
NDCA National Championship 
 
The following document is the governing document for the NDCA national championship. The 
criteria listed may be amended by the NDCA Board of Directors. Special accommodations may be 
made in procedures when circumstances dictate it (for example, the need for online competition 
in 2021 because of the global pandemic).  
 
For 2021, the NDCA National Championship tournament will offer competition in eight divisions 
of debate: Policy, Lincoln Douglas, Public Forum, and World Schools and Novice divisions in each. 
Necessary composition of teams in the four varsity divisions will be explained in the section for 
each division.  
 
 
Qualification for the tournament 
 
 
Any adult-sponsored tournament can count toward qualification. If the tournament has used 
Tabroom.com for tabulation, the points are automatically calculated for that tournament. If, 
however, the tournament is not included in your students’ points earned, please contact NDCA 
Championships tournament director, Dave Huston at david.huston@gcisd.net.  
 
Teams and/or individuals may qualify for the tournament based on the following points formula: 
 
The formula is based on the following criteria: 
 

1. The number of teams attending the tournament (up to 80 Policy teams/100 LDers/120 PF 
teams) 

2. Diversity of Tournament Multiplier  
3. Elimination Success Multiplier  
4. Preliminary round win percentage  

 
Explanation of the Diversity of Tournament Multiplier: 
 
1-2 states: 1.0 
3-5 states: 1.2 
6-8 states: 1.4 
9-12 states: 1.6 
13-15 states: 1.8 
16 or more states: 2.0 
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Explanation of Elimination Success Multiplier: 
 
Didn’t clear: 1 
Clearing but no wins in elim rounds: 1.1 
Octas (winning at least 1 elim): 1.2  
Quarters (winning at least 1 elim): 1.4  
Semi (winning at least 1 elim)s: 1.6  
Finals (winning at least 1 elim): 1.8  
Champion: 2.3 
 
Every elimination round beginning with at least octafinals is worth a bonus after the number of 
participants in elimination rounds is less than or equal to half the number of entries. For example, 
a tournament with 15 entries doesn't count for a bonus until semifinals. A tournament with 16 
entries would count beginning with quarterfinals. A team must win an elimination round to get 
bonus points beyond clearing. For example, if a tournament breaks to semifinals and a team loses 
in semifinals the multiplier is 1.1. 
 
Example: In 2020, Grapevine had 80 varsity policy teams representing 18 states. 18 states is a 
Diversity of Tournament Multiplier (DTM) of 2.0. If a team is 4-1 in prelims their prelim win 
percentage is .8, winning a doubles/octos debate and losing in quarters gives them a 1.4 
Elimination Success Multiplier (ESM). So if a team was 4-1 in prelims and lost in the quarterfinals 
at Grapevine their points would be: 80*2*1.4*.8 =180 
 
Teams and/or individuals will count their best five tournament performances in the 
varsity/open division of virtually any tournament using the current year’s resolutions in their 
divisions. That would include the NFHS policy debate resolution and the NSDA Public Forum and 
Lincoln Douglas resolutions in corresponding months. Tournaments that use other resolutions 
are not eligible for NDCA points.  
 
A team may accrue points competing in the varsity/open division of any tournament occurring 
prior to the application deadline and that has at least twice as many entries as preliminary 
rounds. For example, a tournament with 6 preliminary rounds must have at least 12 entries to 
become a tournament that can count towards qualification. Tournaments such as round robins 
that utilize an even number of judges for preliminary competition are not eligible. 
 
Policy or Public Forum teams may apply even if they haven’t debated together previously or if 
they haven’t debated at five tournaments together. In such instances, each individual's best five 
tournaments regardless of partner are counted, then divided by two, and then the two individual 
scores are added together to create the team point total. 
 
Qualification awards 
 



Teams and or individuals with the highest point total using this qualification system, are in 
attendance at the NDCA Championships, and in the case of Public Forum and policy debate 
teams, have debated together at all five tournaments used for qualification will earn the 
following awards.  
 
Policy Debate  The David P. Baker Award for Season Long Excellence. 
Lincoln Douglas The Bailey and Dukes Cup 
Public Forum  NDCA Award for Season Long Excellence 
 
Additional qualification requirements 
 

Students must represent a school and be eligible to participate in extracurricular activities for 
that school. If the tournament director determines that a given entry does not represent a school 
that entry may only file an appeal to the board if they registered for the tournament prior to 
March 15th. Coaches acknowledge that by entering the tournament that their students are in 
compliance with the tournament rules. It is the obligation of the coach to file an appeal prior to 
March 15th if there is a situation that stretches the limits of one of the rules, such as the definition 
of the word “school”.  
 
Students competing in the NDCA National Championship tournament must be accompanied by 
an adult who is an employee of the school or school district the student represents. To fulfill the 
requirements of this section schools must fill out and send in Appendix C. 
 
 
Entry Limits 
 
All NDCA member schools are entitled to at least one entry in Policy Debate and LD. Every 
qualified entry adds one entry to a school's allowable limit. For example, if a school has one entry 
that meets the qualification standard, that school is allowed two entries. Two qualified entries 
allow three entries, etc.  
 
All divisions of the NDCA Championships will accept up to ninety (90) teams. Any team that has 
reached elimination rounds in varsity competition will be eligible to enter the tournament. 
Initially, all entries will be placed on the waiting list. The tournament director will review their 
points earned using the NDCA points database. Two entries from member schools will be 
released off the waiting list immediately if they have earned at least 500 points and apply prior 
to March 15. Next priority is to admit additional teams from the waitlist prioritizing first time 
attendees and schools from different regions of the country who have earned at least 500 points. 
Other teams will be admitted off the waitlist until the event is at capacity. The list of entries will 
be made publicly available. 
 
  



Tournament Committee Composition 
 
At its Fall meeting, the National Debate Coaches Association Board shall elect, by majority vote, 
a tournament director to conduct the spring championship tournament (The National Debate 
Coaches Association Championships). The appointed individual may serve multiple terms but 
must be reappointed at each Fall meeting. The tournament director shall create a tab room 
committee that should include, but not necessarily be limited to, at least one person for each 
division to administer the tournament as directed by this document. The tournament director 
should strive to create a tab room committee with a high school college partnership seeking to 
avoid personnel with students competing in the tournament. Individuals may serve on more than 
one of the tournament committees. 

 
At the beginning of round one, all decisions related to running the NDCA National Championship 
debate tournament will be made by the tab room committee, guided by this document, and 
implemented by the tournament director until the tournament is completed. This rule is meant 
to clarify that it is impossible for the NDCA Board to anticipate every contingency that will arise 
during the tournament and efficient tournament management will occasionally require that 
difficult decisions be made quickly without a specific rule outlined in this document.  
 
NDCA Board members should not be members of the tab room committee. The Tournament 
Director may be an NDCA Board member, however, once the tournament is underway the 
tournament director is charged with implementing decisions of the tab room committee but is 
not a member of that committee. The tournament director will, however, be consulted on any 
potential rule violations or anomalies that might impact tournament administration. When 
needed, the NDCA will utilize ombudspersons and/equity officers.  
 
The NDCA considers debate events to be, by definition, open to the public. Interested parties, 
parents, friends, other competitors, school officials, etc. are all allowed to observe, including note 
taking, preliminary and elimination rounds of competition in all events. For 2021, we will not 
allow observers due to the NSDA Campus platform restrictions on observers. 
 
 

Pairing of debates 
 
To the extent possible, the tabroom committee should equalize competition in preset debates 
and power match high/low within brackets starting with round 3. 
 

Debaters qualifying for elimination rounds 
 
All teams winning four preliminary rounds advance to elimination rounds. These procedures 
remain as guidance for seeding purposes in both preliminary and elimination round competition. 
 
Wins 



High/low points 
Total points 
Opposition Wins 
Double high/low points 
Judge Variance 
Random number 
 
If there are less than 40 entries in any division, the recommended tournament schedule for the 
NDCA National Championships in that division will be changed to five preliminary rounds. All 
participants winning at least 4 preliminary rounds of competition will advance to elimination 
rounds. 

 

Speaker awards 

 
The tournament will use the following tie breaking procedure to determine speaker awards: 
 
High/low points 
Total points 
Double high/low 
Opposition wins 
Judge controlled variance 
Opposition points 
Random number generation 
 
Any student who forfeits a round of competition will be ineligible for a speaker award. 
 

Judge assignment 
 
Judges should be assigned using a five category mutual preference system (either judge or unit 
based) where tournament participants are required to rank a minimum of 20% of 
judges/rounds available as 1, 20% of judges/rounds available as 2, 20% of judges/rounds 
available as 3, 15% of judges as 4. Tournament participants may strike (rank of 6) up to 10% of 
judges/rounds available. Conflicts should be ranked as 5.  
 
When filling out the mutual preference system debaters have an affirmative obligation to select 
as “conflicts/constrained” those judges they know will be required to conflict themselves as 
identified in the “Judge conflicts” portion of this document. 
 
The tab room will “correct” mistakes in preferences by randomly moving judges up categories to 
ensure the requisite percentages are met. Judges will all be ranked as 1 for debaters not turning 
in a preference sheet. 
 



Mutual preference sheets should be received no later than 12 hours prior to the scheduled 
release of pairings for round 1. Debaters may turn in their mutual preference sheets after this 
deadline.  However, the tab room will be under no obligation to honor the stated preferences 
until 2 rounds after the sheets are received. 
 
Debates should be assigned judges by computer in the following priority order whenever 
possible: 
 
Round 3 teams with no losses get first priority, then teams with 1 loss, then teams with 2 losses. 
Round 4 teams with 1 loss, undefeated, 2 losses, 3 losses 
Round 5 teams with 2 losses, 1 loss, undefeated, 3 losses, 4 losses. 
Round 6 teams with 2 losses, 1 loss, undefeated, 3 losses, 4 losses, 5 losses. 
 
Starting with the quarterfinals, when possible, the tab room will present competing debaters 
with “strike cards” listing seven potential judges and debaters will be allowed to strike two of the 
seven judges on the strike card to create judging panels of either three, five or seven judges. 
 
In addition to the mutual preference system, the following constraints operate in preliminary 
rounds to disqualify judges from assignment (in decreasing order of importance):  
 
a. The judge cannot judge a debater from his or her school.  
b. A judge shall not judge a debater on whose strike list he or she appears. 
c. The judge shall not judge a debater he or she has previously judged on the same side.  
d. The judge shall not judge a debater on his or her conflict of interest list.  
e. The judge shall not judge a debater that he or she has heard on the opposite side.  

 

Judge conflicts 
 
Tournament judges should be provided with a conflict sheet and asked to complete the 
following procedure: 
 
You should mark as a conflict any student: 
 
(1) whose high school you attended in recent years (five years should be the minimum) 
(2) to whom you are related; 
(3) who attends a school with whom you have had a coaching or judging relationship, paid or 
unpaid, during the past two school years (does not apply if your only relationship to a school was 
as a hired judged at that school’s tournament) 
(4) who attends a school that has offered to hire you to coach or judge in the future 
(5) for whom you have ever had primary instructional responsibility as, e.g., a school coach or a 
personal coach 
(6) with whom you have or have in the past had personal friendships or romantic relationships, 
or with whom you socialize in non-debate settings; 



(7) who personally has provided your transportation or housing at this tournament, or who 
attends a school that has provided your transportation or housing at this tournament; 
(8) who has been hired by, or who has an outstanding explicit or implicit offer from, a debate 
business (e.g., workshop or brief company) to which you have financial ties. 
(9) if your current, or in the past two years, coach of record is currently coaching the student. 
(10)  If you coach or debate for a college/university, any student that is debating for your program 
next year or whom your school is still actively recruiting. 
(11) with whose coach(es) you have or have in the past had romantic relationships. 
(12) to whom you bear any other relationship that might reasonably be thought to compromise 
your impartiality as a judge.  To determine whether a relationship meets this test, you might ask 
yourself, “If I were a competing student and knew nothing about my judge except that he or she 
bore the relationship in question to my competitor or my competitors coach, would I have any 
doubts about his or her impartiality?”  If the answer is “yes,” you should mark students to whom 
you bear that relationship as conflicts. 

 

Use of Technology 
 
The use of computers during debates is permitted for both flowing and research purposes 
including retrieval of evidence stored on hard drives and accessing resources via the internet 
during debates. 
Students should not attempt to use electronic devices to initiate contact with outside parties 
during a debate. The penalty for violation of this rule is loss of the debate in question and zero 
speaker points assigned to the offending debater. This rule recommends, but does not require, 
that all text messaging devices and cell phones be turned off during debates. It is meant to restrict 
the debaters from initiating that contact. Example: A student’s cell phone ringing during a debate 
would not violate the rule. A student calling or text messaging their coach during a debate would 
violate this rule. 
 
Elimination Round Procedures 
 
The elimination round bracket should be released no later than four hours after the completion 
of the last preliminary debate. 
 
Brackets should not be broken during elimination rounds.  
 
If a debater or team fails to arrive at their designated round at least fifteen minutes prior to the 
announced start time in a flip for sides round, the tab room will allow the debater or team present 
to choose their preferred side for the debate. If sides are locked and the late arriving debater or 
team is designated affirmative, the negative debater or team may request a delay of up to fifteen 
minutes to ensure both debaters have adequate preparation time.  
 



Forfeit time is fifteen minutes after the announced start time of each round. Only a member of 
the tab room committee or their designee may declare a debate a forfeit due to the late arrival 
of a debater or team. 

 

Clipping 
 
A judge should find clipping has occurred when a debater represents that they have read five 
words or more that they did not read in any speech. If the judge finds that clipping has occurred, 
the penalty is a loss for the team and zero speaker points for the debater who "clipped." If a team 
makes a false accusation of clipping, the penalty is a loss and zero speaker points for both 
debaters on the team who made the false accusation. 
 
Technical malfunction isn't an excuse for clipping. Debaters have an obligation to accurately 
represent the material they have read. If a judge finds that students represented that they read 
material that they did not read, they have committed a clipping violation and penalties should be 
imposed even if the judge doesn't think there was ill intent. 
 
The enforcement of a clipping violation is left solely to the discretion of the judge(s) and cannot 
be appealed to that division’s tab room or the NDCA Board. 
 
Tournament participants will be required to submit a parental permission form (Appendix D) 
allowing students to be audio taped to ensure that clipping is not occurring. Participants who are 
recorded may require that the recording be deleted after the judge has rendered a decision and 
clipping was not raised as an issue. 

 

Amendments 

 
This document may be amended in any of the following ways: 
  
1) By a simple majority vote of the board. 
2) A member of the NDCA that is not a board member may submit a written request for 
amendment to the NDCA President at any time. If said written request includes the signature of 
10 or more members of the NDCA, the NDCA President should, within one week, submit the 
amendment to the board for a vote. The amendment is approved if a simple majority of the board 
votes in favor. If the amendment fails to receive a simple majority of board votes, the person 
submitting the amendment may attempt to include more signatures. If the amendment is 
resubmitted with signatures of more than half of the NDCA membership within one year of the 
board’s rejection of the amendment then the amendment is approved without a board vote. For 
the purposes of this procedure "half of the NDCA membership" will be determined by dividing 
the number of NDCA members on the day the amendment is rejected by the board and divided 
by two. 
3) These procedures may be amended by a simple majority vote of the board consistent with 
voting procedures as specified in the bylaws. 



 
Policy Debate Rules 
 
The tournament will use the current National Federation of High Schools resolution for policy 
debate. 
 
The tournament will offer 6 rounds of preliminary competition.  
 
Time limits will be 8 minute constructive speeches, 5 minute rebuttal speeches, and 3 minute 
cross-examination period. Each team will be given 10 minutes of preparation time. 
 
All teams winning four or more of their preliminary rounds will qualify for elimination rounds.  
 
Policy debate competition is considered a team activity. Once tournament competition begins 
should one or both members of a team be unable to participate in a scheduled round of 
competition the team must forfeit those debates. 
 
 
Public Forum Debate Rules 
 
The tournament will use the April National Speech and Debate Association resolution for public 
forum debate. 
 
The tournament will offer 6 rounds of preliminary competition. All participants winning at least 
4 preliminary rounds of competition will advance to elimination rounds. 
 
Time limits will be: 
Speaker 1 (Team A, 1st speaker) 4 minutes 
Speaker 2 (Team B, 1st speaker) 4 minutes 
 
Crossfire (between speakers 1 and 2) 3 minutes 
 
Speaker 3 (Team A, 2nd speaker) 4 minutes 
Speaker 4 (Team B, 2nd speaker) 4 minutes 
 
Crossfire (between speakers 3 and 4) 3 minutes 
 
Speaker 1 Summary 3 minutes 
Speaker 2 Summary 3 minutes 
 
Grand Crossfire (all speakers) 3 minutes 
 
Speaker 3 Final Focus 2 minutes 
Speaker 4 Final Focus 2 minutes 



 
Each team may use up to three minutes of prep time. 
 
Each speaker will be assigned individual speaker points on a scale of 20-30.  
 
All rounds, including elimination rounds, will be flip for sides and positions. If teams in elimination 
rounds have met previously in prelims, they will still flip for sides and positions. 
 
Public Forum debate competition is considered a team activity. Once tournament competition 
begins should one or both members of a team be unable to participate in a scheduled round of 
competition the team must forfeit those debates. For seeding purposes students who forfeit 
debates will have their points averaged. 
 
Lincoln Douglas Rules 
 
The tournament will use the January/February National Speech and Debate Association 
resolution for Lincoln Douglas debate. 
 
The tournament will offer 6 rounds of preliminary competition. All debaters winning four or more 
of their preliminary rounds will qualify for elimination rounds. 
 
Time limits will be six-three-seven-three-four-six-three with four minutes of flex prep (optional 
use) time for each debater.  
 
Flex prep will be utilized with the following guidelines: 
 
1. Each debater can choose to use their flex prep for prep time or to ask questions of their 
opponent. The opponent is required to respond to these questions as if it were a normal cross-
examination period. 
2. Flex prep may not be used to ask questions after the 2AR. 
3. The person who is using their flex time can ask questions of their opponent but isn’t required 
to respond to questions. 
 
 
World Schools Rules 
 
Tournament motions, both prepared and impromptu, will be written by members of the World 
Schools division staff, and in consultation with experienced persons if necessary. Prepared 
motions will be posted on the tournament website no later than 30 days prior to the tournament 
start date.  
 
The tournament will offer 6 rounds of preliminary competition. The first, third, and fifth rounds 
will be impromptu motions; the second, fourth, and sixth will be prepared motions. The first 



elimination round will be an impromptu round. Regardless of the number of elimination rounds, 
the semifinal round will be an impromptu round. The final round will be a prepared motion. 
 
Teams will consist of 3-5 members. Three debaters from each team, defending either the 
proposition or opposition, will compete in a round. The other two team members may observe 
the round, but not actively participate in it. The three speakers for each team will introduce 
themselves to the chair, and inform the chair as to the speaking position they will have. Each 
speaker has only one constructive (substantive) speech of eight minutes in length. Either the first 
or second speaker from each team will have a four-minute reply speech. The opposition will 
deliver their reply speech first.  
 
After the first minute and before the last minute of any substantive speech, the opposing team 
may rise for a Point of Information (POI). The POI may either be a question or a statement. The 
speaker may choose to recognize or waive down the POI. Speakers are discouraged from offering 
POI’s of longer than 15 seconds and more frequent than 20 seconds apart.  
 
The tabulation program will use the tiebreaking procedures and points unique to World Schools 
debate, based on the traditional World Schools ballot. That ballot features the following: 
 
a. Style: 40% of total score. Speakers should communicate clearly using effective rate, pitch, tone, 
hand gestures, facial expressions, etc. The use of notes should not be penalized unless it hinders 
delivery; however, speakers should not read their speeches. Notes are to be used only for 
reference. 
b. Content: 40% of total score. This portion of the score should focus on the argumentation used 
by the speaker, divorced from the style. Weak arguments should be marked accordingly, even if 
the other team does not expose a weak argument. Judges should not be influenced by their own 
personal beliefs or specialized knowledge when making this decision. 
c. Strategy: 20% of total score. Strategy consists of whether or not the speaker understands the 
importance of the issues in the debate and the structure/timing of the speech. Debaters should 
identify the most substantive issues and allocate their time to covering issues based on the 
relative importance. Strategy may also consider answers to points of information and choosing 
when/how to address them. Strategy is not content: a speaker who answers the critical issues 
with weak responses should get poor marks for content but good marks for strategy 
 
A judge’s scoring decisions using the above criteria are at the sole discretion of the judge(s) in 
the round and cannot be protested. 
 
The assessment of the quality and appropriate use of evidence as it relates to the scoring of the 
debate is the sole discretion of the judge(s) in the round. This assessment cannot be protested. 
The adjudication of the validity of evidence and argumentation used in a debate and its effect on 
scoring is the sole responsibility of the judge(s) in the round. This assessment by the judge cannot 
be protested. 
 
 



 
Suggested Tournament Schedule 
 
Day 1 
 
--Onsite electronic registration opens 
--Mutual preference sheets due 
 
Day 2 
 
--Four rounds of competition in each division 
--Round 1 & 2 pre-set 
--Round 3 & 4 power matched hi/lo 
--When virtual hosting is used, no round will start earlier than 10am CST. When the hosting in-
person, Round 1 will begin no earlier than 8:30am 
--The schedule will accommodate for meals and adequate preparation between rounds 
 
Day 3 
 
--Two additional preliminary rounds in each division 
--Teams with a 4-2 record or better will compete in first appropriate elimination round in their 
division. The first elimination round will be followed by a second elimination round. 
--Awards will take place after the final preliminary round and before the first elimination round 
 
Day 4 
 
--If used, strike cards will be made available at least one hour before the beginning of the third 
scheduled elimination round    
--If necessary, four additional elimination rounds will be scheduled. 
 
In both preliminary and elimination round competition forfeit time is fifteen minutes after the 
announced start time of each round. Only a member of the tab room committee or their 
designee may declare a debate a forfeit due to the late arrival of a team. The tournament 
committee should strive to create an announced start time that is at least thirty minutes after 
the release of the pairings for each round. On Day 1 and 2 the forfeit rule should be strictly 
enforced.  
 
Novice Division Rules (For 2021) 
 
There will be no evidence restrictions for novice divisions. 
 
To be eligible, a team or debater must be in their first year of high school debate. There will be 
no points element attached to these divisions. 
 



Each novice division will be capped at ninety (90) teams. Upon registering, all entries will be 
placed on the waitlist. Each school will get two (2) entries off the waitlist. Once two teams, from 
each school that desires to have two entries compete, are off the waitlist, other entries will be 
allowed off the waitlist until the division is at capacity. 
 
No high school students may serve as judges in the Novice divisions. 
 
All other varsity division rules will apply to the novice divisions in each event. 
 

  



NDCA Clipping Guidelines 

 
In response to a recent rise in the accusations of “card clipping” in high school policy, public forum 
and Lincoln-Douglas debates, on February 2nd, 2014 the National Debate Coaches Association 
approved a definition of “clipping.” As a result, the NDCA currently defines “card clipping” as, “A 
judge should find clipping has occurred when a debater represents that they have read five words 
or more that they did not read in any speech. If the judge finds that clipping has occurred the 
penalty is a loss for the team and zero speaker points for the debater who "clipped." If a team 
makes a false accusation of clipping the penalty is a loss and zero speaker points for both debaters 
on the team who made the false accusation. 
Technical malfunction isn't an excuse for clipping. Debaters have an obligation to accurately 
represent the material they have read. If a judge finds that students represented that they read 
material that they did not read then it's clipping and penalties should be imposed even if the 
judge doesn't think there was ill intent. 
The enforcement is left solely to the discretion of the judge(s) and cannot be appealed to the 
tabroom or the NDCA Board.”  
 
While the NDCA has come to an agreement on the definition of “card clipping,” the scope of the 
NDCA authority doesn’t go beyond the NDCA national championship tournament. The NDCA 
encourages schools who host tournaments to adopt this or a similar rule regarding clipping and 
post it in their invitation. Tournament hosting schools are also encouraged to use the NDCA 
Suggested Guidelines For Card Clipping Accusations in their invitation materials and judge 
information packets. Tournament hosts should be aware of applicable state laws involving the 
recording of minors. Best practice is for tournaments to require debate entries to complete a 
parental authorization form allowing audio recordings. NDCA National Championships 
tournament procedures Appendix D is an example of a suitable form. 
 
The following are the suggested guidelines for judges in resolving “card clipping” accusations:   
 
1.  At whatever point the accusation happens, the judge should immediately pause the debate.   
 
2. The judge should then read the definition that the tournament provides for what constitutes 
“card clipping.”  
 
3. Next, the judge should inform both teams that either the accused team will be found guilty of 
clipping and will receive a loss and the offending student will be given zero speaker points, or the 
accused team will be found innocent of clipping and the accusing team will receive the loss and 
both receive zero speaking points.  
 
4. The accusing team can then decide to continue with or cease in their accusation of clipping. In 
the event that they decide not to level the accusation, the debate proceeds as normal. If the 
accusing team decides they will indeed make a clipping accusation the debate ceases and the 
round is decided entirely on whether or not clipping has occurred.  



 
5. The accusing team then presents their evidence of clipping to the judge(s) (a recording, 
differences in marked evidence documents, etc.) 
 
6. The judge(s) reviews the evidence and makes a decision on whether or not the definition of 
clipping has been violated or not.  
*In the event that the judge feels that insufficient evidence exists, and the judge has no firsthand 
knowledge the clipping occurred, the win should go to the team being accused.  
 
7. Judges are encouraged to use this as a teaching moment in the decision process. And to 
maintain respectful and helpful instructions to both sides while rendering their decision based 
on the result of the accusation.  
 
8. When filling out the ballot, make sure to write the basis and explanation for decision so that 
coaches can be made aware of the context of the situation.  
 
9. Please also alert the tab room so they can note that a challenge has been made.  
 
*All discussion while adjudicating the decision should happen in front of both teams. The judge 
should refrain from any private conversations with only one team or debater, so as to maintain 
complete transparency.  
 
**None of this precludes a judge, based on their own judgement, from deciding clipping has 
occurred. As has been traditional practice, judges are empowered based on their own flow, 
following speech documents, recordings and/or other information that clipping has occurred and 
to level appropriate penalties 
 
***These guidelines only apply to the varsity division, jv and novice divisions should be dealt with 
based on best estimation of intent and judges should use the situation as a teaching moment 
instead of purely a punitive measure.  
 

  



Appendix C - Student Permissions 

 
I hereby certify that the following students are enrolled at our school and are eligible to represent 
our school at the National Debate Coaches Association National Championships: 
 
Name of student ___________________________________ 
 
Name of student ___________________________________ 
 
Name of student ___________________________________ 
 
Name of student ___________________________________ 
 
Name of student ___________________________________ 
 
Name of student ___________________________________ 
 
Name of student ___________________________________ 
 
Name of student ___________________________________ 
 
Name of student ___________________________________ 
 
Name of student ___________________________________ 
 
Name of student ___________________________________ 
 
Name of student ___________________________________ 
 
Name of student ___________________________________ 
 
Name of student ___________________________________ 
 
These students will be accompanied by ______________________________ (insert name of 
Chaperone) who is an official employee of the school or school district these students represent. 
 
Name of School _______________________________________________ 
 
Principal/Head of School signature _______________________________________________ 
 
Principal/Head of School printed name ____________________________________________ 

 
  



Appendix E - Fee Waivers 

 
The NDCA is interested in ensuring highly qualified students are able to attend the NDCA National 
Championships. As a result, fee waivers are available to competitors in need of financial 
assistance who finish in the top 100 of either the David P. Baker Award (Policy Debate) or The 
Patricia Bailey and Marilee Dukes Cup (Lincoln-Douglas Debate). 
 
If you are seeking a fee waiver as a result of lack of institutional support and personal financial 
needs, please have your Principal or Head of School fill out the following: 
 
I certify that our school provides little to no support for the debate program and this student has 
a need for financial assistance that justifies waiving their entry fee. 
 
Name of School: ________________________ 
 
Principal/Head of School signature: ________________________ 
 
Principal/Head of School Printed Name: ________________________ 
 
Principal/Head of School Contact Email: ________________________ 
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