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i i + least, egin e
maturity, the authors wish to, a s ) L 58s of
i ipli - tigation uses ci
sciplinar self-awareness. Tals inves _
2;aly§is, g form of bibliometrics, to examine the scholarly
i ature base of the CEDA communlty. ) ) )
lltersibliometric methods offer a wide variety oﬁ 1nformat1§ntﬁz
many audiences. Reeves and Borgman.(19§3) outllna Tany [¢)
potential beneficiaries from use of citation analysis:

A growing body of literature suggests ?hat CLtat+on data canthe acggzgfi
a relatively objective evaluation for joarnal editors, ere Wi e
associations that publish journals, and tha reslearc‘eut ho comtribute
to the journals, as well as provide information fpo 16 now Iesearct
specialties and a determination of the interdisciplinary

research programs and projects. {(p. 122)

These research methods also allow educators to ldantlfysgggzi
publications considered most inflaentlal_ by th'e_Lrl reo are
colleagues and to use these resources in the instructiona bgzngSlO&
Despite the potential advantages, researchers hiye een =22
to adopt bibliometric analysis. Paisley Ql989).recent Y Co‘rtuall’
"Bibliometric studies, common in information science, are i%'s may
unknown in communication research" (p. 1Q7). Wh%let‘ i alez
overstate the facts, bibliometric rasaarch in gomTanlcat;ZQ]phave
to the "(1l)andmark studies of scientlflc communlcaufon { hatl ey
taken place in physics, cheméz;ry, b;gé?gy, psychology, '
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and e?%lguglisged(citatiga analysis in cgmmunlcatlon is ?eagegicét
is nonexistent in the area of argumentatloa, depate_and oiegis té
This study addresses the situation by applying citation anarygse g
the first decade (1980-90) of the CQDA Yearbook.. Tae‘gu gs e o
this study is to identify those pub}lcatlons and ln@%Vl u% S chat
have been most influential in the pbl%osophy aad practice Shods ate
within the CEDA community. In addition, blbllometylc meDA
used to examine the evolution of literature regarding CEDA.
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BIBLIOMETRICS

The study of bibliometrics appears to have originated with
Hulme's (1923) work in "statistical bibliography." Hulme examined
the growth of modern civilization, particularly the processes of
scilence and technology, through counting bibliographic documents.
The term "bibliometrics" was coined by Pritchard (1969). He
referred to bibliometrics as the "application of mathematics and
statistical methods to books and other media of communication" (p-
349). A more recent definition, "the quantitative study of
physical published units, or of bibliographic units, or of the
Surrogates for either," was offered by Broadus (1987, p. 376).

Bibliometric studies can be viewed as a companion to content
analysis, since each illuminates separate features of scholarly
communication. While content analysis examines the substance and
meaning of a communication, bibliometric studies are directed at
the external characteristics, such as the sources cited by an
author.

Though bibliometric methods can be employed for several
purposes, they principally serve to explore the communications of
a field. Borgman (1989) notes the advantage, as well as a
limitation, of these techniques:

Bibliometrics are applicable only to the study of the formal channels of
scholarly communication, that is, the written record of scholarship; but
in combination with data gleaned from other methods, they can provide a
large, rich characterization of communication processes not otherwise
possible. (p. 586)

While the community of scholars in any field communicate through
both formal and informal channels, and that may be particularly
true for forensics, an exclusive focus on the formal channels
provides certain useful insights.

Bibliometric methods portray valuable information about the
nature of a field. Bibliometrics identifies the contributing
participants in a field of study, the channels available within the
field, and the network created through the 1linkages of these
elements. As Paisley (1989) notes:

It [bibliometrics] monitors the number and types of messages in various
channels such as journals, annual reviews and handbooks, and conferences.
It is used to quantify levels of scientific activity and to identify
linkages among individuals and groups in the network. (p. 704)

As such, the communication structure of a field becomes more
clearly defined.

The evolution of a field can also be described through
bibliometric techniques. In fact, this has been the primary use of
bibliometrics by information scientists (Lievrouw, 1989). Menard
(1971) notes that there is a strong connection between the age of
bibliometric citations and the rate at which a field grows. The
rate and direction of change in research topics, notes Borgman
(1989), may, likewise, be explored through these methods.
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BIBLIOMETRIC MEASURES

What are the artifacts examined in citation analysis, a common
means of bibliometric research? The author, source of publication
and date of a reference citation are the principle considerations.
Noting the author of a citation is useful for judgments regarding
the relative importance of that individual's work within the field.
Both the number of authors that cite a particular scholar and the
frequency with which they do so serve to measure that scholar's
recognition by colleagues (Voos and Dagaev, 1976).

Citing a scholar does not indicate that an author agrees with
the cited work's conclusions, however. As Reeves and Borgman
(1983) state, "A journal reference is an indication that an author
has read an article and thinks that it is important enough to bring
to the attention of other scholars" (p. 120). As one example, a
correlation between frequency of citation and selection for the
Nobel Prize was discovered in the sciences (Garfield, 1877). These
bibliometric - or citation analysis measures of an author's
prominence have been found to be consistent with other assessments.
Bibliometric rankings of a scholar’'s citations have been shown to
be quite similar to those produced through either expert opinion
(Koening, 1983) or overall peer opinion surveys (McAllister,
Anderson & Narin, 1980¢). (Citation data, however, has the advantage
of being more stable than many opinion measures.

The source of publication, usually considered in reference to
journals, identifies the "core" sources of information within a
field. Subramanyam {(1976), for instance, used citation analysis to
identify the core journals in the field of computer science. Much
the same has been done in the field of communication through the
work of Reeves and Borgman (1983) and So (1988). While most
bibliometric research has concentrated on scholarly journals, the
relative influence of professional conventions within a field or
the significance of particular textbooks can be examined through
citations. Additionally, citation analysis demonstrates how open
or closed a particular journal, or even field, is to external
sources of information.

_Finally, +the date of a publication plays a recle .in
bibliometric analysis. Whether citations are to primarily recently
produced publications or to older sources of information speaks to
both the continuing influence of certain seminal articles and to
the nature of the field itself. Scholarly fields that are in the
process of rapid evolution will tend to cite more recent sources,
by comparison to stable fields where the age of citations increases

(Menard, 1971).
METHOD OF INVESTIGATION

Each citation in the first ten Yearbooks, considered to
include Perspectives on Non-policy Argument and Contributions on
the Philosophy and Practice of CEDA, was recorded and coded as to
author, source of publication, and date. Instances where authors
cited themselves were noted and excluded from consideration on the
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influence of particular articles or indivi
intle ] C individuals. i i
c12§§§§§n§e3fig Ngrén and'Molljs (1977) suggestion thaqjchlzel%f
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psycholog§, anﬁ”giiiijon ;i:diiihgﬁﬁu pgilosophy, social sciences,
. ) category generall i
;zyzgzgeis sgd popular magaz%nes, though citatgins to p%bi??iiiiig
o e sclences, business and education are also included

RESULTS AND DISCUSSION
A total of 1334 citations we
‘ re recorded from the fi
;ii?iie;f ;;;ggi;r?ook. These Yearbooks contained 90 ;Z;Zr;ig
¢ , rom extensi i
briet opinionord b2 sively researched contributions to

Sources of Influence - Publications

) Those publications that have had the largest
Eé;igiggiagighlnfthe Yearbook are reported below.g Thi;n?ﬁfgﬁdgs
Ldentifi uent? o .both the journals in forensics that have been

oSt tq_ Yy cited, as well as the textbooks that have had the
g €St 1mpact as measured by citations. The influenc £
presented at Professional conventions is also documenteedo papers
distr?gz:gondlifergnt .forensics periodicals were cited. The
Casvrin domio tCLtatlons, as illustrated in Table 1, is almost
Sheire Y nated by the CEPA ?earbook itself and the Journal of

erican Forensic Association, now titled Argqumentation and

Advocacy. These two publications ac i
: > 7 : count for nine out
citations to forensics periodicals. The much greater numgirtig

cites to Pi Kappa Delta's 3
; journal, The Forensic, as compa
Delta Sigma Rho-Tau Kappa Alpha's Speaker and GaJel, probgbzed £°
) ) Table 1 Y
Citations of Forensics Periodicals

Periodical # of Citations % of Total
CEDA Yearbook 214 51
JAFA 162 39
The Forensic 26

Speaker and Gavel 6 :
Debate Issues 6 !
The Rostrum 2 :
Natl. Forensic Journal 1 i




reflects the closer historical connection between CEDA and PKD. Pi
Kappa Delta first offered the CEDA topic at its national tournament
and a substantial number of CEDA officers have also served as
leaders of Pi Kappa Delta. On the other hand, it is puzzling that
though the National Forensics Journal has published several
articles regarding CEDA and debate, including CEDA as the theme of
the Fall 1986 issue, only one of the 417 citations was to an
article in that periodical. That single citation involved an
author citing himself.

A separate comment should be made about the role of the
SCA/AFA summer conferences at Alta, Utah. The proceedings of each
of those conferences have been cited, with a total of 80 citations
to the published proceedings of scholarship presented at Alta. If
the six Alta proceedings are considered as a periodical, they would
rank third behind the Yearbook and JAFA in frequency of
citation.

Freeley's 1981 edition of Argumentation and Debate was the
first major textbook mentioning CEDA, though Freeley limited his
comments to one page regarding topic selection. Pi Kappa Delta's
1982 text, edited by Keefe, Harte and Norton, provided the initial
textbook discussion of approaches to debating value resolutions.
By the late 1980's, CEDA and debating values were routinely
included in classroom textbooks. These texts, as well as others,
are part of the literature drawn upon by authors in the Yearbook.

While somewhat over 31% (excluding Alta) of the recorded

citations were to forensics periodicals, a lesser number were to
Twenty-three different

textbooks on argumentation or debate.

textbooks were cited a total of 241 times, accounting for 18% of
total citations. Table 2 lists the ten most freguently cited
textbooks. By far the most frequently cited text was Advanced
Debate. The 52 cites include all three editions of the text. This
book, Ehninger and Brockriede's second ranked work, and Freeley's
text have been through several editlons and have been cited
beginning with the first CEDA Yearbook. still, 20 of the 52
citations to Advanced Debate were to the most recent 1987 edition,
while only eight of the 32 citation to Decision by Debate were to
the latest 1978 edition. Advanced Debate, with the addition in

Table 2
Citations of Argumentation/Debate Texts

Author(s) Textbook Citations
Thomas/Hart Advanced Debate 52
Ehninger/Brockriede Decision by Debate 32
Patterson/Zarefsky Contemporary Debate 22
Freeley Argumentation & Debate 19
Ziegelmueller/Dause Argumentation 14
Brock, et al. Public Policy Decision Making 12
Church/Wilbanks Values & Policies/Controversy 10
McBath Forensics as Communication 10
Rieke/Sillars Argumentation/Decision Making 10
Keefe/Harte/Norton Introduction to Debate 9
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the 1987 edition of extensive materi
considered the primary text relied i;?iw?Zcziﬁge debét?’ mgst he
gons Idere ‘ r's writing in the
Surprisingly, there have been relati v i i
th? two tex?s addressed specifically iﬁf%ﬁigé;:?§§.;§§$f;§ﬁf t?
Zi;gio;iigftlngf " Church gnd_ Wilbank's Values and Policié; Sn
Sontrover Y an ogd and Mldgley's Prima Facie were cited ten and
published in 1086, a vear prisr oh iiiesliCh that botn were
b1 1 R O Advanced Debate'
igigégg.tOSggngf the more recent texts with significans céiE:it
of the 1989 Yearggo;algiediggieiggis QOtlavailable fo he 2uthors
L ; L included in this an is.
aspecggeoioz ianfed texts have in common a focus on the gizz;ical
hpects of e gtlng. They‘Fend to address argument pPrimarily in
_ of interscholastic debating, as is clearly indi 4 b
ggikZét;fs Sftfhe four most frequently cited textboog; B %ggtsgxgg
ex vy Brock, et al, con iv
comparative advantage case. ' Texfjniiiiésféiiggfltfly umens
separate from the debating context received Eew citat'n S his
most likely ;eflects the preponderance of articles in tt?ns. i
concerned with practical and strategic debate i ® Larbook
theory of argumentation. rosues, mot the
. A final category of written schol
brief mention - papers from professionafrsgigggiiiiéves Tit é?aSt
Zigireinnual, Perspectives on  Non-Policy Argument ' was eallrst
Y a collection of papers previously presentéd at Tou
professional meetings. Discounting those papers th £ were
subsequently published, a total of 66 citations 5>less that 3 of
the total, are to convention papers. The v;st &ajority 6225% %
gigiéitfgfsegfed atcthe Speech Communication Associatién aénigi
1 ; . apers from WSCA were cited 9 times, CSSA 8 tim
ECA 7 times. No papers from Southern have ever geen cited nor nas
any p;per presented at CSSA after 1984. rreds nox has
orensics coaches and students wishi ili i
the publications that have influenced gégglziéﬁii?ﬁiliiii%;fr beok
gieijfook no further than the Yearbook itself. Though thev22230k
or e ¥earpook as an open or closed system will be discussri

ater, %t is worthwhile noting that those writin £ 5
pgbl%cgtlon are guite cognizant of previous agt' T o
significantly rely on their contributions. What is ubgqrs i
the Yearbook continues to influence future Yearbook horg o in
Sources of Influence - Individuals authors.

) Any effort to identify "authorities' withi i i
w1th.difficulty. Bibliometrics, thr;ig;lggénézsliéd 1 fréught
provides at least one measure of the influence of eith e
sc@olarly product or an author's entire bod f work (White o
Griffith, 1981). Y of work (White &

) Though the CEDA Yearbook has bee lcati
c%ted, not every author of an artic{;t?E 2izl§§i£§fn]?ost *reen
cited by later scholars. Table 3 ranks the most freqéggtly?iiiizn




Table 3
Most Frequently Cited Yearbook Articles

Author(s) Article Year Cites Citers
Zarefsky "Criteria for Evaluating..." 80 12 9
Vasilius "presumption, Presumption..." 80 11 8
Bile "When the Whole is Greater..." 87 11 5
Brownlee "Advocacy and Values" 80 10 9
Brownlee "In Search of Topicality...” 81 10 6
Howe "CEDA's Objectives..." 81 9 6
Tolbert/Hunt "Counter-Warrants...” 85 9 4
Bartanen "The Role of Values..." 82 7 4
Young/Gaske "On Prima Facie Value..." 84 7 3
articles from the Yearbook. Obviously, this list is limited to

articles published from 1980 through 1988 and cannot measure the
influence of contributions to the 1989 volume of the Yearbook.
While most of the articles listed - Zarefsky, Vasilius, Brownlee,
Howe and Bartanen - are from the early years, Jeffrey Bile's 1987
article advocating a holistic resolutional focus received
considerable attention in the two subsequent Yearbooks. Were self-
citations included in the calculations, Bile's article would have
been the more frequently cited in two years than David Zarefsky's
article was in nine.

The ranking of articles in order of citations is not a measure
of how meritorious, insightful or instructive this particular
scholarship has been. Neither does it indicate that the authors
citing these works are in full agreement with the original article,
though fewer than 2% of total citations were in connection with
negative comments. Rather, the number of citations is evidence of
the extent to which these articles have determined the agenda for
public discussion of the issues regarding CEDA and value debate,

The same bibliometric analysis was applied to the second most
cited periodical, JAFA or Arqumentation and Advocacy. As was the
case with the CEDA Yearbook, the most frequently cited articles
tend not to be the most recent. Table 4 provides the ranking of
the five most often cited articles. The two most freguently cited

Table 4
- Most Frequently Cited JAFA Articles

Author(s) Article Year Cites C(Citers
Matlon "Debating Propositions..." 78 21 15
Paulsen/Rhodes "The Counter Warrant..." 79 20 11
Warnick "Arguing Value..." 81 13 8
Keeshan/Ulrich "A Critique of the..." 80 7 5
Rowland "Standards for Paradigm..." 82 6™ 5

are from the late 1970s. While it is unlikely that several of the
JAFA pieces were addressed to the CEDA community as an audience,
they have been frequently used as references for scholarship
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regarding CEDA and value debate (Rhodes, 1989).
three leaging articles from JAFA éave beén citéd morinogiZE'tggi
any contribution to the CEDA Yearbook. Without question, these
authors have influenced the CEDA community though that ob}ective
may never have been their original intent.

~ An effort has been made to identify the inf
entire body of work of various authors,yEombiningliiﬂziigistzg
journals, books and professional papers. The listing of the ten
most frequently cited authors, found in Table 5, excludes any
author whose entire set of citations is derived from a single
reference. For example, this eliminated Jim Paulsen {(only cited in
Paulsen & Rhodes), J.W. Patterson (only cited in Patterson &
Zarefsky), and Austin Freeley (only cited for single text) from

Table 5

Cumulative Citations to Individuals
Author Total Citations % of Total
David Zarefsky 62 4.5
Ronald Matlon 41 3.1
Wayne Brockriede 36 2.7
Douglas Ehninger 33 2.5
Jack Rhodes 31 2.3
Walter Ulrich 30 2.2
Don Brownlee 27 2.0
Robert Rowland 20 1.5
Jack Howe 18 1.3
Janet Vasilius 18 1.3

cgn:idgration. Those individuals who have been cited for several
Ehe Cigg Z$;§ﬁnigi?ér more likely to have a continuing influence on
The ten individuals listed in Table 5 collectively account for
nea;ly.a quarter (23.7%) of all citations during the ten years
Their influence on the development of CEDA and practice of valué
debate is evident, as indicated by the citation behavior of their
peers. ¥t is interesting to note that several of the ten have not
been active participants in the CEDA community. Their impact has
been almost exclusively through their scholarship as applied to
CEDA.. A more accurate determination of the interconnections that
cgnst%tute CEDA's scholarly network requires examination of the
citations in the entire set of literature, not just the Yearbook
As such, that mapping is beyond the capacity of this study. ’

The Yearbook's Nature and Evolution

As was previously noted, bibliometric techni
illustrate the evolution of a scholarly field. Thoselxézigiz wgig
applied to examine the Yearbock as an individual publication. Both
the nature of the Yearbook as an open/closed system and its changes
during the first decade of publication are detailed below.
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Several bibliometric studies have been conducted to explore
these two issues concerning communication Jjournals (Reeves &
Borgman, 1983; Rice, Borgman & Reeves, 1988; So, 1988). So (1988)
provides a summary of the measures used to explore the openness of

a publication:

Since self-citing rate shows the proportion of a journal's citations
referring to itself, it is an indication of its degree of "closure.” 1In
contrast, openness is the proportion of a journal's citations referring to
outside publications, thus indicating how "open" the journal is to the
We can express a journal's openness in three different terms.

outside. - term
The first is overall openness, which is the complement of self-citing
rate. The other two, own-field openness and other-field openness,

indicate, respectively, how open a journal is to other journals in other
fields. (pp. 239-240)

Self-citation and openness measures were calculated for the CEDA
Yearbook. The resulting statistics allow comparison to the
measures of communication journals.

The Yearbook may be seen as a comparatively closed system. A
total of 16% of citations in the Yearbook were to other Yearbook
articles. If the first volume is excluded from calculations, since

self-cites were impossible, the figure rises to 17.5%. This
compares to an average of 6% self-cites for the 9 communication
journals studied by Reeves and Borgman (1983). A comparison to

other forensics journals might be more appropriate, but no such
studies have been completed to date.

Use of So's other measures reinforces the view of the Yearbook
as a less-than-open system. Table 6 documents the distribution of
citations among the various coded fields. While Reeves and Borgman
(1983) found that 87% of communication journal citations were to
journals outside the field and So's (1988) later study recorded a
slightly lower 85%, this investigation found only one-third of
citations in the Yearbook were outside the field of forensics. By
comparison to work in communication studies, the Yearbook appears

Table 6
Distribution of Citations to Fields

Field # of Cites % of Cites
Forensics 888 66.6
Philosophy 130 9.7
Communication 104 7.8
Other 92 6.9
Law 57 4.3
Social Science 44 3.3
Psychology 19 1.3

relatively closed to research conducted in other scholarly areas.
This internal orientation has been true since the beginning of the
Yearbook. In the 1981 edition, the first year where self-citation
was possible, 14.3% of citations were to the Yearbook, as Table 7

depicts.
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The final element of this bibliometric study of the Yearbook
sogght to determine if the annual has evolved over the decade
Whlle one characteristic of the journal has changed, as indicateé
in Table A7, others aspects remain stable. The categor
demons?rat%ng the greatest change was citations per article gThZ
18.3 citations/article in the 1980 Yearbook is severely diséorted
by the fact that nearly 60% of the citations are found in just one

) Table 7
Evolving Characteristics of the Yearbook

Yearbook Self-Cite % Cite Age Articles Cites/Article

1980 - 0.0 8.70 6

. 18.
1981 14.3 4.72 8 g.g
1982 8.2 8.82 6 10.2
1983 18.6 8.49 8 8.8
1984 19.1 6.88 16 8:8
1985 11.3 9.68 10 10.6
1986 11.3 7.04 8 17
1987 16.1 8.91 9 15.9
1988 27.0 7.84 12 23:4
1989 18.9 8.46 7 25.7

of the six articles in that edition E i
. . xcluding that one articl
the average in 1980 ﬁalls to 9.6 citations and is in line with tﬁé
average; for the first six vyears. Beginning with the 1986
i&(’[::rbom&,1 the average substantially increased. During the past two
rs, € average citations per article
it veany: P has been double that of
The changes in citation rates mirror cha i i
: : nges in the editorshi
oglthe Yearbook. During the six years of Don Brownlee's tenure aS
igltor (1980—1985), the cumulative average citation/article was
th.3. During the three years (1986-88) that Brenda Logue edited
-f Ygarbook,‘the average rose to 19.5. In fact there were more
citations Qurlng those three edition than the previous six taken
toggther. During Walter Ulrich's first year as editor (1989)
articles averaged 25.7 citations. ’
The progressive increase in citations i
: per article has placed
;he Yearbook in the general range of journals in communicgtion.
or ‘egamp;e, So's .(1988) research found that articles in
Commqn%cat%on Education averaged 20.4 citations, the Journal of
Communication averaged 21.6, the Central States Speech Journal
averaggd 2?.4, the Quarterly Journal of Speech averaged 36.2, and
SOﬁggnlcgslon Mi;?graphs averaged 43.7. The Yearbook has taken on
aracter re ti i
Spiaiare ecting greater scholarship and less personal
One measure that demonstrated no real i
e ti pattern of change durin
the ten years is %he average age of the citation. Menaﬁg (1971?
postulated that fields experiencing rapid knowledge growth will

show declining rates of citation a i i
: ) ge. No decrease is evident i
the Yearbook's age of citations, as Table 7 illustrates. Beyo;g
117



the citations per article measure, this citation analysis found no
evidence that the Yearbook is markedly different today than at its
conception in 1980.

CONCLUSION

This initial bibliometric investigation of the CEDA Yearbook
identifies the individuals and publications that have influenced
and continue to influence the development of CEDA and value debate.
This notion of influence is not normative. We do not mean to imply
judgment of the quality of any scholarship or the appropriateness
of any contributions to the field. However, examination of
citations enhances the CEDA community's awareness regarding the
scholars and publications that do most effect this field's progress

and development.
Use of citation analysis also can allow mapping of the

networks of scholars in a (field. Specifically, these
interconnections of scholars, sometimes referred to as "invisible
colleges," allow for informal channels of communication between

scholars in a field to be identified and analyzed. Barnett, Fink,
and Debus (1989) argue that by "Using these [citation] data,
nclusters of authors have been identified for specific areas of
research, each scientist having mutual influence with at least one
member within the cluster” (p. 511). Such a future investigation
of the connections among the forensics community would be possible
using bibliometric methods.

Similar studies of other forensic journals will allow a more

complete mapping of the interconnections among scholars and
journals in the field of forensics. This study of the Yearbook has
demonstrated that CEDA is a system that has been relatively closed
to scholarship outside this specific field since its inception. By
comparing the communication structures of the Yearbook to those of
other forensic journals, the openness of the larger forensic
community to external influence could be determined. Based on
information gleaned from these studies, forensic scholars would be
provided clearer insight into the ways in which they could enhance
the growth and development of forensics.
Note: Any effort to validate or invalidate evidence in a debate
with the findings of this article is a misuse of the research.
Debaters committing this transgression deserve rebuke (and 0
points).
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CORRESPONDENCE

I am writing because of an article that appeared in the 1990
CEDA Yearbook by David Berube ("Parameter$ for Criteria Debating,"

CEDA Yearbook, 11 (1990): 9-25). In this article, he paraphrases
that I "recently wrote that after endorsing a resolution an arquer
must defend outcomes." He goes on to explain why "my premise is
wrong . . . and [my] conclusion is wrong." If you check the
enclosed article he is referring to (Kent Colbert, "Value
Implications for Lincoln—Douglas Debate," Forensics Educator, 4
(1989-90): 12-17) you should understand my objection. The word

"must" never appears in the article and I have highlighted for you
several qualifications of using value implications throughout the
article, especially in the last paragraph.

Kent R. Colbert
University of the Pacific

Correction

In Irwin A. Mallin's article in the 1990 CEDA Yearbook ('"The
Application of Proximate Cause to CEDA Debate,” pp. 44-56), on
page 44, the sentence:

For example, the Fall 1990 resolution "Resolved: that
government censorship of public artistic expression in the
United States is an undesirable infringement on individual
rights", asks for a balancing of rights of artistic expression
against the governmental interests (such as morality, or
whatever else an affirmative team may reasonably choose to
argue) that lead to censorship.

should read:

For example, the Fall 1990 resolution "Resolved: that
government censorship of public artistic expression in the
United States is an undesirable infringement on individual
rights", asks for a balancing of rights of artistic expression
against the governmental interests (such as morality, or
whatever else a negative team may reasonably choose to argue)
that lead to censorship.

I regret the error.



CALL FOR PAPERS

Manuscripts are now being accepted for the 1992 CEDA Yearbook.
Statement of Purpose

The Cross Examination Debate Yearbook, an official publication of the Cross Examination
Association, is a refereed journal, dedicated to publishing quality scholarship related to the
theory and practice of CEDA debate, forensic tounament administration, and other areas of
interest to the CEDA membership. In addition, the editorial staff of the CEDA yearbook will
consider publication of book reviews, scholarly exchanges, arguments for change in the
structure or practice of CEDA debate, and other features.

Submissions

Manuscripts, typed and double spaced, should be prepared in accordance with the most recent
MLA guidelines. If the manuscript is accepted, the authors will be required to submit the
manuscript on disk.

Four copies of the manuscript should be sent to:

Ann Gill

Department of Speech Communication
302 Eddy

Colorado State University

Fort Collins, CO 80523

(303) 491-6858

Include at detachable cover page identifying the author (s) and the institutional affiliation of
the author (s). The CEDA Yearbook employs a system of blind review; the manuscript itself
should contain no reference to author (s) or their affiliation (s). Manuscripts will not normally
be returned, so authors are encouraged to retain the original copy. The first author will receive
notification of receipt of the manuscript and all subsequent correspondence related to the
manuscript.

Deadline

The deadline for papers to be considered for the 1992 yearbook is January 10. 1992, Earlier
submissions are encourage.




