HOW DEBATER'SSHOULD JUDGE INTERP!

| usethepervasive, dbdt, inaccurate
term "Speech" to describewhat | do. | ana
Speech Coach, | coach the Speech Team
and wego to Speech Tournaments. " Speech
and Debae" isjust asinaccuratefor anin-
terpretationisno more a speech than ade-
bate is. When | use the teem "Forensics"
with anyonemy ageor ol der (outsideof our
doistered littleworld) they think of the TV
show Quincywith Jack K lugman. Anyone
younger than | anwill respond with..."huh?"
Using speech is much moreeffective inre-
cruiting a fourteen-year-old freshman than
forensicswill ever be. It issufficient to say
speech and those tha don't see the €ffi-
cacy of using a short, inaccurate term to
fecilitate understanding hasn't debated or
seen adebate in the last few years.

That said, "Speech Tournaments' are
frequently in need of judges. When | a-
tend speech tournaments, often | hear groans
and protestations when someonewithlittle
or no debateexperience isasked to judgea
debate. They fear speed/spread and avoid
debate like the plague. Theinverseis dso
true, though the protestations are much
subtler. The debater given an interp balot
will whisper, "I never know how to judge
thesethings, | just go with my gut feding."
If said to afellow debater, the responseis
usudly ashrug of the shoulders. If sad to
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an interper, theresponseis aknowing smile
of assent. The interper knows tha going
with ones"gutfeeling" isprobably the best
way to adjudicate an interp. What the
interper failsto seeistha going with one's
gut feding run contrary to everything in
which a debater beieves. Thisresponseis
dso of no vaue to the debaer because it
givesno dueasto how towriteabdlot (the
most important aspect of judging in this
author's view). Gut fedings supply the
rankings only. Bdlotsrequiremore.

Debaters aptly supply quality cri-
tiques of delivery (though sddom will you
see the comments "too fast" or "slow
down"). Beyond ddivery comments, debat-
ers are often lost. Here are sometips tha
may hep adebater to judge interpretation
using language debaters can rd ate to:

Topicality - Isthesd ection gppropri-
aeto the event? Prose in Prose, Potry in
Poetry, funny stuff in Humorous, etc.

Need/Solvency - Does the sdection
meet a nead in the audience? Intdlectud
stimulation, insight into life, emotiond ful-
fillment, etc.

Advant ages - How does theaudience
benefit from having experienced the inter-
pretation? Was the experience worth the
timeof theaudi ence? Was there something
new to be learned?

Ethos, Pathos & Logos- (When | use
these terms with my interpers, they often
think I'm referring to The Three Muske-
teers). While the focus may be on the pa-
thos, ethos and logos are not to be ne-
glected. After you have watched aninterp;
ask yourself, "Were the characters made
bdievable?' (Ethos) " Was theintroduction
adequately rd aed to the piece?' "Was the
piece communicated in a way tha made
sense?" "Could | follow it?' (Logos)

Flow - |Is there an emotiond arc or
through line within the character(s) that
carries through the piece?

Turn - Did the competitor misinter-
pret thepiece Arethey takingitinthewrong
direction?

Tag Team - In Duo, are the perfor-
mances ba anced or isone competitor car-
rying dl of the weight of the piece?

Clash - In Duo, are the competitors
listening to each other or arethey each giv-
ing individud performances?|sthere adra
maticbuild to adimax?

I'm sure others will generae many
additionsto this (hadf tonguein cheek) list.
These tips may hep the debater find her/
hisway to writing aquality balot that will
beof use tothe competitor.
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