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In the United States, the negotiations over various nominations to the federal bench
have generally been contained within the Senate’s sphere of argumentation, which
means they have been subjected to a super-majority requirement. In contrast to the
super-major requirements in such countries as Germany, Italy, Portugal and Spain, the
U.S. Senate’s filibuster rule is non-constitutional and requires that 60 percent of the
Senate must approve of voting on the president’s nomination before it can be brought
to the floor. This article is an inductive examination of how some nominations and
the filibuster itself became part of the larger public sphere. The study reveals that
argumentation contained in the Senate sphere tends to involve questions of consti-
tutional interpretation, judicial qualifications, and/or legal and ethical improprieties.
However, argumentation that is addressed to the public sphere tends to be mediated
and to focus on social issues such as abortion and gun control. It can also center on the
gender, race, religion, party affiliation, or social agenda of the nominee. In the modern
era, the sporadic shifts to the public sphere began with the appearance of impropriety
surrounding the nomination of Abe Fortas as Chief Justice of the Supreme Court in
1968 and continues with the resolution of the Democratic filibuster against certain
federal nominees of President George W. Bush in 2005. This study demonstrates the



growing role of public relations operations in the White House and among interest
groups in terms of their public arguments. While other developed countries have
kept the judicial appointment process out of the public sphere, that could eventu-
ally change, as it did in the United States. Therefore, this study is relevant to public
spheres in other nations that might be forced to engage the public with regard to
judicial nominations.
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contradictory) information, claims, and events as the world watched the process.
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Can student-driven public debate depolarize fragmented societies by cultivating dem-
ocratic ethos and promoting political accountability? Post-communist transitions in
Southeast Europe are rich sites to study the political impact of student-driven public
deliberation. Public debate pedagogy conducted under the auspices of the Southeast
European Youth Leadership Institute (SEEYLI) presents a useful case study to explore
this issue. From 2001-2005, SEEYLI taught hundreds of young people about debate
and civil society. SEEYLI participants, in conjunction with local social movements,
then fueled public debate projects as vehicles of political transformation in Albania,
Bulgaria, Kosovo, Macedonia, Montenegro, Serbia and Romania. By recounting these
unique deployments of public debate in broader spheres of public deliberation, this
essay considers the possibilities and limits of applied public debate praxis as a driver
of democratic change and response to the social phenomenon of “balkanization.”
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There are different competitive systems and modes of reasoning applying to debate
analysis. The choice of the system must be based on the rational nature of debate
discourse. The proposed system is extended pragmatized. Its pragmatic aspect lies in
the two-part (subject-predicate) natural-communicative organization of utterances.
Its linguistic aspect lies in orientation at surface-structure analysis of argument utter-
ances. Both form and content of arguments are taken into account in the analysis. The
formal component presupposes analysis of logical and linguistic forms. The content
component takes into account conventional and individual views on plausibility of
premises and conclusions.
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This research note examines Debate Across the Curriculum (DAC) as a mediating
tool to help transform the culture of teaching and learning, and ultimately to improve
student performance. Specific educational beliefs and practices addressed are adap-
tive change, collaboration, dialogue, and performance-based learning. The author uses
Franklyn (pseudonym) High School in Providence, Rhode Island, as the context for
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This paper describes a vision of education that synthesizes capitalistic and democratic
values in providing students access to rigorous education by addressing real problems
in existing social contexts. Students learn content in all academic disciplines by creat-
ing their own purpose for learning; educational institutions and business organiza-
tions work collaboratively to form structures of support that are mutually beneficial
for them, the students, and society; and the power structure is democratically distrib-
uted between all.
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This essay investigates the articulation of public speaking instruction and democratic
process, an articulation with its origins in the eatliest assertions in the United States of
a distinct discipline of speech and, later, communication. We argue that disciplinary
trends in the U.S. public speaking instruction are deemphasizing public speaking as the
pathway to democracy it once was belived to be.



Boox Review / O630p antepaTyphl

Deliverance: The Inside Story of East Timor’s Fight for
Freedom. By Don Greenlees & Robert Garran. Crows Nest,
NSW: Allen and Unwin, 2002; pp.375. paper Aus$ 35.00.

Reviewed by John T. Jackson 173

OcBoOOXXaenme: B3rasa nsHyTpm Ha MCTOPUIO OOPHOBI
3a He3aBUCUMMOCTb BocTounoro Tumopa. Asropsr: don
I'punans n Pobept I'sppan. Crows Nest, NSW: Allen and
Unwin, 2002; 375 c., nepenaert, 35,00 aBcTpaa.4044apoB

O630p Axona T. Axaxcona 173

NotEes oN CONTRIBUTORS / JlaHHBIe 00 aBTOpax 179

10 CONTROVERSIA | an international journal of debate and democratic renewal





