Round Robins & SRALB Eligibility – Vega

Rationale
[bookmark: _GoBack]The proposed language change is to clarify what a preliminary round is for the purposes of the second-round application process. This would officially eliminate round robins or other closed-invitation tournaments from counting for or against preliminary win percentage. This clarification would remove a possible disincentive for attending tournaments like round robins that might be beneficial, unique and challenging to students. If a team is close to the 50% line or a new partnership, the fear that the existing rule might be interpreted in a way that might disqualify them from second round eligibility could deter them from recognizing those benefits. As an example, a new partnership that attended a round robin and went 1-5 and a major national and went 5-3 would, under this rule,  be eligible for the second round process. 
This would not change the rule for other portions of the standing rules about preliminary rounds, as those rules already stipulate conditions and encourage other beneficial behaviors. For example, the rule on number of preliminary rounds to count towards bid allocation might be better interpreted to allow round robins to count, as it shows that the debaters were active debaters during the year, and there are already constraints that ensure that there are sufficient teams, rounds and schools in attendance.
The proposed language change should not be taken as a normative stance on the current rule being interpreted the opposite way, but instead as a clarification to ensure that it does not need to go through the appeals process in the future.
Current Rule:
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.
Proposed Language:
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 at open-invitation tournaments, or the combination of open-invitation tournaments and NDT district-qualification tournaments, 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.
Alternate Proposed Language:
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. For the purposes of this rule, a “preliminary round” is limited to open-invitation tournaments and NDT district-qualification tournaments. The team's record for every tournament attended prior to submission must be reported on the application form.

