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	This past summer I was honored to travel with Ann Marie O’Halloran and Brian Lain on the Japan-U.S. exchange debate to Japan (June 14-July 14).  The opportunity was exceptional.  In this report I comment on the nature of the program, summarize our activities, and offer some thoughts for the Committee on International Discussion and Debate (CIDD) and the Japan Debate Association (JDA).  Also included are some “tips” for subsequent groups involved in the exchange. 





I. INTRODUCTION





	The Japan-US Debate Exchange Program is part of the ongoing program of the CIDD committee of the Speech Communication Association designed to foster international understanding of argumentation.  The medium is the exchange of American and international students engaged in debating contemporary social problems.  Debate in Japan is utilized for students to learn and practice English skills, demonstrate leadership abilities, and learn the role of critical thinking in the arenas of business and government.  





	The American team was selected by the CIDD during tryouts hosted by Wake Forest University in February 1995.  The committee’s selection of Mr. Lain and Ms. O’Halloran certified the committee procedures as each student brought considerable skill to the tour.  The student representatives were not only talented debaters, but possessed the diplomatic skills and flexibility essential to achieving the tour's objectives.  





	A majority of our events were sponsored by the debate divisions of the English Speaking Societies (ESS) and National Association of Forensics and Argumentation (NAFA) regional associations.  In addition we were hosted at events sponsored by the JDA, the Japanese Businesspersons Debate Federation (JBDF) and The Daily Yomiuri newspaper.  Without exception each sponsoring organization did exceptional work in promotion, organization, and accommodating our stay.  





	Typical events included working with the debaters and hosts prior to the scheduled debate(s).  Notification of sides for the debates was typically known a few days in advance.  On three occasions the American team split with the Japanese debaters.  Days varied considerably in length, but the majority, accommodating for travel, preparation, the program, and a reception/dinner, lasted from five to 12 hours.  





	Although the American team prepared to debate three topics, all the debates, except one, were on the current Japan national topic: That Japan should adopt a system of jury trials in its courts of law.  The topic made finding research prior to departing for the tour somewhat problematic.  While on the tour we provided full disclosure of cases and evidence, trading often with the host debaters, supplementing the research efforts by both parties.  This practice not only made for better debates, but recognized that much of the topic specific evidence required translation, a skill beyond our experience.  Tours can expect to debate the immediately prior national topic for nearly all the debates, as this is the topic the Japanese debaters have already completed preparation.  





	Most of the debates took place in the late afternoon or early evening.  Each site selected times that would best accommodate their students' ability to attend.  Typically after the debate I would present a lecture on some aspect of debate in the U.S. or comment on the debate.  In a few instances, the lecture would precede the debate as an introduction to the debate process.  We also experienced a number of events that varied from the above format.  On two occasions the U.S. debaters presented more extensive lectures for smaller seminar groups.  Ann Marie and Brian also made brief comments on debate or provide their impressions of the tour and/or Japan in opening and closing ceremonies at most stops.  On two occasions the debaters and I judged debates--the East-West Debates and the Daily Yomiuri tournament.





II. SUMMARY OF TOUR ACTIVITIES





	The tour, masterminded by Yoshiro Yano, was flawlessly scheduled by the JDA.  We traveled extensively throughout Japan, gaining an appreciation for variations in geography and culture.  Our travels ranged from the North island of Hokkaido to the South island of Kyushu.  At each stop we were greeted at arrival, taken to our accommodations, and provided any information we needed.  Except for breakfast (we were usually on our own in the mornings) most eating occasions were with representatives of each hosting group.  It is difficult to imagine how the hosting functions could have been carried out with any more grace and care then we experienced.   





The following is our schedule for the tour.  I have attempted to provide a rough indication of audience size, as well as acknowledge the participants and primary host for each event.  The hosts, students, and faculty, engaged in considerable effort in sponsoring local events. 





ARRIVAL -- CSU-FULLERTON			June 12, Monday


	Dinner with Lucy Keele and Pat Ganer


	Overview and orientation by Dr. Lucy Keele





ORIENTATION -- CSU-FULLERTON		June 13, Tuesday


	Research CSU-Fullerton library - Host Jeanine Congelton


	Briefings by Bill Gudykunst and others





TRAVEL TO JAPAN					June 14-5, Wednesday/Thursday


	LA to Seattle, Arrive Narita 5:00 p.m.


	Dinner with Yoshiro Yano, Tour Host





ORIENTATION -- SOPHIA UNIVERSITY		June 16, Friday


	Worked with Sophia debaters - Host Scott Howell, S.J.





US-JAPAN RECEPTION				June 17, Saturday


	Morning:  Interview with Yukiko Katsumi of the Daily Yomiuri newspaper


	Afternoon:  Debate preparation


	Evening:  Reception hosted by Japan Debate Association


		Comments by Louden on Changing Standard in US Debate Judging





EAST-WEST DEBATES				June 18, Sunday


	Hosted at Senshu University, Mukiguoky-Yuen


	Tournament Manager:  Takeshi Yamamura (Univ. of Tokyo)


	Ann Marie and Brian Judged Final Round debate


		Sophia (Aff) defeated Waseda (Neg) 4-3


	Lecture & Q & A (Louden - 50 min.):  Nature and Value of Debate


	Audience:  Approx. 150





NAGOYA DEBATE	(Nagoya Institute of Technology)  June 19, Monday


	Traveled Shinkansen (Bullet Train) to Nagoya


	Debate Host: Noriyuki Watanabe of Nagoya Debate Association


	Jury Debate with Kei Miyazaki & Keizi Morishina


	Lecture (Louden- 25 min.):  Coaching the Novice Debater


	Audience:  Approx. 75





TRAVEL TO KYOTO					June 20, Tuesday


	Toured Nagoya Castle in the Morning with Nagoya area debaters


	Bullet Train to Kyoto


	Dinner in Kyoto with Foreman-Takano and debaters of Kansai region





KYOTO -- SIGHTSEEING				June 21, Wednesday


	Toured Rokuonji Temple (Golden Temple) and Ryoanji Shrine


	Debate Prep in afternoon/evening with Kobe and Doshisha students





KANSAI -- NAFA DEBATE -- Osaka			June 22, Thursday


	Host:  Yukiyo Makino


	Jury debate with Takahisa Koizumi and Tarou Shiga from Kobe University


	Lecture & Q &A (Louden):  Debate Education in the US (50 min.)


	Audience:  Approx. 85





DOSHISHA UNIVERSITY DEBATE			June 23, Friday


	Host:  Deborah Foreman-Takano


	Debate with Hingo Shimozao & Yuka Taki of Doshisha


	Lecture (O’Halloran) - Women in Debate (70 min.)


	Lecture (Lain) - Intro. to Persuasion Theory


	Debate audience: Approx. 85





TRAVEL TO SAPPORO				June 24, Saturday


	Flew from New Kansai Airport (Osaka) to Sapporo


	Rendezvous with several Japanese graduate students studying in the US





COMMUNICATION ASSOC. OF JAPAN		June 25, Sunday


	Exhibition Debate on Jury topic: with Yashiro Yano and Naoto Usui


	Lecture (Louden): Recent Trends in US Debate - 50 min.


	Audience: Approx. 45





TRAVEL TO FUKUOKA				June 26, Monday


	JAL from Sapporo to Fukuoka


	Worked with Debaters at hotel in the evening





FUKUOKA UNIVERSITY DEBATES		June 27, Tuesday


	Host:  Dr. Narahiko Inoue of Kyushu University


	Debates held at Kyushu University


	1st Debate: with Daisauke Shirakowa and Yousuke Shimizu from Seinan Gakuin Univ.


		Afternoon debate:  Audience approx. 10


		Comments on debate by Inoue and Louden


	Lecture before 2nd debate (Louden): Format and purpose in academic Debate (50 min.)


	2nd Debate with Ryotaro Hanabusa and Hisashi Fujiusara of Fukuoka Univ.


		Evening debate: Audience approx. 85


	


KITAKYUSHU UNIVERSITY DEBATE		June 28, Wednesday


	Host: Daishi Sumino (Vice Chief ESS); Koki Komine  (Dean of Foreign Studies)


	Debate with Kita-Kyushu Univ. - Kaori Shimajo & Junko Yokota


	Lecture:  (Louden) Educational Benefits of Debate and Debating - (60 min.)


	Audience:  Approx. 150





TRAVEL TO TOKYO					June 29, Thursday


	Took ANA to Tokyo Haneda Airport





TOKYO REST DAY					June 30, Friday


	Catch up with essentials





DAILY YOMIURI DEBATE TOURNAMENT	July 1, Saturday


O’Halloran, Lain, and Louden served as judges for Daily Yomiuri Anniversary debate tournament


	Lunch with Yasuko Ishii, Former Moscow Bureau Chief and Deputy Editor


	Finals judged by O’Halloran and Lain (on panel) 


	Lecture (Louden) Value of Debate in Critical Thinking Education (50 min.)


	Audience:  300 (by ticket)





TOKYO REST DAY					July 2, Sunday





DOKKYO UNIVERSITY DEBATE				July 3, Monday


	Host:  Yoshiko Kozu; Manager: Junya Morooka; Hostess: Yoshiko Kouzu


	Debate on Jury with Tomohiro Kanke and Kimiko Suzuki


	Lecture: (Louden), Debate Education in the US (30 min.)


	Audience:  Approx. 60





SOPHIA UNIVERSITY DEBATE			July 4, Tuesday


	Host: Takayuki Ohtani


	10th tour debate in Culture House with Hanae Taki and Yuriko Higuchi


	Comments by Louden and Father Scott Howell (15 min. each)


	Audience:  Approx. 20





UNIVERSITY OF TOKYO DEBATE			July 5, Wednesday


	Host: Yoshito Hirata


	Afternoon Debate with Wakako Yoshie & Hiroaki Nishiuchi


	Evening Debate with Yuka Ogasawara & Furusumi Kazuyoshi


	Lecture: (Louden) Recent trends in US Political Advertising (30 min.)


	Audience: Approx. 45 first debate, 25 second debate





KANDA UNIV. OF INTERNATIONAL STUDIES	July 6, Thursday


	Host: Shigeru Matsumoto


	Debate on Value of Debate with Nobuko Shimokuwaya and Keizo Hidaka


	Lecture: (Louden) Why Debate? (for the inexperienced debater)


	Audience:  Approx. 250





JAPAN BUSINESSPERSONS DEBATE FEDERATION   July 7, Friday


	Host: Toru Kato; Moderator: Y. Kunugi


	Debate with Toru Kato and Mikio Kobayashi


	Lecture: (Louden) Reflections on debate and the US Tour


	Audience:  Approx. 30





JDA/NAFA DEBATE SEMINAR (Meiji Univ.)	July 8, Saturday


	Host: Mareyoshi Tanaka


	Lecture: (Louden) Cross-examination, computers, and debate in the US (50 min.)


Panel:  Lain, O’Halloran, Naoto Usui (Wayne St.) and Mitsuhiro Kurano (Univ. of Kansas) on “How we learned debate and the payoffs”


	Lecture: (Louden) Judging paradigms and tips for the Young Coach (40 min.)


	Lectures: (O’Halloran and Lain) Strategy Tips on debate


	Debate with Waseda Univ. debaters Kenji Momota and Shoichi Nakayana





BABEL DEBATE SEMINAR				July 9, Sunday


	Host:  Tomoki Hotta, Executive Director, Babel, Inc.


	Seminar on Training of English presentation - persuasion


	Presentations by Louden, Lain, and O’Halloran


	Seminar moderator: Dr. Yoshihisa Itaba (Kanda Univ.)





TOKYO TOURING					July 10, Monday


	Tokyo Shopping and tour of Yokohama





BABEL MEETING					July 11, Tuesday


	Meeting with Miyoko Yuasa, President, Babel International, Inc.


	with Tomiki Hotta and Yashiro Yano





END OF TOUR						July 12, Wednesday








III. RECOMMENDATIONS AND COMMENTS





	The Japan Debate Association, and Yoshiro Yano, in particular, did an exceptional job of organizing and hosting the 1995 exchange.  Also deserving special mention were Shigeru Matsumoto of Kanda University, Dr. Narahiko Inoue of Kyushu University (current JDA President), Dr. Scott Howell, S.J. of Sophia University, Deborah Foreman-Takano of Doshisha University and Tomoki Hotta (Executive Director, Babel, Inc.) all of who went out of their way to make the tour special.  Their dedication and leadership was evident throughout Japan.  The collective wisdom and experience of the afore mentioned “brain trust” left little to criticize and much to praise.  The recommendations that follow are really some thoughts that might aid in the preparation of subsequent tour participants.  Although much of the learning is best gained through the trial and error, a few tips might facilitate the pre-tour anxieties.





A)  SUGGESTIONS TO THE NEXT TOUR GROUP





1.  Topic preparation.  In his report of the 1993 tour, Dr. Dale Herbeck, offered the suggestion that the tour participants gather for a work weekend to develop affirmative cases and negative positions prior to departure.  The 1995 group did not have the opportunity meet prior to departure, as Dale suggested.  If it could be arranged, I concur it would be helpful.  We found ourselves coming off busy schedules and scrambled a bit researching at CSU-Fullerton and integrating positions prior to the debates.  Mr. Yano’s design for the schedule allowed us to ease into the tour before our first debate in Nagoya.  The final preparations were carried largely by Ann Marie and Brian and took place in Tokyo.  This arrangement worked well but we would have profited by more extensive research prior to the trip.  I would like to offer a word of caution, however.  It would be easy to be “too prepared” in that the debates functioned more as demonstrations of argument and language, than a contest.  The goal of a positive educational experience would not be markedly enhanced by more evidence reading or excessively complex arguments.  Most of the audience is listening through the lens of a second language and is relatively inexperienced in the intricacies of debate strategy.  Additionally, each venue has a distinct flavor in terms of the audience and the host team’s training.  Hence, what is to be valued most is flexibility and audience analysis.  We found our preparation to be quite adequate.  Again, expect almost all the debates, to be on the immediately prior Japan college topic.





Dr. Herbeck also suggested that providing case outlines prior to the tour would strengthen the debates.  We did not meet this goal, but it would have helped, if for no other reason than to decrease the uncertainty felt by us and the Japanese debaters.  While prior notice, in general is positive, the practice risks fostering canned or overly complex positions being prepared for the debates (vis-à-vis the audience).  The tour in 1997 will not find sharing information to be a problem, as everyone will, more than likely, be linked via e-mail or other means weeks prior to walking into the debate.





2.  Gifts and extensions of appreciation.  Gift giving is an important tradition in Japanese culture (as it is on the US tour).  We approached this in two ways.  Brian Lain (along with Naoto Usui, of Wayne State) compiled a book of contemporary debate theory readings.  This became a mainstay item in thanking the debate participants.  We also took along, pens, T-shirts, and other items representing our universities and debate.  While we took a large number of items, we still underestimated our needs.  Expect an average of four gifts (they need not be extravagant) for each debate.  In addition to the debaters, there are local hosts and sponsors whose efforts you may want to recognize.  Most of the gifts we took were wrapped prior to arriving in Japan.  Even simple tasks like locating wrapping paper can become complex in an unfamiliar language environment, and free time is a valued resource.  Also consider a gift of a little more substance for those directly responsible for arranging the tour. 





3.  Lectures.  The audience for the lectures often were varied in background and interest.  I found it was useful to learn as much about the specific audience prior to the debate as possible.  Flexibility in length and content was imperative as audiences varied from those hearing a debate for the first time to an audience of 300+ adults at the Daily Yomiuri who specifically came to hear a debate and were more skilled in English.  Regardless of audience, however, the lectures seem to comfortably orbit around the topics of the “value of debate” and “debate in the US” (new practices, e.g., use of computers).  More esoteric lectures detailing current theoretic disputes are better presented in written materials and, in my judgment, were inappropriate for the interest and background of most audiences.  








B.  SUGGESTIONS FOR JDA





1.  Scheduling.  Frankly I do not have any substantive suggestions.  I would, however, like to indicate several features of the travel plan we did appreciate.  First, the scheduling allowed four days in the Tokyo area to adapt to our task.  The initial reception and meeting individuals important to our stay was important.  We also appreciated starting with judging the East-West debates, allowing us to get a sense of debate in Japan and establish contacts prior to hitting the road.  We also appreciated the appropriately scheduled “rest days” that allowed us to attend to personal needs.  We did not feel overscheduled, although the last week in Tokyo hopped. 





2.  Prior Contact.  Future tour hosts will undoubtedly have the technological capability to put the US team and local hosts in direct contact prior to the tour.  The advent of e-mail and other means should make sharing of materials and requests prior to events easier in the future.  My personal experience is that I continue to be sharing materials and ideas with many we met in Japan during the tour.  Being able to exchange a few questions prior to arrival at each site would ease uncertainties by all involved. 





3.  Seminars.  Another feature that was important was the JDA/NAFA seminar day at Meiji University.  The seminar provided enough time to talk about topics in more depth and provide a context for the subsequent debate.  While we appreciate the logistical difficulties in arranging seminars, they appear to be a particularly effective means of working with debaters, avoiding the shortfall inherent in formal lectures.  One idea might be to have some mini-workshop sessions with local debaters in the afternoon prior to the debates.  This would not be appropriate for all the sites but might work in some areas.  The Nagoya stop is an example where an hour or two afternoon “workshop” could precede the more formal debate presentation.  





IV.  CONCLUSION.





	The tour was even better than the positive billings we heard prior to our departure.  It was indeed an “opportunity of lifetime,” firmly establishing in our minds, that debate is an international community, bonded in the value of promoting reasoned discourse by informed advocates.  We were impressed by the sophisticated demonstrations of debating ability throughout Japan and were equally impress with the desire to learn more about the value of debate.  Particularly striking was the genuine interest in exploring debate’s contribution to an open democratic society. 





	The trip was a great deal of fun.  I am especially indebted to Brian Lain and Ann Marie O’Halloran for all their hard work and being superb traveling companions.  Their diplomatic skills and commitment to creating an educational experience in the debates were impressive.  They were model representatives of the American debate community.  





	Finally I would like to extend our thanks to the Babel Institute, in particular Miyoko Yuasa, President, and Tomoki Hotta, Executive Director, for making the tour possible.  Also we would extend our appreciation to the English Speaking Societies of the universities we visited, and to the scores of individuals who made our time in Japan so rewarding and enjoyable.  Please know that all your efforts were greatly appreciated. 
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