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Eligibility Appeal #1 – SRALB Eligibility Waiver

Basis for Appeal

A school requested that the Appeals Committee grant an exception for their team to the rule requiring a 50% preliminary win-loss record, so that their team would be eligible for a Second Round At-Large Bid. One of the debaters was a senior and their institution had unique travel scheduling circumstances that had resulted in the senior having a varying set of partners, making it uniquely more difficult to reach the eligibility benchmark.
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Pertinent Rules

Standing Rules II.C.2.c:

c. Second Round At-Large process.
(1) Any teams not selected for participation in the NDT through the
First Round At-Large or district processes may apply for a Second
Round At-Large bid.
(2) All teams selected through the Second Round At-Large process must
have a 50% or greater preliminary round win-loss record in rounds on
the fall CEDA topic or its NDT topic parallel immediately prior to the
District tournament or at the time of submission for second round
bids. The team's record for every tournament attended prior to
submission must be reported on the application form.
(3) Teams submitting Second Round At-Large applications may include a
paragraph of explanation concerning extenuating circumstances.
(4) Unless a school has received two bids in the First Round At-Large
process, participation in the district process shall be a prerequisite
for receipt of a Second Round At-Large selection. Participation in the
district process is defined as:
a. both members of a team debating in at least 50% of the preliminary
rounds at a tournament component;
b. in districts that allow a limited-number of teams from each school
participating in the tournament component, submission to rankings as
part of the district process that determines district-eligible teams
and being ranked as ineligible;
c. receiving one of the allocated district bid slots as determined by
the district.
 (5) If a school has not qualified two teams through a First Round
At-Large or district process, it shall not be eligible to qualify a
third team through the Second Round At-Large process unless the
team(s) that participated in the district process shall also have
qualified through the Second Round At-Large process.
(6) The next two lower teams that do not qualify for Second Round
At-Large bids will be designated as first and second alternate.
(7) Should there be an odd number of teams selected through the three
qualification processes, the first alternate (or the second, should
the first be unable to attend), will be allowed to participate at the
National Debate Tournament. Should there be no additional alternate
teams, the tournament director will make arrangements to assure an
even number of teams.
(8) If the tournament host school has not qualified a team to the
National Debate Tournament at the conclusion of the second round bid
process, the director of the host school may opt to enter one team
from their institution to the total number of teams already qualified.
This team will have to have competed in the district process for their
host institution.  In this case, the tournament host should notify the
tournament director within two days after the release of the second
rounds. To even out the number of teams, the tournament director will
add the next highest second round bid team to the tournament.  The
total number of teams competing will be 80. This amendment supersedes
any other language limiting the tournament to 78 teams.
Determination

The committee unanimously voted against the waiver based on the NDT Rule requiring that all 
teams selected must have a 50% or greater preliminary win-loss record. 
Decision

It is the unanimous determination of the Appeals Committee that there is not a basis for providing an exception to the eligibility rule that "All teams selected through the Second Round At-Large process must have a 50% or greater preliminary round win-loss record." "All" teams forecloses such exceptions, and historically, the record as a "team" has been interpreted to mean the record when both members are debating together.  While *team name* can be ranked, they are not eligible for selection.  
· Committee members – Brovero (7), Cram Helwich (4), Katsulas (AFAE), Repko (5), Starks (AFAC)



