Judge Name:  Bill Bone
1. Which of the following best describes your experience with Lincoln-Douglas Debate? 


Policy debater in high school; parent of a debater; and volunteer/ at-large judge

2. Are you a new judge with no previous debate experience?       

No

3. How many years have you been judging Lincoln Douglas Debate?  

3 Years

4. How many rounds have you judged during this school year? 

6 rounds

5. Which of the following best describes your approach to judging Lincoln Douglas Debate?

Speaking skills are most important 

6. The following questions use a scale of 1(not important) to a 5 (very important) to describe your preferences.

a. Rate of delivery   



4
Important

b. Value Premise/ Core Value   

4
Important

c. Use of value criteria    


4
Important

d. Approach to resolution 


3
Somewhat important 

e. Use of example 



3
Somewhat important

f. Use of evidence 



1
Not important

g. Focus on debate        


4
Important 

h. Persuasive Communication    

5
Very important

7. What factors are most important to you when awarding speaker points?

See below (my range is generally 26 to 30)

8. If you wish to do so, you may provide general narrative regarding your judging preferences here:

I am a lay judge and parent of a Lincoln-Douglas debater.  I did policy debate in high school over 30 years ago and graduated to the “real world” by actively engaging in student government and other leadership organizations as an undergraduate at the University of Florida and a graduate of its Law School.  I am a trial lawyer.  Accordingly, I believe that high school debate should serve as a training ground for real-life activities.  I am not impressed with speed readers or spreaders who speak in a rapid monotone merely to overwhelm their opponent.  On the other hand, speaking quickly is an admirable skill so long as you speak clearly, slow down for key points that are important and express yourself in a persuasive manner through the use of intonation, modulation and other delivery techniques.  I am not a fan of theory, but if your opponent is clearly being abusive and you can adequately explain that to me, I am inclined to vote for you. However, do not attempt to label clever, honest, and strong arguments as abusive because I feel it is a tactless way of dodging arguments rather than engaging in actual persuasive debate.  

I like traditional Lincoln-Douglas debate, which expects each debater to show why their position supports the more important, fundamental principles and values inherent in that position and why that position is superior to the opponent’s position. Although I am more accustomed to the traditional Value/Value Criterion framework, I can be persuaded to weigh the round by other reasonable means when doing so is logical. Also, I will vote based upon arguments that are not necessarily generic so long as they too are logical and persuasive. Therefore, the most important requirement for a debater’s delivery is that I be able to understand and write down your arguments and that your logic, theory and philosophy be persuasive. 

