)

· In Congress, TCFL earned 3 points (1 from No. Hollywood, 1 from SOCES, 1 from La Reina)

· In OPP, TCFL earned 2 points (all from Canyon)

· In Expos, TCFL earned 2 points (all from Arroyo Grande)

· In IX, TCFL earned 2 points (all from Chaminade)

· In CX (Policy Team) Debate, TCFL earned 2 points (all from Chaminade)

The points are earned every time a student advances; in final round, the higher the student ranks, the higher the points earned.  Look at how well represented our members are!  This is NOT the case in any other league in the state.

But if you think I’m done with number crunching, I’m not.  Per event, here is how we rank; this ranking is based on the past 3 years at States (rankings have been adjusted to combine Marmonte’s previous record with TVFL’s previous record); I’m including 2009 so you can see where we improved and where we went down; bonuses are awarded to the top 7 leagues in each event, so if you see a ranking of 6 or 7, we are in danger of losing our bonus in that event next year (Debate rankings are not available yet):

From strongest to weakest:

	Event
	2010 State Ranking
	2009 State Ranking

	Original Advocacy
	3rd
	2nd

	Impromptu
	3rd
	5th

	National Extemp
	4th
	5th

	Thematic Interp
	4th
	5th

	Humorous Interp
	5th
	6th

	Expos
	6th
	5th

	Dramatic Interp
	6th
	6th

	Duo Interp
	6th
	7th

	OPP
	6th
	8th

	International Extemp
	6th
	9th

	Oratorical Interp
	7th
	10th

	Congress
	8th
	8th

	Original Oratory
	9th
	7th


So, this year we picked up bonuses in OI, IX, and OPP, but we lost our bonus in OO.  Let’s get it back!  Now that you’re all convinced I suffer from OCD or a secret desire to be a CPA (what would we do without abbreviations and acronyms!), I have just one more bit of information to impart:

Regarding Congress topics: league submission to the state tournament is now optional.  If the congress committee gets no league submissions, it will just write them at the January state meeting and we will have no input.  Of course, submissions are preferred!  Here are the topic areas for States 2011:

Social Issues
Including but not limited to: drug policy/legalization, health care, discrimination, religious intolerance, First Amendment rights, education reform, gay rights/marriage, infrastructure.

Energy Policy

Including but not limited to: offshore drilling, alternative energy, nuclear energy, conservation, mass transit, gasoline, global warming.

Immigration

Including but not limited to: amnesty, border control, civil rights, citizenship verification, worker visas, No Fly List.

Military Conflict and Foreign Policy

Including but not limited to: NATO, War on Terror, nuclear proliferation, democratization, Mideast peace process, Afghanistan, Iraq, foreign aid, conscription, military contractors, human rights, presidential power.

Economic Policy

Including but not limited to: taxes, fiscal policy, currency, deficits, outsourcing, inflation, federal bailouts, housing crisis, minimum wage, market speculation, oil industry regulation, corporate responsibility, labor rights.

California Issues

Including but not limited to: budget reform, redistricting, urban sprawl, drought, forest lands, dams and levees, infrastructure, transportation, business retention.

Since these are the state topic areas this year, we should try to write our league congress bills and resolutions in these same areas, forcing our speakers to research these issues in preparation to succeed at States!  Writing bills and resolutions is a great assignment for your speech class or team officers.  The templates for writing bills and resolutions is on our league website.  Encourage your students to write and submit legislation and e-mail those bills and resolutions to me or to Jerome.  Our first league tournament is a Student Congress (Saturday 10/16 at Hart HS), and it is a great way for your students to establish their league eligibility for our state qualifiers IN ANY EVENT.  But we need your submissions at least 3 weeks in advance, so please get working on them now! (It would be lovely to try to have them ready for distribution on the day of our league workshop, but I would need your submissions by Tuesday 9/21.)  If you can assist in this regard, please do!

Well, this long report has finally come to a close.  If you’ve read this far, you are as nuts about forensics as I am.  God help you.

Kathy
