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A Great Season Start at the  
Aztec/Mills Swing Invitational 

Written by Lane Schwager 

Over the first weekend of October, the Cal State L.A. Speech and Debate team 

headed down to San Diego State University for the first tournament of the yearlong 
academic competition season. Danielle Soibelman, Lane Schwager and Daniel Noriega, 
along with Director of Forensics Geoffrey BrodakSilva and coach Robert Black all spent 
the weekend greeting and catching up with fellow coaches and students from all over 
parts of southern California, Texas, Colorado, Washington, and Arizona before taking on 
the first round of competition. 

The CSULA Golden Eagles took home an impressive number of awards over the 
weekend. At the end of the first day of competition Schwager and Soibelman broke into 
final rounds for Program Oral Interpretation. Soibelman, speaking on the 
romanticization of mental illness took home 4th and Schwager, speaking about the 
overlooked role of the first lady, took home 1st place. Day two resulted in Schwager 
taking home 2nd in Program Oral Interpretation, Soibelman taking home both 5th in 
Program Oral Interpretation and 4th in Extemporaneous Speaking. The team took home 
one qualification to the NFA National Tournament, as well as three legs for the 
AFA-NIET. 

Perhaps the most important part of the tournament however, was the time we 
took to talk about a member of our community Feras Morad who the world lost at the 
hands of the Long Beach Police Department. Morad was a member of the Moorpark 
College team and was recently accepted and about to begin classes at Cal State Long 

Beach. In Speech and Debate, we constantly 
talk about critical issues that face our world so 
when those issues hit home we are reminded 
why it is important to talk about them in the 
first place. The Feras Morad Citizenship Award 
was given to Caleb Moore, a member of the 
forensics community that exhibits the 
attributes that Morad exhibited himself. Those 
who knew Feras well said he was always the 
first to cheer on a fellow competitor or to 

comfort his teammates. This award will serve as a reminder to the community as we 
start each year to use our voices to honor those who cannot speak for themselves. 



 

     CSULA Takes Home 4th in Sweeps in Irvine 
Written by Dorothy Garcia 

CSULA’s Forensics Speech and Debate team brought home the bacon on after the 

second tournament of the season! On October 16th, 2015 members Dorothy Garcia and 
Daniel Noriega attended the “Sleep In/Leave Early IEs” tournament at Irvine Valley 
College. About eight schools including CSULA were in attendance. Daniel competed in 
Extemporaneous and Impromptu speaking. Dorothy performed in Programmed Oral 
Interpretation. With about eight entrees, Dorothy took 1st place. 

On October 18th, 2015 the team attended the 2015 Jannese Davidson Memorial 
tournament at Concordia University in Irvine. This tournament is held every year in 
honor of Jannese Davidson, who lost her battle to Lupus just last year. Jannese, once a 
competitor, became a coach at Concordia University in Irvine. She was a beloved family 
member, dear friend, and fierce competitor who lit up a room the moment she set foot 
in it. Jannese was a determined individual who influenced many from the California 
district we call home and beyond that. There was no better way to represent such a 
beautiful soul from our community. 

A total of 23 schools were in attendance that day. Both Daniel and Dorothy 
attended again but this time team members Danielle Soibelman, Lane Schwager, and 
Adam Perez-Morin were alongside. Danielle competed in POI, Extemp, and Impromptu, 
Lane competed in POI as well and After Dinner Speaking. After a long and intense day 
of competition, postings for final rounds were up. Lane broke out into ADS as well as 
POI, where she would be competing against her teammates, Danielle and Dorothy. 
Danielle took 4th, Dorothy took 2nd, and Lane took 1st and officially qualified her POI 
to the AFA national tournament. Lane also qualified her ADS to the NFA tournament. 
Overall, CSULA took 4th place at the four-year level. 

The weekend was a long one but it was filled with laughs, reunions, and the 
beginning of new friendships. With new additions to squads all around California, it’s a 
great feeling knowing that our community is growing and that there are others who 
share the same dreams and aspirations. There is so much talent and the Golden Eagles 
are always honored to share the same stage with those we can call friends. The team’s 
next competition is the Robert Barbera Invitational, which will be held at California 
State University: Northridge on November 7th and 8th. This will be the third 
competition of the year and the team is prepared and excited for whatever awaits them. 

 



 

Golden Eagles Flock to CSUN for a Great Swing! 

Written by Danielle Soibelman 

Every year, Cal State University, Northridge hosts the Robert Barbera 
Invitational Swing during the first weekend of November. This year, the CSULA 
Forensics Team brought four competitors to the swing: Lane Schwager, Dorothy Garcia, 
Danielle Soibelman, and Marilu Bustamante, who competed for the first time there. The 
ladies competed in individual events on Saturday and Sunday, finaling many of their 
events both days. 

Saturday, November 7th, was the first day of I.E.s, and all the competitors finaled 
events. Marilu took first place in Novice Prose with a piece on Aimee Mullins, the fastest 
woman on prosthetic legs who teaches us to go beyond our labels. In Program Oral 
Interpretation, Dorothy took second, arguing that ethnic study of the Philippines is 
important to education. In first place was Danielle with her piece on the dangers of 
romanticizing mental illness and suicide. Danielle also took second place in Impromptu 
Speaking and second in Extemporaneous Speaking. Team President Lane took first 
place in After Dinner Speaking with a hilarious speech on embracing the “walk of 
shame.” Lane picket-fenced the event all day, meaning she did not receive a rank lower 
than a 1 in any round. 

November 8th was day two. With 260 
entries from 16 different schools, the 
competition was difficult. Nevertheless, the 
Golden Eagles pulled themselves into finals! 
In Novice Prose, Marilu took third place. In 
After Dinner Speaking, Lane once again 
took first, picket-fencing the whole day 
again. Danielle took first place in Program 
Oral Interpretation, Impromptu Speaking, 
and Extemporaneous Speaking, winning 
Top Overall Speaker for the two days. 

Every time we compete, we are reminded of our affinity for this activity. Seeing 
programs from Texas, Arizona, and California all gathered together for the sake of 
public speaking is heartwarming and helps us create connections that last a lifetime. We 
look forward to competing every weekend we are able, not only for the trophies we 
receive out of hard work, but for the friends with whom we compete and are eager to see 
by postings. 



 

Eagle Crew Expands at Fall Champs 
Written by Alex Zhou 

On a cold December morning, the CSULA Forensics Speech and Debate Team gathered 
in Parking Lot D of Mt. San Antonio College in preparation for their annual participation in the 
2015 PSCFA Fall Championship. There was something for everyone at the tournament, which 
offers rookie, novice, junior, and open divisions for Parliamentary Debate as well as novice, 
junior, and open divisions for NFA-LD, IPDA, British parliamentary Debate, and 12 individual 
events. With 42 schools in attendance and 790 individual event entries in total, the tournament 
was easily one of the largest and most competitive in the state.  

This year our school saw particularly high participation of competitors; a total of 8 
Golden Eagles were sent to represent Cal State LA in the tournament. Many competitors chose 
to enter into multiple events, including Danielle Soibelman in open impromptu speaking, IPDA, 
and open prose interpretation, Raymond Gomez in novice persuasive speaking and prose 
interpretation, Alex Zhou in novice informative speaking and programmed oral interpretation, 
Adam Perez-Morin in open prose interpretation and impromptu speaking, and Dorothy Rae 

Garcia in open programmed oral interpretation and prose 
interpretation. The others put their skills into a single event, with 
Marilu Bustamante in junior prose, Monica Roldan in novice poetry 
interpretation, and Lane Schwager in after-dinner speaking. 

Golden Eagles presented their arguments in many forms on a 
variety of new and interesting topics, including a Danielle’s prose 
interpretation on toxic comparison, Raymond’s prose 
interpretation about a man with PTSD trying to find love and a 
persuasive speech on small businesses, Alex’s programmed oral 
interpretation on the friend zone and informative speech on social 

environment effects on drug addiction, Dorothy’s prose on the social construction of blackness 
and whiteness, and Monica’s poetry interpretation on race labels. 

In the end, the Golden Eagle squad dominated, with Danielle Soibelman taking 2nd in 
Open Impromptu, Dorothy Rae Garcia taking 5th in Open POI, Marilu Bustamante taking 1st in 
Junior Prose, and Alex Zhou taking 3rd in Novice POI. The CSULA Forensics Speech and Debate 
Team continues their laborious preparation in the hopes for a repeat performance at HFO. 

 

 



 

Day at a Tournament 
Written By Adam Perez-Morin 

5:00 AM Hit the snooze button 
5:10 AM Hit it again 
5:30 AM Grumble to yourself about not being able to sleep again from the nerves, excitement, 
and dread. 
6:00 AM Get up, eat, shower, all while going over the lines of your introduction, try to envision 
the rooms you will be in, and the competitors you have been waiting to see, and the ones you 
haven’t ever seen before. 
6:30 AM Put on your suit or dress, begin your journey either to campus, or head out to 
whichever school is hosting the tournament. Sign-ins start at 8 but you want to get there early 
for good parking (a privilege not a right). 
8:00 AM Sign-ins begin, and you already run into some of your tournament buddies. Hugs and 
handshakes abound as you wholeheartedly smile seeing each face (Somehow muster the courage 
to say something, anything to that one person who you met in a round that beat you, be the 
better person, try to not get caught looking or make eye contact with the cute ones). 
8:45 AM Huddle around a wall with the other competitors in your event and to the dance of 
finding your name in a list and hope that those hard competitors are not in there. You ask 
everyone where they’re headed, wish them luck. 
8:55 AM Make your way to the room number you took a picture of with your phone, or wrote 
down, either way you always double check. 
9:00 AM Make your way to your first classroom, lecture hall, janitor’s closet, space where they 
think speaking might be the most difficult, and try to find a place to sit. Seat placement is key, 
you want to be at a good place where you are safe but courteous. Freak out a little bit but 
remember to breathe. 
10:00 AM After rounds walk back to the common area, congratulating everyone in the room 
for doing so well, thanking the judge, going over the parts you messed up during your speech. 
Try to not be so hard on yourself but you move on to the next round. 
10:30 AM Postings again, you intermittently ask other speech buddies how their rounds went, 
while telling them yours went great, but everyone agrees that the judges ballots are anyone’s 
guess. Hope you’re not the worst, tell yourself you were one of the best. Next round 
10:45 AM Next round, next room. New faces, competitors, and judges, some of which you 
recognize from before, but now you’re in the zone. You know you’re going to kill it. 
11:45 AM You breathe a small sigh of relief knowing lunch is here. Time to stuff your face with 
your home brought PB&J, or you could go to Subway. Or starve and practice your lines one more 
time, maybe even get in a word or two with your forensics crush. 
12:45 PM Get back to the tournament, put your game face back on, try not to burp, make sure 
you don’t have mustard or some other sauce crust in the corner of your mouth. 
1:00 PM Check postings, chit-chat, take picture of your room number, hoof it across campus 
(sometimes with barely enough time) don’t forget to use the restroom. 



 

1:15 PM With a full belly and a clear head you stand up, give it your all, leave it all in the room, 
make it through, get the laughs, make them cry, see the triumphant nods of the judges, do 
spiritual backflips of joy. Sit down and watch another equally compelling, beautiful, heartfelt 
performance. Rethink every decision of your life. Try not to cry. Try not to burp. Clap after every 
speech. 
2:00 PM Postings. Hi’s. Bye’s. Good-lucks. Don’t let them see you are weak. Don’t break. 
2:15 PM Room, speak, live, die, breathe. 
3ish PM Rinse repeat 
4ish PM Try not to collapse, from relief, from exhaustion, from the pain of your shoes, take off 
your shoes, smile, hugs, high fives, words with people you have been speaking with all day. 
Words to yourself. Prayers/wishes to anyone/thing of higher authority to have mercy on your 
soul. See the judges from your previous rounds with their ballot envelopes walking to the tab 
room. Daydream of tackling them and reading their comments on your ballots. As if they’re even 
in there. Breathe. 
An eternity later: amidst a crowd of tired, anxious, nervous, eager forensics competitors who 
have been waiting diligently for the results of their day’s hard work. Countless hours have gone 
into these moments. You leave it all on the classroom floors, your all, your everything. Now is 
the feeling of zero gravity. Now is where you find out if you made it into elimination rounds. 
5:00 PM Postings. Tears, smiles, smirks, blank faces. Congratulations are accompanied by 
criticism of judging philosophies, performances which illegally used tears as props, defense of 
said performers real tears. Put your shoes back on, run to your next round. Do it, again. 
5:15 PM In a room of fellow competitors, several judges, and now an audience of peers cheering 
you and your competitors on. You feel the rush, you feel the zone, you laugh from inside when 
your opponents make jokes, you tear up when they tell you about their life stories, and then they 
call your name. Stand up, fix your clothes, and walk to the front of the room. As you turn and 
scan the audience you can’t help but glow from within, a tiny sliver of doubt poking at your right 
eyeball, but the warmth of the faces and ears ready to hear the words out of your mouth fills 
your lungs. And you begin. 
6:00 PM The applause is done, the congratulations from judges and competitors are quick but 
cherished. You feel great, or not. But you feel something unique to the activity that nothing else 
can bring. Awards to follow immediately. Unless you do debate, then we wait for you to finish 
your (seemingly) endless rounds. 
“Immediately Following” (HA!) You and your team shuffle with the others into a large hall 
barely big enough. You hear the director of forensics of the hosting school give a speech 
thanking the staff and judges and coaches and competitors. The one clap rule is explained (or at 
least agreed upon). Then the long procession of calling out events, names of people who did well, 
and the names of those who are champions. When your teammates events and names is called 
you cheer and clap your heart out, even if it is only once. Everyone claps, the top competitors in 
each event are applauded, everyone stands for the champion. Sometimes it’s you, sometimes it’s 
your friend, sometimes it's someone who you knew deserved it, and other times the ones you 
knew didn’t. Either way, you can be crushed or hold your head up high. You’ve just survived 
another forensics tournament. 
8:00 PM Head back home… or to Chili’s. 



 

Why I Love Interp 
Written by Monica Roldan 

 
This past quarter was my first attending CSULA as well as being a member of the 

forensics team. With only minimum performance experience (I took an Intro to Oral Interp at 
my junior college) I decided to have Interp as one of my two events and I absolutely loved it! I 
am hopeful to tackle all five genres within oral interp… poetry, check! I love interp because it has 
given me a platform to channel different personalities within myself, some that I never knew 
existed. For example, my very first poetry program consisted of five different pieces of literature 
and in essence gave me five alter egos to embrace. I had to find my inner Brooklyn chick, British 
traveler, and “Valley Girl.” It was important for me to experiment with different characters and 
be comfortable enough to switch initial decisions. 

 
I have learned that in order for interp to be successful, a complete embodiment of each 

character must show, from the facial expressions, tone of voice, volume of voice, body 
movements, posture, and mannerisms. It is so much more than just “dramatic reading.” It is 
very interesting to distinguish the differences within every interp event: Poetry, Dramatic 
Interpretation, Duo, POI, and Prose. Each event is very specific in terms of emphasis. For 
instance, prose is all about character development. During the Fall Champs tournament, I had 
the pleasure of watching the final round for junior prose and my, was I taken away by the 
performances. I had a connection with each story and was excited to follow each character’s 
journey. There was less focus on bodily movements and more on tone of voice, and emotion 
throughout the story. Poetry was so interesting to watch because blocking is very symbolic of the 
words being said. The movements were powerful on several levels because some made me laugh, 
while others gave me chills. I also had the pleasure of watching the Open Programmed Oral 
Interp Final Round and I was absolutely blown away. From every page turn, character pop, vocal 
change, volume change, I felt as if I was riding an emotional roller coaster. It is awesome to see 
the difference between each event all in one during a POI performance. 

 
Interp has and continues to push me out of my comfort zone and I love it. I love that 

interp, regardless of the specific event, has a moral or message that I can walk away with… 
giving me a further understanding and consciousness of the world I am further discovering. I 
can sympathize with conflicts I would not have otherwise been exposed to which is what makes 
interp so important and political. Not to mention, coaches Brian and Jackson did a fantastic job 
during practices! They were a tremendous help, from book etiquette, to vocal changes, and 
blocking, my experience with interp would have been extremely different without the 
comfortable practicing environment with which they provided me. 
 
  



 

Forensics in Real Life 
Written by Rebecca Peralta 

 
I remember the first day I had walked into class I had no idea what was in store. 

This class opened my eyes to skills that I can apply onward throughout my education 
and future career. I realized that in order for one to enhance their credibility as a 
speaker they must be able to express themselves effectively. I was able to work on being 
able to think on my toes. Another way to effectively convey oneself is by organizing one's 
thoughts prior to expressing themselves. This was done by writing out rough drafts of 
our pieces and being sure to practice them. 

 
Practice entailed a lot. When it came to finding pieces we were encouraged to find 

things we liked. I agreed and saw that the more interest you had in your piece the more 
likely you were to have fun with it. I learned that I’m not as interested in politics as I 
thought I was. However, I found that I was very interested in social justice movements 
and feel very passionate in regards to speaking about them. I was happy to see that 
people do take interest in social justice and feel passionate enough to want to make a 
difference. 

 
Forensics exposed me to a world I had no idea existed. I had the opportunity to 

go travel and compete at California State University Northridge. I was very nervous at 
first and felt overwhelmed. I did not know how much pressure there was when it came 
to performing your piece. I truly did enjoy the experience and was amazed by all of the 
different types of performances and talent that exist throughout forensics. 
 

One thing that I must note were how much the people I met made an impact on 
my way of thinking and handling life situations. During competition I had an 
unexpected family emergency. I had to leave to competition and felt defeated and down 
about it. I then realized that I had to place things in perspective. I realized that 
sometime I prioritize things on higher ranges than I normally should. Prior to seeking to 
one of my Forensics coaches I had a totally different mindset. After opening up to them, 
which is a difficult thing for me to do, I can now say that I plan on taking that 
conversation and the things I learned along with me into the next quarter.  
 
  



 

The Making of a Persuasion 
Written by Raymond Gomez 

 
My first time competing in a forensics activity will take place on December 6, 2015. I 

have chosen to deliver a persuasive speech advocating for one way to improve the economy: 
breaking up big companies that engage in practices that restrict small businesses from selling 
their products and services. When I first chose the topic of breaking up big companies and 
provided my ideas about it with one of our speech coaches, Holland Smith, I received helpful 
feedback. For example, she told me to expand my attention getter, reword my thesis statement 
to make it more intelligible, and she reminded me on how to integrate my oral citations. This 
feedback helped to boost my confidence in the speech. I proceeded to complete a full-sentence 
outline of the speech to deliver it during our next practice session. As the quarter progressed, I 
found myself feeling excited every time before each session because I knew that I would make 
significant progress in completing my speech. 

 
I chose to talk about big companies because this quarter I am taking a political science 

class that discusses globalization and how it is changing the developing world. This class has 
opened my eyes to realize how far-reaching poverty is, especially for the global south. 
Multinational corporations have increased the spread of poverty because they established 
factories in Latin America, for example, for low wages and they also displaced indigenous people 
from their lands to build additional factories. With this information in mind, I decided to 
conduct further research on the negative effects of globalization in the United States. I found 
several articles that discuss how multinational corporations, or big companies in other words, 
contribute to small business, the working class, and consumers struggling. So, I integrated the 
knowledge that I gained from my political science class and created a speech a persuasive speech 
to urge my listeners that we must break up big companies. These break-ups will restore a type of 
economy in which small businesses can sell their products and services, and it will also help the 
working class earn a living wage as opposed the minimum wage. Lastly, consumers will benefit 
because they will not have to face higher prices. 

 
After I finalized my persuasive speech, I started to memorize it so that I prepare myself 

for the competition. One key feature of forensics is that I have the opportunity to deliver speech 
every session to a room with audience members. This helps me to not only practice in front of 
people but also receive feedback on my gestures, tone of voice, and facial expressions. Improving 
my nonverbal communication is the stage that I am currently in. Because forensics is a class at 
Cal State LA that is made up of coaches that care about their students, I feel confident that I will 
master my speech before the competition. Creating and delivering a speech is extremely hard 
work. Sometimes I found myself feeling angry and frustrated because I could not present myself 
in the way I wanted. Because every team member in forensics is friendly, helpful, and inclusive, 
however, I feel confident that I will enjoy my time at the competition. 
 
  



 

Why I Love L.P. 
Written by Daniel Noriega 

 
There are few events more nerve-wrecking on the speech and debate circuit than limited 

prep. You're given a few minutes to develop, rehearse and perform a full speech before a judge. 
That is enough to scare off even the most confident speakers. Yet, it's not overcoming that fear 
that is satisfying, it's in the preparation. When drafting a limited preparation speech, you can 
only recall on things you're familiar with and with information that's already tucked away in 
your head. Because of this, limited prep events force you to change your perception of how you 
absorb information. 

 
There are two events that fall under the “Limited Prep” category; impromptu and 

extemporaneous. Extemporaneous seems to be the more daunting of the two, because you are 
asked to answer a question regarding world news and politics. Questions range from economic 
crises, civil rights, energy conservation, wildlife preservation, to anything in between. 
Impromptu speaking has you consider a piece of information, and develop a full speech from it. 
Oftentimes, this piece can be a quotation, but it may also be a simple phrase, object, or even a 
literal apple. Creativity is on display in both of these events, they just both require you to make 
connections between things you've learned in the time between tournaments. 

 
What I enjoy most about participating in both of these events, isn't the creativity that is 

on display during the event, it's the shift in thinking outside. When researching new 
information, we make connections to theories or concepts that we'll want to use during our 
speech. In impromptu speeches, a good plan is to recite an academic theory and then follow up 
with an example that supports or exemplifies the theory. For example, I've used Judith Butler's 
theory of Performativity and supported it with references to the hyper-masculinity on display in 
Terminator 2: Judgment Day through Arnold Schwarzenegger's character. We ingest new 
information and figure how we can condense all of this information down to something we 
would want to talk about later. We pick apart different aspects of the same story and use them to 
support different thoughts and ideas. 

 
We start making more and more connections and we hope that we will be able to recall 

this information when the time comes. For extemporaneous speeches, we need to do the same 
thing, but with world events. Instead of talking about the Terminator, whose come back in time 
to kill John Conner, we'd have to talk about Putin, and his emerging policies in the Middle East. 
Instead of connections between stories and theories, you make connections between countries 
and peoples. How will this affect the people within its borders, outside of them? What are the 
implications of this deal? Everything must be considered. 

 
Limited Prep provides an invaluable skill that goes beyond the tournament doors, and 

will last you long after the final award has been handed out. 
  



 

Fall Awards and National Qualifications 

Aztec Invitational:  

Lane Schwager: 1st in POI 

Danielle Soibelman: 4th in POI 

Mills Invitational: 

Lane Schwager: 2nd in POI 

Danielle Soibelman: 4th in EXT, 5th in POI 

Sleep In/Leave Early IEs: 

Dorothy Garcia: 1st in POI 

Jannese Davidson Memorial: 

Lane Schwager: 1st in POI, 3rd in ADS 

Dorothy Garcia: 2nd in POI 

Danielle Soibelman: 4th in POI 

Sweeps: 4th Place 

Robert Barbera Invitational Day One: 

Lane Schwager: 1st in ADS 

Dorothy Garcia: 2nd in POI 

Danielle Soibelman: 1st in POI, 2nd in EXT, 
2nd in IMP 

Marilu Bustamante: 1st in Novice PRO 

Robert Barbera Invitational Day Two: 

Lane Schwager: 1st in ADS 

Danielle Soibelman: 1st in POI, 1st in EXT, 
1st in IMP, Top Overall Speaker 

Marilu Bustamante: 3rd in Novice PRO 

PSCFA Fall Championships: 

Dorothy Garcia: 5th in POI 

Danielle Soibelman: 2nd in IMP 

Marilu Bustamante: 1st in Junior PRO 

Alex Zhou: 3rd in Novice POI 

AFA-NIET Quals: 
Lane Schwager: POI 
Danielle Soibelman: IMP, POI, and EXT 
NFA Tournament Quals: 
Lane Schwager: ADS 
Danielle Soibelman: IMP and EXT 
Marilu Bustamante: PRO 
 

 

Keep up with us on our new website! 

https://csulaforensics.wordpress.com/ 

https://csulaforensics.wordpress.com/

