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The WNDI Approach to Public Forum 
 

 

Speeches and Time Limits Speaker 1 (Team A, 1st speaker ).........................4 min.  

Speaker 2 (Team B, 1st speaker)...............................................................4 min.  

Crossfire (between speakers 1 & 2)...........................................................3 min.  

Speaker 3 (Team A, 2nd speaker )..............................................................4 min.  

Speaker 4 (Team B, 2nd speaker )..............................................................4 min.  

Crossfire (between speakers 3 & 4)...........................................................3 min.  

Speaker 1 Summary.................................................................................2 min.  

Speaker 2 Summary.................................................................................2 min.  

Grand Crossfire (all speakers)...................................................................3 min.  

Speaker 3 Final Focus...............................................................................2 min.  

Speaker 4 Final Focus...............................................................................2 min.  

Each team may use up to two minutes of prep time. 

Introduction 
 

We believe that public forum is about making a persuasive argument and understanding the dynamics between 

argumentation and debate.  We take this passage as our starting point: 

 

THE RELATIONSHIP BETWEEN DEBATE AND ARGUMENTATION THEORY 

Robert C. Rowland and John E. Fritch, University of Kansas, 1989 

 

“Thus, debate practice informs our understanding of the argument  evaluation process in two ways. It indicates 

that purely dialectical approaches to evaluation are inadequate; dialectic is a method of applying standards for 

evaluation, not a standard itself. In addition, debate practice suggests that one means of developing useful 

standards for evaluating arguments is to reason from the purpose of the particular activity to appropriate 

evaluative standards. Such a process of pragmatic justification also avoids some of the difficulties associated with 

other means of developing evaluative standards.” 

 

Thus, the skills and concepts we emphasize are about communication theory and the field of argumentation.  Because 

humans deliberate, words matter and language is a cultural necessity.   

 

1. Argument is about making arguments.  To make an argument, you have to have some basic components:  Data, Claim, 

Warrant or Link, Impact, Frame. 

 

2. Making arguments requires being able to repeat your opponent’s argument.  AKA – the flow.  Listening becomes a 

pre-requisite for argumentation. 
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3. Technique is crucial because it connects knowledge to communication—response and RESEARCH, the value of 

RESEARCH is crucial 

 

4. We strive for the merging of the written and the spoken, always asking and answering questions. 

 

5. The aim is to establish goals, paradigms, topics, guidelines—logistics matter.  CLASH, TEXT, CONTEXT. 

 

6. Argumentation links to other perspectives… 

 

Argumentation is a fundamental process and skill in the field of Communication as well as an indispensable part of who 

we are, why we change, and how we interact with each other.  We approach argument with an emphasis on reading, 

discussion, writing, and practice.  We will move forward through argumentation theory and practice.   

 

Argumentation can be conceived as the overarching field of “argument and arguing” and our goal is to improve our 

ability to discern, produce, consume and critique various arguments.  A secondary goal is to become familiar with the 

pedagogy of argumentation in order to teach this form of debate in a flexible way that emphasizes theory and practice, 

form and content.  As a result, we build on critical thinking skills and add a number of theoretical tools to the study of 

argumentation.  More specific goals include having each student present and defend an article about a theoretical 

premise in argumentation, work through the construction of a “resolution statement,” organize and participate in a 

number of full debates, and adjudicate a debate. 

 

Two Levels of Public Forum Debate 

 

 The first level emerges from a deeper understanding of argumentation within Communication Studies and the second 

level emerges from the ability to teach and participate in the process of argumentation.  Initially, students should be 

able to do the following:  

    

1. Explore, explain, and interpret theories of argumentation, including persuasion, identification, and the 

Toulmin model. 

 

2. Explore, explain, and interpret argumentation’s role in communication and the connections to rhetoric and 

debate. 

 

3. Create and compare forms of evidence on either side of a resolution, deploying applied research skills. 

4. Use a given theoretical framework to position an argument and isolate fundamental assumptions made by 

opposing sides of a controversial topic. 

 

Improving at Public Forum debate means expanding the ability to create arguments and to evaluate the arguments of 

others.  More specifically, the second level suggests that students exceling in public forum should be able to: 1. 

Recognize, analyze, evaluate and construct arguments in ordinary language, 2. Distinguish between forms and fallacies 

of reasoning, 3. Deploy debate exercises in a contextualized setting, 4. Analyze and evaluate various types of evidence in 

the context of various types of claims.  In addition to those learning outcomes, a number of theoretical strands emerge 

out of argumentation requiring deeper research skills, an understanding of competing theories of argument and 

rhetoric, and an ability to assess various schemes of refutation in terms of advocacy and debate. 
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Resources for Public Forum Debate 
 

Useful Guide from the NFL: 

 

http://debate.uvm.edu/dcpdf/PFNFL.pdf 

 

Wikipedia has very useful information on PF: 

 

http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Public_forum_debate 

 

The NCFL describes PF: 

 

http://www.ncfl.org/public-forum-debate 

 

Public Forum Debate  

Public Forum Debate is a team event that advocates or rejects a position posed by the resolution. The 

focus of the debate is a clash of ideas in a persuasive manner that can be understood by a “lay” judge. 

Good debaters should display logic and analysis. They should use evidence when needed. They should 

win their case and refute that of their opponents. They should communicate effectively, using the 

fundamentals of good speaking. There are no burdens on either side. 

 

http://www.nationalforensicleague.org/aspx/documents/MetaPage.aspx?metaid=114 

 

Great Handbooks and Overviews: 

 

http://www.pfdebate.com/Home.html 

 

http://www.cciu.org/cms/lib4/PA01001436/Centricity/Domain/45/NFLsPublicForumInstruction.pdf 

 

http://iccinc.org/files/Public-Forum-Debate-Additions-7-18-10.pdf 

 

http://debate-central.ncpa.org/understand-public-forum-debate/ 

 

http://nysfl.org/handbook/handb6.pdf 

 

http://idebate.org/sites/live/files/Public%20Forum%20Debate_text_FINAL.pdf 

 

http://www.misshsaa.com/LinkClick.aspx?fileticket=UoIK2glruiA%3D&tabid=85 

 

http://www.wacfl.org/joomlaweb/eventspf 

 


