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Proposed amendments to the WSDC Rules to be considered at the World Schools Debating Council meeting on 18 February 2010. 

A. Executive Committee
Background.

The current rules do not give the Executive any power to fill any casual vacancy. In particular, they are silent as to what should happen if the Chairperson, Vice Chairperson and Secretary are unable to perform their tasks or have to stand down during their term of office.

Motion proposed by the Executive 
E1; 
That the following be added to the WSDC rules:

7.3.1  If the Chairperson's role becomes vacant or the Chairperson is unable to fulfil his or her duties, the Vice Chairperson shall fill the role of Chairperson until the next Council meeting at which the Executive Committee is to be elected;

7.3.2  If the Vice Chairperson’s or Secretary’s role becomes vacant or they are unable to fulfil their duties, then the Executive Committee shall have the power to appoint one of its remaining members to fill the role of  Vice Chairperson or Secretary until the next Council meeting at which the Executive Committee is to be elected;
 

73.3 The Executive Committee shall have the power to fill any other vacancy that arises in the Executive Committee until the next Council meeting at which the Executive Committee is to be elected;

B. Eligibility.
General Background 

The current rules with respect to a team member’s eligibility are as follows;

12.2 A member of a nation’s team must:
12.2.1 have been a full-time student at a secondary school within six months of the start of the Championships; and 

12.2.2 either: 

12.2.2.1 have been ordinarily resident in the nation for the previous 12 months, or 

12.2.2.2 be a passport-holding citizen of the nation, or 

12.2.2.3 have been a full-time student at a secondary school in the nation within six months of the start of the Championship; and 

12.2.3 have reached their 14th birthday by the start of the Championship; 

12.2.4 not to have reached their 19th birthday by the start of the Championship; and 

12.2.5 not be enrolled at a tertiary or post-secondary school institution where their first term of study begins on or before the opening day of the Championship.
Background to motions proposed by Mexico, seconded by Greece.

A number of nations involved in WSDC have students who turn 19 while still involved in secondary school and the rules as currently drafted prevent them from participating. 
Daragh Grant, on behalf of Mexico which is moving the proposal to remove the “under 19” restriction writes:

1. I don't think the rules, as drafted, are keeping up with the actual practices of schooling in many countries. For instance, I can think of a number of debaters I have worked with in Ireland, England, and Mexico who will turn 19 whilst still in full-time secondary education. I see no reason why the rules should be excluding bona fide secondary school students from debating at a schools debating competition. [This would be an argument for either of the two options for changing this rule]. This problem is particularly acute now that we are hosting the competition more frequently in the summer months in the northern hemisphere. Claire has mentioned that Australians and New Zealanders (much like most Scottish debaters) tend to leave school at 17 or 18, meaning this provision wouldn't really affect them. 
The only possible objection I can foresee to the admission of people over the age of 18 is that it would bring with it a significant competitive advantage to some teams, however I do not believe that something magical happens when a debater turns 19--that they get access to a range of arguments or facts that are inaccessible to 18 year olds. To maintain such a position, would be to argue that people get cleverer the older they get, which would be to ignore almost everything we know about the foundations of learning and education, and would be (obviously) negated by a cursory glance at the world around us. Moreover, I see no obvious ill-effects of allowing 19 year olds (or even older debaters) debate at the competition. In point of fact, the status quo in the rules is that 19 year olds can debate at the competition, but only if they turn 19 after the first day of the championships. This seems to me to be an inadequate status quo, and my proposal seeks to resolve it in a manner most favorable to high school debaters.

2. More fundamentally, I see no reason why we would exclude anybody attending a secondary school (irrespective of age) from debating at the championships. Just as I don't think there is a major advantage to somebody being 19 or 18, I don't think there is any plausible advantage to having a 28 year old 12th grader on your national debate squad. 
Moreover, given the code of conduct is clear on the question of what behavior is or is not appropriate between participants at the competition (legally and ethically), I see no child protection issues here either. In fact, if the national school system allows classes and schools to contain both 18 and 28 year old 12th formers, I see no reason to be concerned that our doing so would be dangerous. 
Moreover, I think that to prohibit participants over the age of 18 is a clear case of age discrimination (Conversely, this is not the case for the lower-bound age limit, which fulfills an obvious child protection purpose). You are, of course, correct to say that "any age limit is necessarily arbitrary," which is why my favored position is to have no age limit at all. However, if the competition does choose to discriminate on the grounds of age (which is something that is increasingly being legislated against, at least in the European Union) then I would favor doing so at an age threshold that allows the highest proportion of secondary school students to debate (namely 19).

As an aside, I would note that the possibility of having a 28 year old 12th former is based on the notion that a country would not have a separate system of adult secondary education/lifelong learning/continuing education/etc. If such a separate system exists, then these adult learners would not be deemed to be attending a "secondary school," and so there would be no likelihood of this problem arising. It is only in the instances where a country has a system of education where adults and teenagers are intermingled in classes that the 28 year old could attend the competition. 
It is worth noting, of course, that we already do have adults attending our competitions. In fact, the vast majority of debaters every year are adults. We continue to draw an arbitrary line at 18, which shows our progress from the days (not so long ago) when 21 was the age of maturity to adulthood in most jurisdictions. Now, many countries around the world have lowered this threshold to 16, yet we still treat our debaters as if they are children. In many jurisdictions there is no legal difference between an 18 year old, a 19 year old, or even a 50 year old. In a competition which prides itself on its goal of applying reason and logic to offer analysis of the world around us, I see no reason why we would have to embrace arbitrary discrimination when reason and logic provide a much more cogent alternative.
Motions proposed by Mexico, seconded by Greece.

M1; 
That Rules 12.2.1 – 12.2.2.3 be deleted and that Rule 12.2 be amended to read:

12.2  A member of a nation’s team must have been a full-time student at a secondary school in the nation within six months of the start of the Championship; and
M2: 
That rule 12.2.4, which currently reads "not to have reached their 19th birthday by the start of the Championship," be deleted and that rule 12.2.3 be amended to read:
12.2.3  have reached their 14th birthday by the start of the Championship; and
M2A (foreshadowed motion if M2 does not pass). 
That Rule 12.2.4, which currently reads "not to have reached their 19th birthday by the start of the Championship," be amended to read "not to have reached their 20th birthday by the start of the Championship."

Background to motion proposed by Pakistan, seconded by South Africa.
There may be circumstances in which the eligibility rules could prevent student debaters from participating in a championship which by its charter is open to all. Examples might be natural disasters, boundary or territorial issues, war or other matters outside the students’ control. It is impossible to define all the possibilities or predict the circumstances in which difficulties relating to eligibility might arise. 

The proposed rule change allows the Executive to consider applications from debaters who may not meet the eligibility criteria, with the Council being the final decision-maker if there is a dispute.  
Motion moved by Pakistan, seconded by South Africa
P1; 
That the following be added to the WSDC rules:

12.2.6 The Executive Committee may approve individual applications from students who do not meet the criteria set out in Rule 12.2.2, if the students can demonstrate a reasonable connection with the nation they seek to represent.  
 

12.2.7 Without limiting the matters the Executive Committee may take into account, factors such as length of residence, attendance at school in the nation, force majeure and special cultural or ethnic affiliation, may be considered.
 

12.2.8 The Executive Committee must advise the applicant or applicants and the Worlds Schools Debating Council of its decision with respect to any application under Rule 12.2.6. 
 

12.2.9 The World Schools Debating Council must resolve any dispute about eligibility under Rule 12.
C. Chief Adjudicators.
Background

The current rules with respect to the Chief Adjudicator are as follows: 

15.1.1 There shall be a Chief Adjudicator for each championship.

15.1.2 The Host shall nominate the Chief Adjudicator. The nomination must be approved either by the World Council at its meeting the previous year, or by the Executive if the appointment is made after that.
A number of hosts wish to have or have had more than one Chief Adjudicator. Furthermore, given that the host is selected two championships beforehand and has to have named the proposed Chief Adjudicator(s) in the bid document, it seems sensible that the Council approves the Chief Adjudicator(s) at the same time it approves the bid.

Motions proposed by Wales, seconded by Mexico.

W1

That Rule 15.1.1 be amended to read:

15.1.1 There shall be at least one and no more than two Chief Adjudicators for each championship.
W2

That Rule 15.1.2 be amended to read:

15.1.2 The Host shall nominate the Chief Adjudicator(s). The nomination must be approved either by the World Council at its meeting at the same time that it appoints the host for that Championship under Rule 19 or by the Executive Committee if the appointment is made after that. 

 
D. Coaching.
Background
The current rules about coaches are as follows;

12.7.1 Every team at the championship must be accompanied by a team coach. 

12.7.2 All team coaches must be aged 19 or above.
In recent times, nations have started to bring two coaches or a coach and an assistant coach to WSDC. The assistant coach has previously, in the instances which the Executive of WSDC has been able to verify, been over the age of 19 and has paid an observer’s fee. This year one nation brought one coach and two assistant coaches (one of whom was under the age of 19 and who paid an observer’s fee. The Executive agreed this could be done.)
Furthermore, over the last two years, members of the Executive and host organising committees have, when checking the eligibility of participants, identified coaches or assistant coaches who have been under the age of 19. 

It can be argued (and has been) that because the rules say nothing about assistant coaches, (a) they do not have to be aged 19 and above (b) there can be more than one of them in addition to the coach and (c) they might benefit from the reduced registration fees  which the team coach ordinarily pays. 

These examples suggest a rule change might be considered so the Executive is bringing it to the Council for consideration.

A rule change may bring some consistency and enable all nations to know what coaches they can bring and all to know that they have the option, if they are able to do so, of bringing and training someone under the age of 19 as an assistant coach. In addition, it may give the host nation more clarity as to what to do and say at the time it fixes the registration fees.
Motions proposed by the Executive.
E2
That there be a new Rule 12.7.3 as follows:

12.7.3. A nation may also bring an assistant or deputy coach 

12.7.3.1. Assistant or deputy coaches can be under 19 years of age but must no longer be attending a secondary school at the time of Championships.   

12.7.3.2. Assistant or deputy coaches may be recognised as coaches or observers, at the discretion of the host country, for the purpose of registration fees. 

E2A (foreshadowed motion if E2 does not pass). 

That rule 12.7.1 be deleted and replaced with the following:

12.7.1 Every team at the championship must be accompanied by at least one team coach and not more than two;

And that there be a new rule 12.7.3 as follows: 

12.7.3. A nation may choose to identify one of its coaches as an assistant or deputy coach. 

12.7.3.1. Assistant or deputy coaches can be under 19 years of age but must no longer be attending a secondary school at the time of Championships.   

E3
That the current rules 12.7.3 and 12.7.4 be renumbered as 12.7.4 and 12.7.5.

E. Awards.
Background 

At present the rule which specifies that awards should be given to the highest ranking EFL and ESL teams is Rule 17 “Languages” Added to the end of the Rule is Rule 17.11 which provides for awards for teams in the semi final and Grand final. This does not really fit into the rule about languages.
The rules that relate to awards are as follows:

17.2 Special awards shall be given to: 

17.2.1 the highest-ranked English-as-a-foreign-language (EFL) team, and 

17.2.2 the highest-ranked English-as-a-second-language (ESL) team.
... 

17.10 A team which reaches the Grand Final of the Championships shall be ineligible for the EFL and ESL awards. 

17.11 In addition to the special awards given to the highest-ranked EFL and ESL teams, special awards shall also be given to all teams which reach the Semi-Finals or Grand Final of the championships.
Beth James from Wales has, at a previous WSDC Council meeting, raised the issue of formally including a special award to recognise the achievement of the highest ranked new nation/team in the competition and this proposal has received support from Council members. A rule change is therefore now formally submitted to be considered at the forthcoming AGM.
However this new rule addition does not really fit into Rule 17 in a logical way. Similarly, there is not currently a rule which recognises that the top speakers in each category should receive an award (This just seems to be something we leave to the discretion of each host and hope they do.) 
Accordingly, it is proposed that the parts of Rule 17 relating to awards be deleted so that the Rule focuses on the classification of ESL and EFL teams and speakers and that a new Rule 20 is added to the rules which specifically details which awards should be given and to which teams. The ineligibility of EFL/ESL teams for the EFL/ESL award if they reach the Grand Final is also removed.
 

Motion proposed by Wales, seconded by Mexico.
W3
That Rules 17.2, 17.10 and 17.11 be deleted, and that the following rules be added to the WSDC rules;

20. Awards. 

20.1 Special awards shall be given at the conclusion of each championship to: 

20.1.1 all teams which reach the Semi-Finals or Grand Final of the championships. 

20.1.2 the highest-ranked EFL team in accordance with Rule 17 

20.1.3 the highest-ranked ESL team in accordance with Rule 17 

20.1.4 the highest-ranked new team 

20.1.4.1 A new team is a team from a nation competing for the first time at the Championship at which the award is given. 

20.1.5 the highest-ranked speaker  

20.1.6 the highest-ranked EFL speaker in accordance with Rule 17
20.1.7 the highest-ranked ESL speaker in accordance with Rule 17
20.1.8. the highest ranked speaker from a new team in accordance with Rule 20.1.4.1.  The recipient of this award must not have participated at a previous Championship. 

20.2 The form of the awards described in Rules 20.1.1-8 shall be wholly at the discretion of the hosts. 
20.3 The host may also decide to acknowledge or give awards to other teams or speakers.  
