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4 T4R—FEEDEK Standards for Judging English Debate

(1) $5IEEHNYEL A The most important things that debate judges need to bear in mind are:

OHREORGSLYREZERT S

In making decisions a large emphasis should be put on the logic rather than the fluency of English.

@ KRB T®D new argument N 1k

During the summary speech, adding new plans or advantages is prohibited. ~Any such plans or advantages

should be ignored by the judges as “New Arguments.”

(2) BEEMRIZONT
[Judges] BMIBFZEEDNHREHTRFVEY @ELEVTORETEHY FEA)

Each match should have a team of three judges. Each judge should consider their decision individually,
without discussing their scoring with fellow judges. Each judge must fill in an ‘Official Judging Form’ for each
team, and vote for the team they believe is the winner. There can be no draws or tie games. The team that the
majority of judges vote for will win the round. Judges should decide who the winner is by: rationally deciding
whether the debate topic has been ultimately affirmed or negated, comparing both teams’ arguments fairly and
objectively. During the speeches, judges should avoid directly commenting on or questioning the arguments’ content.
Judges are not expected to give oral comments; however, they can give some advice affer the round if the debaters
so wish.

[Judgingl] 7B—>—MICERBRLEBENZEZL LICHERERDODET

Judges are expected to make a decision, by rationally judging if the topic is affirmed or not. This should be
done by fairly and objectively comparing the contents argued within the round, especially comparing the substantial
arguments. For example, if you are convinced by the debaters’ arguments that the proposition given in the debate
will have more advantages than disadvantages, then you would vote for the Affirmative team. On the contrary, if
you feel sure the disadvantages outweigh the advantages, then you would vote for the Negative team. When the
remaining advantages and disadvantages are close, judges should not call it a “tie”, but should consider even small
differences to separate the teams. In very exceptional cases, when judges consider the advantages and disadvantages
to be perfectly equal, they should vote for the Negative team.

The judges must take notes by using the ‘Flow Sheet’ given. This sheet is needed to review the procedure of
each debate match. Some elements that must be reviewed and carefully understood by the judges are: how each
team’s advantages and disadvantages were shown, how these advantages and disadvantages were supported, and
how each team refuted the opponent team’s arguments. In conclusion, these notes should be effectively used in
filling out the ‘Official Judging From’.

[Treating “New Arguments” that appear late in the game] 7 L L\EIRD RN DUNT

Essentially judges should ignore “New Arguments” that appear for the first time in the rebuttal and summary
speeches. They should not include such arguments in the reasons for their decision. This should be done regardless
of whether the opponent has refuted the argument or not.

“New Arguments” are any new plans, new advantages, new disadvantages or their equivalents, that appear in
the summary speeches. New attacks in the summary speeches, and using evidence against the opponent’s advantages
or disadvantages, are also treated as “New Arguments”. In particular, the judges should absolutely ignore “New
Arguments” in the summary speeches, to which the opponents have an unfairly limited opportunity to respond.

However, if for instance a new piece of evidence is presented to make deeper comparison and to resolve the
previous arguments of both teams, such new evidence should not be ignored as a “New Argument”.

[Other Remarks]
HEmhGVERIIESASNFELEA
Speaking too rapidly is discouraged and may count against the speaker’s team no matter how well their English
may be pronounced. This is because the judges may not be able to understand everything, or may fail to catch
important arguments in speeches. Thus, it is recommended that each debater pay careful attention to speed and

pronunciation when speaking.

BARREOIE—FHBF— LT TITFESNET



At the end of each match, the judges’ ‘Official Judging Form’ must be handed in to the debate headquarters.
After recording the results, the organizers will photocopy the forms (or make PDF files of the forms) and give them

to each team’s leader or accompanying teacher.

(3) RE—FIZTDW\T
Affirmative Constructive Speech (1)
[Structure] The affirmative constructive speech should explain the current problems, propose a plan, and present

the advantages of their proposition.
[Plan] Plan” is what the Affirmative side proposes as their definition of the topic and their concrete policy. The
affirmative team must propose a “Plan” in the Affirmative Constructive Speech. After the constructive speech,
adding to or changing the plan is forbidden. In the case that the affirmative team does not propose any plans in
the affirmative constructive speech, the judges will consider that the Affirmative side is supporting a vague
standpoint with a minimum plan of action. The affirmative side is not allowed to propose plans that are irrelevant
to the topic. Irrelevant affirmative plans will be ignored by the judges.
[Advantage: Limits on the number of Advantages. Proving an Advantage] An advantage is defined as a solution
presented. Debaters should present no more than two advantages of their proposition. Each advantage should
contain the following information:

(A) Present situation: why the present situation, without the plan, is inadequate.

(B) Effect: how the advantage is possible under the proposed plan.

(C) Importance: how important or valuable the advantage is.

If two independent issues are within seemingly one advantage, the issues should be divided and treated individually
as separate advantages. Even if a team present seemingly only two advantages in their constructive speech, but
actually there are more than two implicit advantages, the judges will ignore all except the two advantages mentioned
in the constructive speech. Alternative English expressions for the analysis of the (A) Present situation are
“inherency” or “(analysis of)the present situation.” For (B) Effect, expressions such as “solvency” or “effect” are
also used. For (C) Importance, expressions such as “significance” or “importance” are also used. In any case, to
prove all three sub points is strongly recommended.

Negative Constructive Speech (3)

[Structure] The negative constructive speech must explain the topic clearly and argue against the chosen topic.
The speech must prove why the topic or measure being debated should not be approved. The most important
purpose of the negative constructive speech is to present disadvantages caused by the topic or plan.

[Disadvantage: Limits on the number of Disadvantages. Proving a Disadvantage] A disadvantage is defined

as a problem caused by the topic or plan. The Negative team may present no more than two disadvantages. Each

disadvantage should contain the following information:

(A) Present situation: why the present situation, without the plan, is adequate.

(B) Effect: why the disadvantage exists under the plan proposed by the opposing team.

(C) Importance: how important or valuable the disadvantage is.
If two independent issues are within seemingly one disadvantage, the issues should be divided and treated
individually as separate disadvantages. Even if a team present seemingly only two disadvantages in their
constructive speech, but actually there are more than two implicit disadvantages, the judges will ignore all except
the two disadvantages mentioned in the constructive speech. The negative constructive speech is not required to
attack the proposed plan. That task should be taken care of during cross-examination. However, if the debater
has time left, and has fulfilled the requirements outlined here, he or she may attack the opposing team’s plan.
Alternative English expression for the analysis of the (A) “Present situation” is “uniqueness”, (B) “effect”
expressions such as  “link” or “effect” are also used. For (C) “importance”, expressions such as “significance”
or “importance” are also used. In any case, to prove all three sub points is strongly recommended.

Questions and Answers against Constructive Speech (2), (4)




[ Verification of Confirmation or Proof] In the Questions and Answers sections, the questioner can ask
questions on the opponent’s ambiguous constructive speech, confirmation on evidence reliability, meaning of
ambiguous words and terms.

[Progression] In the Question and Answer sections, the questioning team has the right to proceed. That means

that the questioners have the right to interrupt the opponent’s answer and move on to the next question if the answer

is taking too much time, or the answer does not correspond to the question. It is expected that the questioner be
polite when prompting the opponent to move on.

[Attitude] In the Question and Answer sections, the debaters are expected to give speedy and precise answers in

order to allow as many questions as possible to be asked.
Negative Attack (5)

[Role] The role of the Negative Attack speech is to attack the fallacies in the affirmative team’s proofs of the

advantages. Examples are as followed:

(A) Even without the plan, the claimed advantage can be gained, so the plan is not necessary. (attacking the
analysis of the present situation)

(B) The advantage cannot be expected to be caused by the plan. The plan will not solve the present problem.
(No effect: attacking the effect of the plan)

(C) The advantage does not have any objective value. (Not important: attacking the importance of the
advantage)

[ Prohibition] The negative side is not allowed to introduce new disadvantages in this speech. If a new

disadvantage was introduced in the attack speech, judges should ignore the newly-added disadvantage. For

example, an argument such as “it costs a lot” is in fact an added disadvantage, so it should not be mentioned in the

Attack speech. However, the Attack speech should be related properly to the opponent’s Advantages. For instance,

an argument like “The plan cannot solve the problem effectively because it costs too much” is a valid attack.
Affirmative Attack (7)

[Role] The role of the affirmative attack speech is to attack the fallacies in the Negative team’s proofs. Examples

are as followed:
(A) Even without the plan, the situation similar to the disadvantage will happen, so the disadvantage is not
unique to the plan. (attacking the analysis of the present situation)
(B) The disadvantage cannot be expected to be caused by the Plan’s effect. (“No effect”. Attacking the effect
of the plan.)
(C) The disadvantage does not have any objective negative value. (“No importance”. Attacking the
importance.)
[Prohibition] The affirmative attack speaker is not allowed to refute the attack of the negative attack speech.
Such rebuttal should be done in the defense speech. If such rebuttals are apparently seen, judges should ignore
them. Only when the negative constructive speech contains attacks to the affirmative advantages (such as may
happen when the negative constructive speaker has extra time), is the affirmative attack speaker allowed to attack
the constructive speech.
[Prohibition @] The affirmative side is not allowed to introduce new advantages in this speech. If a new
advantage was introduced in the attack speech, judges should ignore the newly added advantage.
Questions and Answers against Attack speech (6), (8)

[ Verification of Confirmation or Proof] The [progression] and [attitude] of questions to the Attack is essentially
the same as the questions and answers against the opponent’s constructive speech.
Specifically, the questions can either be examinations on arguments or evidence, or confirmations on ambiguous
words and terms. In principle, the questioner must ask questions on the opponent’s Attack.
Affirmative Defense(9)
[Role] The role of the affirmative defense is to defend against the negative attack’s refutations and reconstruct

(reprove) the affirmative advantages that they think will be gained from the plan proposed in the constructive speech.
[Complement] The defense speech should concentrate on being defensive. Basically, the defense should only
invalidate the negative attacks provided against the advantages in the affirmative constructive speech.  In addition,
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if the opponent did not attack the advantages, the affirmative side may explain and emphasize their issues again.

[Prohibition] It is not allowed to add new plans or arguments equivalent to new advantages. Also, it is not

allowed to add new attacks against the negative constructive speech. Such new plans, advantages, or attacks

should be ignored by the judges as “New Arguments”.

[Recommended Comparison] Unless itis a new direct attack, the defense speech can add some points concerning
the comparison of the presented arguments from each side.

Negative Defense (10)

[Role] The role of the negative defense is to defend against the affirmative attack’s refutations, and at the

same time, reconstruct (reprove) the negative disadvantages that were presented in the constructive speech,

that they think will be caused by the affirmative plan.

[Complement] The defense speech should concentrate on being defensive. Basically the defense should
only invalidate the affirmative attacks provided against the disadvantages in the negative constructive speech.
However, if the opponent did not attack the disadvantages, the negative side may explain and emphasize their
issues again.

[Prohibition] It is not allowed to add arguments equivalent to new disadvantages. Also, it is not allowed to
add new attacks against the affirmative constructive speech. Moreover, it is not allowed to attack the
affirmative defense speech which comes directly before this speech. Such new disadvantages or attacks should
be ignored by the judges as “New Arguments.”

[Recommended Comparison] Unless it is a new direct attack, the defense speech can add some points concerning
the comparison of the presented arguments from each side.

Affirmative Summary (11)

[Role] The role of the affirmative summary is to show that the affirmative issues outweigh those of the negative
by summarizing the issues. Speakers should summarize the previous arguments, considering both 1) negative
disadvantages (including refutations) and 2) affirmative advantages (including refutations), and then 3) finally
compare both arguments in sum.

[Prohibition] It is not allowed to add new plans or advantages. Also it is not allowed to add new attacks against

the negative constructive speech. Such new plans, advantages, or attacks should be ignored by the judges as “New

Arguments.”

[Recommended Comparison] It is permitted to show microscopic comparison of conflicting evidence (for
example, re-refutations against the negative defense), or macroscopic comparison concerning the whole debate. For
example, it is crucial and strongly recommended to show some value criteria to resolve that the Advantages outweigh
the Disadvantages. It is not permitted to attack the Disadvantages that were not attacked in the Affirmative Attack.
But macroscopic comparison is still allowed, such as “Even if we grant on their Disadvantage argument, it still would
never outweigh our Advantages.”

Negative Summary (12)

[Role] The role of the negative summary is to show that the negative issues outweigh those of the affirmative by
summarizing the issues. Speakers should summarize the previous arguments, considering both 1) affirmative
advantages (including refutations) and 2) negative disadvantages (including refutations), and then 3) finally compare
both arguments in sum.

[Prohibition] It is not allowed to add new disadvantages. Also, it is not allowed to add new attacks against the
affirmative constructive speech. Such new disadvantages or attacks should be ignored by the judges as “New
Arguments.”
[Recommended Comparison] As with the Affirmative Summary, it is permitted to show microscopic comparison
of conflicting evidence (for example, re-refutations against the Negative Defense), or macroscopic comparison
concerning the whole debate. For example, it is crucial and strongly recommended to show some value criteria to
resolve that the disadvantages outweigh the advantages.  Also, it is not permitted to attack the advantages that were
not attacked in the negative attack, but macroscopic comparison is still allowed, such as “Even if we grant on their
advantage argument, it still would never outweigh our disadvantages.”



[2023 & ERKRAERET +X— b FRE proposition]
The topic for the 18th All Japan National Debate Tournament
Resolved: That the Japanese government should legalize gestational surrogacy.

AABUNIE, REHEZSHBRIETNETHD, B0IHD, ]

BACKGROUND OF THIS TOPIC

Due to the advance of medical technology concerning fertilization and childbirth,
gestational surrogacy was made possible in the 1980s. It has several forms, but the
major form goes like this: In-vitro fertilized embryo ({5452 ¥ S 72fE) from
commissioning parents’ sperm and egg (J8-F ovum) is planted into the womb of a
surrogate (ftE# host mother). Children born from the process will be connected
genetically to the commissioning parents, not the surrogate. (Specific definition of

“gestational surrogacy” for the National tournament will be explained below.)

This process allows females who cannot get pregnant or deliver (due mainly to
medical conditions of their uterus 7E) a chance to have children who are genetically
connected. Also, this can be an option for same-sex couples to have children who are
genetically connected to one member of the couple.

Gestational surrogacy (or surrogacy in general) has always been controversial.
Quite a few countries explicitly ban surrogacy in any forms. On the other hand, there
are a few countries where even commercial surrogacy (with monetary compensation)
is legally permitted.

Legally, Japan does neither legalize nor ban surrogacy at this moment. However,
surrogacy in Japan is practically impossible as hospitals/doctors follow the medical
guidelines of especially the Japan Society of Obstetrics and Gynecology (H A&ZERM& A
BF¥4%, in 2003 and renewed in 2022), which clearly condemns surrogacy. In 2022, it
has been reported that the leading Liberal Democratic Party started considering the
possibility to legalize surrogacy.
(https://www.asahi.com/articles/ASQ8Y645BQ8YUTFLO18.html). But there is very
little realistic prospect for this to take place in a short time.

Quite a few cases of surrogacy had been carried out in Japan before the medical
guideline, and quite a few parents seek surrogates abroad (where commercial
surrogacy is legal). However, the current Japanese civil laws do not acknowledge
parentage of genetic children through surrogacy (the person who bore the child will
be acknowledged as the legal mother). So, parents often have to adopt their children
born through surrogacy.

This year’s HEnDA debate topic focuses on whether the Japanese society should
legalize gestational surrogacy, including commercial surrogacy, and acknowledge
parentage of genetic children. Students are encouraged to study foreign cases.
HEnDA hopes this topic will enable studies and debates on legal, medical,
technological, ethical, economic, social issues that surround mothers and childbirths.



Definitions (EFIZOWCHIEEE 2V 5 55 H)

“Surrogacy” in this debate topic, should mean a legally contracted arrangement
that a female (“surrogate”) agrees to bear children of a married couple
(“commissioning parents”), and after childbirth, hand over the children to the couple.
Surrogates can either be altruistic (Noncommercial surrogacy, such as
siblings/mothers of the commissioning parents being the surrogates) or commercial
(surrogacy for fee). It should be assumed that surrogacy can be legal only under the
following conditions:

1a) Surrogacy should be arranged between two legally eligible parties, without any
coercion.

1b) Both surrogates and commissioning parents should be explained of the risks
and conditions before the contract and should be helped by legal experts (such as
lawyers/scriveners).

1c) Surrogates should be provided with adequate health/mental check and care,
health insurance.

1d) Surrogates should retain the right to abort the surrogate pregnancy.

“Gestational” in this debate topic, should be limited to medically necessary cases
in which commissioning parents transplant their own in-vitro fertilized embryo to the
surrogate (donation of sperms, eggs are not included in this topic). In concrete:

2a) Married couples with a female (wife) who is diagnosed to have conditions
(mainly of the uterus) that makes pregnancy/delivery impossible or extremely
dangerous may request gestational surrogacy.

2b) Surrogacy requests from unmarried couples will not be legal. Surrogacy for
same-sex couples is not part of this topic (as there is no same-sex marriage law in
Japan, at least, at this moment.) Surrogacy requests from single male/female are not
legal.

2¢) All gestational surrogacy surgery should be done by proper medical
institutions/doctors.

“Legalize” in this debate topic, should mean that the necessary amendments to the
relevant civil laws and medical guidelines would be enacted to allow the gestational
surrogacy agreements defined above.

Also, necessary laws that concern parentage would be amended, so that the legal
parents of the children born through the above gestational surrogacy would be the
genetic parents that made the implanted in-vitro fertilized embryo, not the surrogate
mothers who bore the children.
Note here, that the above definitions do not ban commercial gestational surrogacy
carried out abroad (It would still be allowed).
No additional plans: Debaters should not add any plans that are not mentioned above
or directly relevant to gestational surrogacy. The following are bad examples (not an
exhaustive list):

4a) Excluding or limiting the conditions of commercial surrogacy (like limiting the
fee).

4b) Limiting or expanding the medical conditions eligible for surrogacy.
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4c¢) Regulating the matching agencies for surrogacy. (The agencies should be
regulated by current laws)
4d) Changing social welfare systems in favor of surrogacy (like public health
insurance coverage).
4e) Changing the marriage system itself (for example, same-sex marriage).
Affirmative (AFF)/Negative (NEG) side positions: The AFF should defend the
position that legalize gestational surrogacy defined above.
The NEG should support a policy that keeps the current Japanese legal/medical
guidelines that practically make surrogacy in Japan impossible, and the current civil
laws that do not acknowledge parentage of genetic children through surrogacy (as of
March 1st, 2023).
The NEG should not propose the position to illegalize surrogacy (They should
defend the current ambiguous legal status of surrogacy).
The above definitions will not change even if the actual Japanese government
announce or amend/establish laws concerning surrogacy or parentage of genetic
children (before the National tournament).

Revisions (4 JUL 2023){&1E &

Added “after childbirth, handover the children to the couple” to the definition of
“Surrogacy” contract.

Corrected the Japanese translation of “In-vitro fertilized embryo” to be &/ 5¥E.
Tentative version had some mistranslations and typos (AT « A AS¥).

Changed the expression of “compensational surrogacy” to “commercial surrogacy”.
The word “compensation” is ambiguous in the sense that even altruistic surrogacies
often involve some compensation. To avoid unnecessary ambiguity, non-altruistic
surrogacy is now referred to as “commercial surrogacy.”

Changed the expression of “intended parents” to “commissioning” This follows the
suggestion that the former is not exactly a value-neutral expression that should be
used in scientific/policy debates (The former is often found in promotions of
surrogacy brokers.) There is no change in the Japanese translation &3 % j#.
Avoided the rather ambiguous verb “provide” and changed it to “transplant” in case
such as “commissioning parents transplant their own in-vitro fertilized embryo.” This
is to avoid such misconception that embryo can be provided from 3rd parties (which
should not be the case in this definition.)

10



Vocahulary List(2023)

English AAEE English =

1 [adopt BFIZTS 51|ethical concerns REMLTERS

2 |allergic reaction FLUILEX—RIG 52|expect FHT S

3|altenative Bl A E 53|expectant mother e

4 |altruistic Fl 4th 49 75 54|expense %A

5|altruistic surrogacy Rt K EHE | 55|experiences of surrogacy |fXHE H B D % &

6 |analysis ST 56|exploit W95

7|anxiety during pregnancy BIRPDLR 57|exploitation YEER

8|artificially ATz 58|exploitative R 75

9 |assisted reproductive treatment(ART) | 4 FE %4 B EE &£ 47| 59|face criticism HAEEmTS
10|aware of ~THIELEAOTLD 60|factors 2R
11 |ban ~%ZIt¥ 5% 61|family formation HRIER K
12|best interests of the child FHOZEDF | 62|family planning KIESHE
13 [biological parents EWFEWLER 63|fatigue RFH
14 |biologically-related child EymcER0ssTEL | 64 |fears Fi
15|bleeding H 65|fertility challenges FEEEDEE
16|blood clot ik 3 66|fertilized eggs =450
17 |bonding with the fetus BRED# 67|financial issues BRENMEE
18|cash He 68|foetus IR
19|challenging 3o A 69|genetic connection BIRHEDEAY
20 |characteristics LT 70|genetic link BEHED2EAY
21 |cheaper medical costs T EERE 71|gestational Y iR D
22|child custody FOREE 72|gestational surrogate IHIRIKIER
23|child welfare TFHOEL 73|get along METEENHD
24|commercial surrogacy EEAREHE 74|give up HELHD
25|commision Fit 75|global phenomenon TA—NILEERZR
26| commodification of women's bodies | X MED A DE&IE| 76|grief RNELH
27|commodify A&t dd 77|guardian RiEE. BREA
28|compell mEld B 78|harm oneself BRzE2015
29 |compensation HiE 79 |health care provider ERREME
30|concern B 80|high blood pressure =mE
31 |concieve S ) 81hire E>
32 |consent BE 82|hormonal changes RILECDEAE
33|constitutional rights BEELDER 83|hypertension =SmE
34 |contain ~%8 84|illegal EBED
35|contract KT B 85|implement (HELREE)E7TS
36|contractual agreements PHEDEE 86|in vitro fertilization (ivf) |{A4} %5
37|couples X I 87|income IR A
38/|criticism 31 88|infant 2,18
39|deliver HET S 89|infertile TiED
40|depression during pregnancy [#EIEH D 5 DIF 90|infertility treatment N Y
41 |desire BK 91|injection E 5
42|diabetes ¥ PR R 92|instead of ~DMHY I
43|educational status F B 93|insurance R
44|embryo Ba 3 94|intended parents IREEHE KR
45|emotional attachment BRIFNEEE 95|interaction HMEEHR
46|emotional bonding AR O < 96|involve &9 5
47 |emotional connection with the fetus |12 & OREiERL LAY 97|issue 528
48|emotional stability RIEDORE Q8 |Japan Society of Obstetric and Gynecology BXRERARES
49 |ethical NG 99|lack of social support #EOBYR—bORR
50 |ethical approval RERD 100]legal &N
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Vocabulary List (2023)

English BAAREE English BHAEE
101|legal challenges o O T 151|relinquish (FAWELE) RES S, FHT
102|legal framework EHIR A 152|relinquishment HE
103|long-term Eo2::10)] 153|reproductive autonomy |%£ED B 2R EE
104|loss of appetite BRIk 154|reproductive organ A BB ER
105|low social class E ULt £ B 4I| 155|reproductive rights A EE
106 |madication =& 156 [responsibiliy "iE
107 |match —H9b 157|right of self-determination |B CiRE &
108|mediator & 158|right to the pursuit of happiness | 3% g 18 3K #E
109 |medical EED 159|self-harm BETA
110|medical advancements |EXD#E S 160|service H—EX
111|medical ethics E R 161 |side effects gl1ER
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The 19" Kumamoto High School English Debate Contest Rules

1. General rules

This contest is open to all the students who belong to public and private high schools, middle
schools, or high technical colleges (ranging from 10" to 12" graders) in Kumamoto Prefecture.
A team should consist of 4 to 6 members. 4 members from among the enrolled members are
allowed to take part in each round. A team is allowed to change its members in each round,
but members cannot switch to a substitute member after the round has started.

Basically, the debate topic, the role of each speaker, and the judging criteria will be the same
as for this year’s HEnDA national tournament. If there are any discrepancies between this
Rulebook and the HEnDA Rulebook, then this Rulebook will be used to organize the contest.
We will have four preliminary rounds, and the semifinal and final round.

2. Rounds and Awards

Each team will compete in four rounds: two rounds as an affirmative side, two as a negative
side. During the 1st and 2nd round, the teams that have already debated against each other,
and teams from the same school, will not debate against each other.

The Contest Organizer will decide the 1st and 2nd round matches at random. The 3rd and the

4th round, matches will be allotted according to the results of the previous rounds, using the

“Power-pairing system”. This Power-pairing system basically matches teams that have won

the same number of votes. Under this system, we will adopt the so-called “high-low” rule, in

which if several teams have the same number of votes, the team that is higher in rank among
the group with the same votes, will be matched against the lower team in the same group.

Each round will have two judges. The two judges will decide the winner independently and

will vote separately. Each judge’s vote has equal value. (If the judges’ votes are split, the

round will be a “tie”)

The top four teams will be decided by the following criteria: (In case of “bye round” the

Organizer will calculate the vote. For further information, please refer to Supplementary 1)

@ The 1st criterion: Teams who won the most votes will be in the upper ranking.

@ The 2nd criterion: For each team, the total number of votes of the opponent teams will
be totaled. Among the teams with the same number of votes, the team with the higher
total opponent votes will be in the upper ranking.

@ The 3rd criterion: If both the number of votes and the total opponent votes are the same,
the team getting the higher communication points will go to the upper rankings.

@ The 4th criterion: If the above three criteria are all the same, the teams which get the
more ‘best debater awards’ will go to the upper ranking.

® The 6th criterion: If all of the above criteria are the same, only if the teams with the same
score played each other in the preliminary round, the team that won the preliminary
match between the two teams will be ranked higher.

® The 6th criterion: If all of the above criteria result in a tie, the student leaders of the tied
teams will be required to do a “Janken” (Rock, Scissors, Paper) in front of the judges. The
winner of the “Janken” will be ranked higher among the tied teams.
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The top four teams will play in the semi-finals, and the teams that won the semi-finals will
play in the final. The team that wins the final is the champion, the team that loses take the
second place, and the two teams that lose the semi-final are third. The winner of each final
match will be determined by the votes of an odd number of judges consisting of 3 or more
people, and the team with the most votes will be the winner.

The first to third prizes are awarded to the top four teams. A plaque and certificate will be
given to each team. Also, the best debater award will be given to excellent individuals. This
will be decided by consultation among the votes from all rounds.

The top two teams will qualify for the Kyushu High School English Debate Competition
sponsored by Kyueiren. Also, higher teams will have priority to participate in the HEnDA
national tournament. The number of the teams are not decided yet.

3. Teams and its Members

Each member on a participating team in this contest should belong to the same high school,

middle school or high technical college in Kumamoto Prefecture. Each team should consist of

4 to 6 students. A team with only 3 students or less is not allowed to register. (In exceptional

circumstances, such as an enrolled member’s sickness, the Organizer may allow a 3-member

team.) Also, each team member must meet the conditions below.

@ English native speakers are not allowed to participate in this tournament.

@ Where one or more of the following conditions apply, up to 2 members are allowed to

register in each team.

(1) A student with more than 12 months’ experience staying in a country where the first

language is English. (If the stay was before entering primary school, the stay need not be

counted)

(2) Astudent from countries where English is not the mother language, but is one of the official
languages. (If the student left the country before entering primary school, the stay need
not be counted)

(3) A student who mainly uses English at home.

*Exchange students are allowed to participate in the debate if he/she doesn’t come from an

English speaking country.

*If any team is suspected of having breached the above conditions, then the tournament

organizer will conduct an investigation.

Basically, teams are not allowed to change their members after the enrollment. In case a

team lacks a member because of an unavoidable accident, for example sickness or a traffic

accident, the Organizer will decide whether it would be appropriate for them to substitute

the member.JRAI & L

In each match, the non-debater students of the team will act as assistants of the Organizer.

As for assistants, if your team is on the affirmative side, they play the role of cahirperson,

and if they are on the negative side, they play the role of timekeeper. (The Organizer will

secure assistants for teams with only 4 members on the day due to illness or other reasons.)

Basically, all participating teams should have a School Judge. A School Judge should be a

person who has experience coaching debate teams at his/her school with the same proposition

as this contest, and has attended the judge training seminar held by the Kumamoto prefecture
14
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English teachers’ association. A teacher in charge of his/her school teams can be a School
Judge.

Teams, their teachers, and school judges are required to cooperate with the instructions
given by the Organizer. If the students, coaches, or judges violate the instructions, or violate
rules 10 and 11 during the contest, the team will be penalized. If the violation was judged as
malicious, all matches that the team partook will be considered as being lost, and further
participation will not be permitted and they will lose the chance to qualify for the finals. If
violations are discovered after the tournament, any awards given will be cancelled and
prizes must be returned.

4 . Procedure of the Rounds

Each round proceeds as follows;

(1) [Preparation (5 minutes before)] a Chairperson (CP, hereafter) and timekeeper (TK,
hereafter) will be seated 5 minutes before. Students who will be participating in the game
(debaters, hereafter) enter the game venue 5 minutes before the game and start preparing
for the game. Debaters should put their school name cards on the blackboard. Also, write
your name on the chalkboard so that the judges can see it.

(2) [Preparation of the round (2 minutes before)] Two minutes before the start of the game,

CP asks the debaters to take their seats. When facing the judges, the affirmative side will be

seated on the left, and the negative side will be seated on the right.

(3) [Announcement (60 seconds before)] TK starts announcement.

(4) [Start of the round] When the time comes, CP starts the game. During the game, debaters

cannot change their roles.

(5) [For each speech] Each speech will be given on the spot. Also Please follow the HEnDA
Rules for the role of each debater. In addition, considering the impact on the examination
and manners, please refrain from speaking or leaving your seat during the speech. If it's
too bad, the judges will warn you

(6) [Evidence] The definition of evidence and viewing by the opposing team will be the same
as the HEnDA Rules.

(7) [Chairperson/Timekeeper] CP announces the start of each speech, and TK starts counting
the time after each speaker’s self-introduction. TK also shows time to the debaters.

(8) [Recording ] Basically, the preliminary rounds cannot be recorded or videotaped in
consideration of portrait rights and the implementation of fair matches. This must be
announced before each match and also in the opening ceremony. However, if both teams
in a round agree to being recorded or the Organizer records for management purposes, it
may be permitted. If recording takes place without the permission of both teams, the
team concerned may not be allowed to participate in the final tournament. Teachers of the
participant teams should inform students of this rule to make sure that the tournament is
managed fairly.

(9) [After the round] After the round, all the debaters shake hands with all of their opponents.

(10) [Result announcement] Each judge individually decides which side wins, and fills in and
submit a judge sheet by FORMS. Then, Judges individually tell debaters the following
statements; (D The result of the game, i.e. the winner, @ a brief statement to explain
the reason for the decision. The judges will think independently and announce them
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individually. (When the number of the judges are even, and if the votes are split, the game
is even.)

16 The competition venue will be as shown in the diagram below. However, if there are
restrictions such as being unable to move the desk in the classroom, please follow the
instructions of the Organizer. From the farthest from the judges, sit in order of constructive
speaker (1), attack speaker (2), defense speaker (3), and summary speaker (4). CP and TK sit
at the same place as the judges.

Proposition on the blackboard|

Judges / CP / TK

Audience seats
- The audience seats may be chairs only.
-Write the name of the school and the name of the debaters
on the blackboard from A1 to A4 and from N1 to N4

5. Judges and Judging

1 6 Judges make decisions by themselves, independently. They decide the winner by focusing on
the content and persuasiveness of the speeches. While they are judging, they should prepare
for the brief comments at the announcement time. In the comments, judges will briefly tell
the debaters which was the most persuasive argument (AD1, AD2, DA1, or DA2) with reason(s).
Also, the following should be noted:

(1) Judgement must not be made based on a judge’s own belief or expertise knowledge;
rather, they must make the judgement based on the speeches. It must also be noted that the
decision should not be based only on the debaters’ English skills, such as pronunciation.

(2) After all the speeches, judges will vote for the winner, choosing the most persuasive
argument from AD1, AD2, DA1, and DA2. They must also choose the best debater in the
round. The best debater is not necessarily chosen from the team that the judge voted for.

(3) Judges can kindly ask or gesticulate for speakers to speak louder or more slowly when it is
too difficult to understand the speech. If the situation continues despite such attempts,
judges should advise students about proper speech during the comment time at the end of
the debate, and tell the debaters if it has influenced their decision making.

(4) Basically, the judges will be the head office judges requested by the Organizer and the

School judges of each team. Basically, the head office judges should have experience as

judges at prefectural competitions, etc., three times or more. The School judges must be

approved by Koeiken (see Rule 13). School judges cannot judge their own school. If you are
assigned to a judge for such a match, please notify the Organizer as soon as possible.
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(5) There will be two judges for the preliminaries. The number of judges for the final
tournament shall be an odd number of 3 or more, and will be announced separately by the
Organizer.

(6) No objections can be raised regarding the results determined by the judges of this
tournament.

Supplementary

1 Supplement 1: vote number by default

If a team cancels or drops out in the preliminary rounds, the vote will be calculated using
the formula below.
(1) The vote of the team (the win by default):
There are four rounds, so the average vote will be used as the vote of the win by default. If
the votes of other rounds are 2,1,2, the average will be 1.66. This number is rounded up and 2
votes go to the team (To sum up, the number of votes awarded to the team in the four rounds
is 2+1+2+2=7.)
(2) The vote of the opponent team
As for the opponent team’s vote, basically one vote will be given as the vote number of the
team that canceled. So if Team X canceled and Team Y had the default game, the opponent
votes that Team Y will be added 1 vote. However, if the situation is too critical, at that time,
the Organizer will adjust the vote number taking into considering fair management of the
game.

Time allocation

affirmative ) negative
4 members Speech minutes 4 members
A1 (DAffirmative Constructive Speech 4
Preparation Time 1
A1l @Questions from the Negative 2 N 4
(3Negative Constructive Speech 4 N 1
Preparation Time 1
A4 @Questions from the Affirmative 2 N 1
Preparation Time 2
(®Negative Attack 3 N 2
A3 ®Questions from the Affirmative 2 N 2
A2 (DAffirmative Attack 3
A2 (®Questions from the Negative 2 N 3
Preparation Time 2
A3 @Affirmative Defense 3
0Negative Defense 3 N 3
Preparation Time 2
A4 Affirmative Summary 3
(2Negative Summary 3 N 4
Total 4 2 min.
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