Norfolk Prisom Debate Team
Beats
Boston College Debating Society

o

Recently the Norfolk Prison Debate Team defeated the Fulton
Debating Society of Boston College in a debate here at the prison
on the topic of whether a "carbon tax" should levied upon
businesses who emit greenhouse gasses.

The Norfolk Team won by a score of 86.7 to 86.2! A great
victory!! I am please to report that two of the Norflk Team members
also serve on The Lifers' Group, Inc. Board of Directors with me.
Sitting in the audience I was so proud to see these men represent
the prison population in such a positive manner.

David Boeri from WBUR radio covered the event and there will
be some stories in the written press as well.

What follows are two stories relating to prison debating and
The Fulton Debate Society respectively. I hope you enjoy them and
are encouraged to contact the folks involved in their development.

Congratulations to the Norfolk Prison Debate Team! Thank you for
clearly displaying the voice of the informed and educated prisoner
to the out-side world who too often only hear the twisted viewpoint
of the gulag official. May we never forget what Samuel Clemons
(Mark Twain) said;

"If you want to see the scum of the earth and the dregs of

humanity, go down to your local prison and watch the
changing of the guard."

SUPPORT THE VOICE OF THE EDUCATED AND INFORMED PRISONER!!!
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email: emancipationinitiativelgmail.com
Facebook: gemanclpatlﬂnlnltlatlve
tim.muise.b3@gmail.com
facbook: @curearminc
WWW.georgenassar .com



The Classes

ADAM BRIGHT "05 AND NATASHA
HAVERTY '0O8

Inmate Debate

Adam Bright "05 and Natasha Haverty "08 are collecting
the history of one of the best debating teams of all time—a
team made up entirely of prisoners,

[N 1951 THE OXFORD UNIVERSITY DEBATE TEAM, ONE OF THE
best in the world, competed in a tournament against a group
of inmates from the MNorfolk Prison Colony in southeastern
Massachusetts. The topic for the evening: should the United
States have a free national health service for all its dtizens?

As far as debate teams go, the one at the Colony was surpns-
ingly good. Formed in the sarly 1930s as a way of improving
the prisoners’ minds, the team had a key advantage over Oxford
students. Undergraduates move on after four years, while these
inmates were serving terms that often lasted decades, giving them
ample opportunity to hone their skills, Over the years, the Norfolk
team beat Harvard, Yale, Princeton, and many other elite colleges.
They beat Oxford thar day in 1951, too, "They're extraordinarily

good, you know,” cne of the Oxonians had to admit.
" The history of the debate team at the Norfolk Prison Colony,

A prison quard keeps a watchful
eye on the debate between
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Norfolk's prisoners andOxford = 2%
University in 1951. Oxford lost. o, °
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now known as the Massachuserts Correctional Instinution in Nor-
folk, has recently been unearthed by Adam Bright '05 and Natasha
Haverty "08. In June 2010, the pair received $10,000 from Mass
Humanities, which distribures money on behalf of the National
Endowment of the Humanities, the Massachusetts Cultural
Council, and private donors. "The Scourge of New England: An
Oral History of the Norfolk Prison Debate Team,” as Bright and
Haverty's project is called, will assemble interviews with former
debaters, prison officials, and some competitors. The two research-
ers have so far compiled fifty-five hours of audio interviews, along
with newspaper clippings, Morfolk Prison newsletters, and such
memorabilia as the "certficate of parcle” given to each college
debater for “having superiorly and honorably acquitted himself in
a debate berween [his school] and the Norfolk Debaters.”

The materials will be archived at the Harvard Law Library, the
Boston Public Library, and the Emerson College Library Brigh
and Haverty also hope to write an oral history book based on their
research. “T'wanted to get involved with the magic of people telling
their own stories in their own voices,” Bright says. He read about
the Norfolk debate team in a biography of Leonard Cohen—the
famed Canadian songwriter who competed at Norfolk while a
member of McGill University’s debate team—and then asked
Haverty, a freelance writer in New York, to join him.

Haverty says her love of oral history and her interest in prisons
started at Brown. Through the Swearer Center for Public Service,
she was leading arts workshops for women at a Rhode Island

tory class, The Political Economy of Prinich—--
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that semester, she says. After graduating, she enrolled at
the Salr Instinate for Documentary Smdies, in Portland,
Maine, where she created a radio feature abour the only
woman in the state serving in home confinement.

S0 far the two researchers have spoken to more
than a dozen debaters from the Norfolk team. Some

and successful careers. Others, having landed back
in prison, were interviewed over the phone, One
former debater, Roy Shurger, remembers vividly the
hours he and his parmer spent préparing 1o argue
the negative on the question, Should wiretapping
be made legal? They researched the subject in the
Norfolk prison's well-stocked prison library. Their
teammates grilled them, while their coach—a fellow
inmate whom everyone called Doc Richardson—cor-
rected their pronundation, their emphasis, and the
way they projected their voices.

The Norfolk debate team came out of the belief
that prisoners could be rehabilitated through educa-
tion. “Did this program keep people out of prison? Did
it keep people from coming back?” asks Haverty. "We
are definitely not drawing any conclusions abour that.”

5tll, she and Bright firmly believe that the debate
teamn had merit. It “was the exemplification of the
Norfolk philosophy,” Bright says. "Get outsiders to
interact with the men to make the men feel like men.”

-BETH SCHWARTZAPFEL "0

prison and was simultaneously enrolled in an oral his-

of the inmartes have gone on to have productive lives -
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Debate at Boston College

FULTON DEBATING SOCIETY
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Rev. Charles Donovan, 5.]., a Fultonian and author of this history of the Society.

"and now the Forum at University Heights beckons alluringly to the embryo orators, the shadowy forms of
Demosthenes and Cicero hover like guardian genii over the rostrum and seats where, like the Senators of ancient
Rome, the sages of succeeding generations will assemble to discuss the problems and shape the destiny of cur
country, to perpeﬁ.rafe the glories of the past, and by their deeds to make the rFulton of the future a credit to its
traditions, to its founders, and to the Mother under whose guidance it has reached its place of honor among debating
societies of this country.”

--description of the Society in the 1913 edition of Sub Turri (the yearbook)

These words seem an appropriate tribute to the long and distinguished tradition of forensics at Boston College. Shortly
after the institution was founded in 1863, a "Senior Debating Society" was formed over which Rev. Robert Fulton,
S.)., presided. Under this name the Society continued its work until 7 November 1850, when, acting upon the
sugagestion of the Rev. A. 1. Mullan, 5.)., the Society voted to be known as the Fulton Debating Society of Boston
College. A seal was chosen, and a Fultonian was entrusted the work of engraving it. The design embedied "an eagle
surmounting a scroll and a shield containing the portrait of Father Fulton, surmounted by a laurel wreath, the name of
the Society at the base of the scroll, the date of its foundation set in a rosette at the lower part of the wreath, and the
space between the upper portion and the arms of the same filled by the motto 'Par Pari.™

Throughout the early years, most of the Society's activities were debates conducted in a room reserved for members
of the Society. Advocates were selected and each week they squared off with passionate dialogue. One of the most
significant events of this era undoubtedly occurred in 1895, when the Fulton debated against Georgetown University in
the College's first intercollegiate debate. This rivalry, one of the oldest in forensics, is reenacted each year when the
Fultonians face Georgetown in tournament competition.

In 1913, after the College had relocated to Chastnut Hill, the Fulton was honored with its own room in University Hall
(now room 305 in Gasson Hall). Perhaps most significantly, the front wall of the room was adorned with long columns
to record the winners of the Fulton Prize Debate. In a prophetic statement about the future prosperity of the Society,
the wall provided a place to acknowledge the winner n.F the Fulton Prize Debate up to the dawning of the twenty-
second century. The ceiling was adorned with the words of great orators to "shed light" on the members of the
Society. On one side, Demaosthenes, Cicero, and Webster, in recognition of the civil; opposite them, the names of St.
Paul, Bourdaloue, and Segneri, in recognition of the spiritual.

Throughout the 1920s, the Fulton continued to stage intra-Society debates on c.a'rnpus and to battle other institutions
in public debates. The records of the Society reveal lists of opponents much like a modern day athletic schedule. Early

opponents included Fordham University, Connecticut Agricultural Cellege, Brown University, New York University,



Gettysburg College, St. Viator College (of Illinois), Rutgers University, Sta-nfarﬂ:'ﬂﬁ.i.ﬁér"si.ﬁ,. johins Hﬂplc:inazu.n.i#ersity;
Dartmnuth Eullege, Princeton Unlﬁ.rersltv and the Unlversnt*,r of PJtEbUrgh Perhaps the must ]Egendaw of these
debates nccurred in 1923 when Neal S::anlnn, WHiIam Killion, and Joseph Dnyje, defeate.d Harvard In a dehata before
thousands in Symphony Hall on the questmn af whethar "Alfred E. Smith Is Em]nenlﬂ‘f qua!lﬂed as President ::f the
United States." The strength of the Snﬂeb_.r in, this era was evident in 1929 153[] when tha Futtnn won nme |
mnsemtrva debates thﬂl‘E iusing ‘in the final debate of the year to the Cullegeﬁ the H:}h_.r Err:rss‘

This tradition continued fntn the 194!]5 as Fultonians tmveled thmughuut Ens,tun and surmundlng states staging
debate exhibitions. ThE Fultn:mians dellighted :rnwds by orating on |55=u35 c:-f pressmg publu: concern. . Around. thls time,
intercollegiate debate began to evolve toa tnurnarnent format. Instead -::f staglng Enters:quad :umpetitic:ns r:-r’ debatlng
agalnst a E.Tng}e schml r:uﬂ.egea and universities hgga_rn to invite aeveral r::-ppuslng instituth:ms from ac:mss the CCIU['ItI""f
to their campus for weekend tournaments. Teams representlng the mmpetmg schm!s debated against each nthEr in a
series of [::rrn&hminargq-r rounds w]th. the outstanding teams-acivancmg into the _eli_mlnanqn rounds. This trend culminated,
in-1947, with the creation of the National Debate Tnumament - : _ platgd

While the Fulton Suclenr was slow: to-switch to tﬂurnament debate It hegan tr.': mmpete in earnest In: the eaﬁyr 19505,
when Dr. John Henry Lawtun became Director of Fnrenslcs‘ The most sﬂc:::ﬂssful af thesp_ tearns James UngEr and
Joseph M:Laughﬂn, fi nished sec-.:md at the 1964 Nal:lunal Debate Tuurnament In ad-:htlnn to 1954 the Eut:let'l_.r
qualified to atl:end the national cham plunshlp in 15962, 1963, 1955 195? 1958 1959 19'.?[] 1971, 1972, 19?4 1975
and 19?9 In the early 198435, hﬂwwer, interest In debate dimmfshed and the Futl;uh hegan to mmpete mﬂr:e acﬂuely
in LﬂﬁtEEL :-.pe;fkmg, qualnfwng fﬂr the Natlunal Indwiduai Events Tuurnament |n 1932 ;933 1954 ¢935 1986 1588,
1989, am:l IQQD In the Iate 19355, debate returned and the Society quallﬁectﬁ::r the Nat!nnal Det::ate Tuurnarnent
from 1987 to 1996. et TR o e Bt e e Sh ; .' |
Edltnnal Note: This histnnr is ahﬁtra-::ted frnm an “D:::asfnnal Paper" wrlf:ten h'f Rev. Eharles Dnnwan, g, .'J,F in 1991,
Father was a Fultr:mian wh-:a later rose to beu:r.:me Academic Vice Fr'es.ndent of. Enstﬂn E:uHege Althﬂugh he Il:rst the
-15‘33 Fu!tnn Fnze Dehate tn Charles M. 0' Brlen_. Father remained a devuted champinn uf the Sudew untll h|s death in
'1995 Aﬁ:er retlr[ng as Aﬂademic "uflce Presldent ‘Father went on to serve with dlstlnctmn as Unwermty Hlst-::-rian and in

_thl.: role he ai..thared tne deﬁn[twe h.stﬂw of the Sc:clew



