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Comparison of Tabulation Methods Used by Two 1985 National Forensic Tournaments ROBERT S. LITTLEFIELD* Despite the rapid growth in popularity enjoyed by individual speaking events in competitive forensics, little research has been conducted to explore the justification for methods used to score and rank the contestants. A few speech communication textbooks (Goodnight and Zarefsky, 1980; Faules, Rieke, and Rhodes, 1976) have explained the generally accepted method of adding the ranks and ratings of several judges to provide a way for cumulatively determining the overall scores for the contestants. The students with the lowest number of ranking point totals become the winners. Conversely, when tied at the same rank, the contestants with the highest number of rating points are determined to be the winners. Various other suggestions regarding the breaking of ties have been proposed. However, such decisions have been left up to the discretion of the tournament directors. In an effort to standardize the method used to determine the winners at the American Forensic Association's National Individual Events Tournament established in 1978, a system for determining which contestants would advance into quarterfinals was codified (Pratt, 1985). Two judges were used in each section of three preliminary rounds to evaluate the contestants. The lowest rank of the six judges, along with the lowest rating of the six (not necessarily on the same ballot), were dropped. When the preliminary rounds were completed, the top 24 contestants emerged and advanced into a quarterfinal round. At this point, the contestants were "seeded" into four sections (McRoberts, 1983), or three sections depending upon the number of contestants qualifying to participate in the event. Recently the Pi Kappa Delta National Forensic Honorary Fraternity was encouraged to adopt the AFA-NIET procedure of dropping the low rank and low rating to determine the contestants *The National Forensic Journal, IV (Spring 1986), pp. 35-43.



ROBERT S. LITTLEFIELD is Chair and Associate Director of Forensics in the Department of Mass Communication, Speech Communication, Theatre Arts at North Dakota State University, Fargo 58105. Webmaster’s Note: There was a printing error that made Table 3 difficult to follow in the original. It has been changed here to make it easier to follow. 35
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who would finish in the top 10 percent (receiving Superior Awards) or next 20 percent (receiving Excellent Awards). Currently, Pi Kappa Delta utilizes two judges in each of three preliminary rounds as a basis for ordering the contestants into the two award categories. All six rankings and rating points are included in the final computations for each contestant. The arguments to support the justification for adopting the AFA policy of dropping low rank and low rating points being proposed by AFA members within the Pi Kappa Delta organization can be grouped into three main areas: (1) The low rank and rating should be dropped because judges from different regions of the country prefer various styles of delivery of presentation. Elimination of the low rank and low rating would be fairer for students who experienced inconsistent or skewed judging in their rounds. (2) Every rank and rating is statistically significant for a contestant. One low rank or low rating might keep a student from advancing and/or placing. (3) The addition of five ranks and ratings is more expeditious than adding six ranks and ratings for those working in the tournament tabulation room. While not supported empirically, these reasons have provided a basis for the adoption and retention by the AFA-NIET of the drop policy. To find support for these arguments, the present study is designed to test the following hypothesis: H0: There is no correlation between contestants placing with six ranks/six ratings and those placing with five ranks/ five ratings. H1: There is a correlation between contestants placing with six ranks/six ratings and those placing with five ranks/five ratings. A high correlation would indicate that dropping the low rank and rating makes little difference in the contestants who eventually place or advance. A low correlation would suggest that dropping the low rank and rating makes a difference, resulting in different people placing or advancing in the contest. Method of Analysis To test the hypothesis, the results of the 1985 AFA-NIET and the 1985 Pi Kappa Delta National Tournament were compiled using the two methods previously described. The top 24 contestants after the preliminary rounds of the AFA-NIET were determined using the five rank/five rating system (5R/5R). The top 24 contestants were then determined using the six rank/six rating system (6R/6R) utilized by the Pi Kappa Delta Tournament. Similarly, the superior award winners after the preliminary rounds of the Pi Kappa Delta Tournament were determined using the 6R/6R system. The top 10
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percent of the contestants were also determining using the 5R/5R system advocated by the AFA-NIET. The Spearman's Rank Correlation Test (Daniel, 1978), was used to determine if there were correlations between the top groups of award winners at each of the national tournaments being examined in this study. Results One dimension of the results must address the number of students who moved into or out of the award categories on the basis of using the different computational formats (see Table 1). TABLE 1 Movement of Contestants Into and Out of Award Categories Using Different Methods of Tabulation AFA-NIET Pi Kappa Delta Event Category 5R/5R to 6R/6R 6R/6R to 5R/5R n*



out



in



Persuasive Speaking



24



1



1



Prose Interpretation



24



2



Extemp Speaking



24



Informative Speaking



out



in



10



1



1



2



15



1



1



1



1



11



3



3



24



1



1



10



1



1



Dramatic Interpretation



24



1



1



11



3



3



Dramatic Duo



24



1



1



8



1



1



Poetry Interpretation



24



1



1



14



2



2



Communication Analysis



24



0



0



5



1



1



After Dinner Speaking



24



1



1



7



0



0



not offered as an event



6



1



1



13



1



1



Discussion Impromptu



24



1



1



n**



* Total number of contestants advancing into quarterfinal rounds. ** Total number of contestants in Superior Award category.



At the AFA-NIET, contestants moved into or out of the quarterfinals based upon the different tabulation methods. The Prose Interpretation category experienced the greatest percentage of contestants affected by a change in computational method with two who had originally advanced to quarterfinals being replaced by two who had been excluded. Eight of the events had only one contestant originally advancing to quarterfinals being replaced by
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one not advancing. In Communication Analysis, there was no change in the individuals advancing to quarterfinals using both methods of computation. At the Pi Kappa Delta Tournament contestants moved into or out of the Superior Award category. The two categories experiencing the greatest percentage of contestants affected were Extemporaneous Speaking and Dramatic Interpretation. In each of these categories, three contestants who had been recognized as Superior Award winners were replaced by three contestants who had been awarded Excellent ratings. Seven of the categories had only one contestant originally recognized as a Superior speaker be replaced by one who had received an Excellent Award. In After Dinner Speaking, there was no change in award winners using both methods of computation. The determination of the top contestants in each category was completed using the two methods of computation suggested by the AFA-NIET and Pi Kappa Delta. Based upon the pairs of scores for each contestant, Spearman's Rank Correlation was calculated for the different individual events (see Table 2). TABLE 2 Spearman's Rank Correlation Coefficient



Persuasive Speaking



Pi Kappa Delta 6R/6R to 5R/5R .7363



AFA-NIET 5R/5R to 6R/6R .8976



Prose Interpretation



.6735



.9514



Extemp Speaking



.6615



.6615



Informative Speaking



.7000



.9115



Dramatic Interpretation



.6395



.9169



Dramatic Duo



.8166



.9515



Poetry Interpretation



.8294



.9238



Communication Analysis



.8285



.9817



After Dinner Speaking



.8214



.9361



Discussion



.8928



not offered as an event



Impromptu Speaking



.6395



.8646



Event Category



The correlation coefficients for the events at the AFA-NIET ranged from a low of .6615 (Extemporaneous Speaking) to a high of .9817 (Communication Analysis). For the Pi Kappa Delta Tourna-
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ment, the correlation coefficients varied from a low of .6395 (Dramatic Interpretation) to a high of .8928 (Discussion). In general, each of the correlation coefficients was strong enough to suggest that the two methods of computation did not produce groups of award winners who varied dramatically in their placement or advancement in the respective AFA-NIET and Pi Kappa Delta Tournaments. Another dimension of the results focuses upon the rankings of those contestants who were displaced using the different methods of tabulation and how the shift in placement for those advancing into quarterfinals at the AFA-NIET might have affected the final winners in the events. The shift in rankings for those moving into or out of the award categories at the AFA-NIET occurred most frequently within the group of contestants who ranked from 20 to 27 using the alternate method of tabulation. At the Pi Kappa Delta tournament, those affected by the alternate method of tabulation varied by event. However, the greatest shifts in rank occurred in Extemporaneous Speaking and Informative Speaking (see Table 3). These findings suggest that those placing highest in each event would have been unaffected by the use of an alternate method of tabulation and would have retained their status as the top contestants or award winners after the preliminary rounds of competition. While having little impact upon the actual award recipients, the alternate methods of tabulation would have changed the seeding of the contestants at the AFA-NIET substantially. While no seeding is done at the Pi Kappa Delta tournament, the final placing of contestants would have been altered in each of the events (see Table 4). The argument that a shift in the quarterfinal seeding at the AFA-NIET would have been detrimental to those students who should have advanced into additional elimination rounds was addressed by McRoberts in his study. He concluded his analysis by utilizing Spearman's Rank-order Correlation Coefficent and suggested that the link between quarterfinal seed and quarterfinal finish was dubious. Similarly, in semifinals and finals, the correlations between seeding and finish were low. He wrote: "Based upon the statistical analysis of the results from the first five years of the [AFA-NIET] tournament, one should not assume that the best among the competition are necessarily advanced to the final round in each event" (p. 50). Human variables, such as the demands of time placed upon contestants and judges at the tournament, the subjective preferences of the judges, speaking order, differences in
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TABLE 3 Shift in Overall Rank for Contestants Moving Into or Out of Award Categories Event



AFA-NIET* Contestant



Pi Kappa Delta**



5R/5R to 6R/6R Contestant 6R/6R to 5R/5R Rank Rank Rank Rank 24 27 A 9+ 16



Persuasive



A



Speaking Prose Interpretation Extemp Speaking



B A B C D A B



26 23 24 25 26 24 26



21 25 26 23 20 25 22



Informative Speaking Dramatic Interpretation



A B A B



23 25 22 25



25 22 27 22



Dramatic Duo



A B A B



23 25 24 27



25 23 25 23



A B A B



23 25 24 25



25 23 25 24



Poetry Interpretation After Dinner Impromptu



Communication no shift occurred Analysis Discussion not offered as an event



B A B



12 7+ 18



7 16 12



A B C D E F A B A B C D E F A B A B C D



8+ 9+ 11+ 14 15 19 8+ 19 7+ 10+ 11+ 12 13 14 8+ 10 13+ 14+ 15 16



15 12 13 4 10 11 11 9 14 12 13 7 8 9 11 5 17 18 14 10



no shift occurred A B A B A B



12+ 14 4+ 6 6+ 7



14 6 6 5 7 5



Contestants ranked 1 thorugh 24 advanced into quarterfinals in all events at the 1985 AFA-NIET. Contestants marked with a (+) received a superior award at the 1985 Pi Kappa Delta tournament.
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TABLE 4 Percentage of Contestants Experiencing a Change in Ranking Due to the Use of an Alternative Tabulation Method Event



AFA-NIET 5R/5R to 6R/6R



Pi Kappa Delta 6R/6R to 5R/5R 6/10 = 60%



Persuasive Speaking



20/24 = 83%



Prose Interpretation



23/24 = 96%



13/15 =



87%



Extemp Speaking



20/24 = 83%



10/11=



91%



Informative Speaking



23/24 = 96%



10/10 = 100%



Dramatic Interpretation



21/24 = 88%



10/11=



91%



Dramatic Duo



22/24 = 92%



3/8 =



38%



Poetry Interpretation



21/24 = 88%



11/14 =



79%



After Dinner Speaking



20/24 = 83%



4/7 =



57%



Impromptu Speaking



21/24 = 88%



10/13 =



77%



Communication Analysis



12/24 = 50%



2/5 =



40%



not offered as an event



2/6 =



33%



Discussion



the events, and the stratification used in the scheduling of preliminary rounds were discussed as factors which may have caused the seeding method being used to not reflect the actual quality or potential success of an individual contestant. Consequently, despite the large percentages of contestants experiencing shifts in seeding position at the 1985 AFA-NIET, the impact of an alternate tabulation method in this study makes little difference on the overall determination of who the individual winners would be. Conclusions This study was designed to test the hypothesis that there is no correlation between those placing with 6 ranks/6 ratings and those placing with 5 ranks/5 ratings. The high correlation coefficients suggest that similar groups of contestants would have emerged without dropping the low rank and low rating at the AFA-NIET. Also, for the most part, similar groups of award winners would have received Superior Ratings even if the low rank and rating would have been dropped at the Pi Kappa Delta Tournament. These results do not support the rationale suggested by advocates of the 5R/5R rating system of tabulation. While judges from different regions of the country may prefer different styles of
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delivery or presentation (Lewis and Larsen, 1981; Mills, 1983), the number of judge scores perhaps serves as a means for countering one score that might not be consistent with the other five. Just as three judge scores may balance out a ranking split of a first place and a fifth place that might be possible if only two judges hear a contestant at a tournament, so may five relatively high ranks counteract the impact of one low rank from one judge. Certainly, one would not discount the argument that each rank and rating is important in the overall determination of a contestant's final placing. However, the results of this study suggest that a relatively small percentage of students were affected by the inclusion of all six judges' ranks and ratings. Finally, the ease and expediency with which one might add five ranks and ratings may be outweighed by the time that it takes to go through all of the results to scratch the low rank and low rating for each contestant after the three rounds and six judges have evaluated the contestant's performance. One reason to support the 5R/5R method of tabulation not previously advanced is what this author considers to be the "psychological effect" the dropping of a score may have upon the contestant involved. If contestants sense that a particular judge is not fond of their selections or compositions, knowing that the unfavorable ranking will be dropped may reduce the anxiety the students may experience in a round of competition. Also, if a contestant has prior knowledge that a judge consistently uses lower-than-average points for rating contestants, the knowledge that the lowest rating points will be dropped may help the student feel less anxious about performing in a round. Due to the subjective nature of the evaluation process, this psychological dimension for the contestant is one which deserves consideration when determining which framework for tabulation is selected by tournament directors. Directions for future research in this area might address the nature of the events (manuscript, limited preparation, memorized) to determine if this is a variable in the final groupings of award winners. The self-reported anxiety on the part of the contestants could also be explored when faced with judges perceived to be negatively inclined toward a particular contestant. To broaden the scope of future studies addressing the tabulation methods used at national tournaments, other constituencies might be considered. The National Forensic Association's National Championships and the DSR-TKA National Tournament could be compared to determine if larger populations reflect more variance in who advances and who does not. In addition, future studies may
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examine the variance in the rankings of individuals who may have had one judge who skewed their overall totals to determine if this provides justification for the retention of the 5R/5R system of tabulation. Tournament management continues to be a somewhat neglected area in the field of forensic research. However, the impact of differing tabulation methods remains as an important dimension for competitors and coaches who are interested in learning more about how winners are determined at national and regional forensic tournaments. This study has suggested that although the methods of tabulation may have differed, the results in these two national tournaments would have remained essentially the same.



References Daniel, W. W. (1978). Applied nonparametric statisics. Boston: Houghton Mifflin. Faules, D. F., Rieke, R. D., & Rhodes, J. (1976). Directing forensics. Denver: Morton. Goodnight, G. T., & Zarefsky, D. (1980). Forensic tournaments: Planning and administration. Skokie, IL; National Textbook. Lewis, J. J., & Larsen, J. K. (1981). Inter-rater judge agreement in forensic competition. JAFA, 18 (1), 9-16. McRoberts, D. A. (1983) An analysis of the seeding procedure used by the AFA-NIET. Unpublished master's thesis, North Dakota State University, Fargo, N.D. Mills, N. H. (1983). Judging standards in forensics: Toward a uniform code in the 80's. National Forensic Journal, 1, (1), 19-31. Pratt, J. (1985, May). (Telephone interview).



























[image: Pairwise Testing for Software Product Lines: Comparison of Two ...]
Pairwise Testing for Software Product Lines: Comparison of Two ...












[image: Comparison of Two Approaches to Structured Physical ...]
Comparison of Two Approaches to Structured Physical ...












[image: Comparison of LMP Simulation Using Two DCOPF Algorithms and the ...]
Comparison of LMP Simulation Using Two DCOPF Algorithms and the ...












[image: Cross Tabulation Sample.pdf]
Cross Tabulation Sample.pdf












[image: A comparison among Features Used in Offline ...]
A comparison among Features Used in Offline ...












[image: Tabulation Absentee Prov.pdf]
Tabulation Absentee Prov.pdf












[image: Randomized comparison of three surgical methods ...]
Randomized comparison of three surgical methods ...












[image: Comparison of Four Methods for Determining ...]
Comparison of Four Methods for Determining ...












[image: Intrinsic Methods for Comparison of Corpora - raslan 2013]
Intrinsic Methods for Comparison of Corpora - raslan 2013












[image: a comparison of methods for determining the molecular ...]
a comparison of methods for determining the molecular ...












[image: A Comparison of Methods for Finding Steady- State ...]
A Comparison of Methods for Finding Steady- State ...












[image: comparison of signal processing methods: ica and ...]
comparison of signal processing methods: ica and ...












[image: Comparison of Stochastic Collocation Methods for ...]
Comparison of Stochastic Collocation Methods for ...












[image: COMPARISON METHODS FOR PROJECTIONS AND.pdf]
COMPARISON METHODS FOR PROJECTIONS AND.pdf












[image: Implementation and Comparison of Solution Methods ...]
Implementation and Comparison of Solution Methods ...












[image: A Comparison of Clustering Methods for Writer Identification and ...]
A Comparison of Clustering Methods for Writer Identification and ...












[image: A Comparison of Methods for Finding Steady- State ...]
A Comparison of Methods for Finding Steady- State ...












[image: Comparison of Camera Motion Estimation Methods for ...]
Comparison of Camera Motion Estimation Methods for ...












[image: A comparison of chemical pretreatment methods for ...]
A comparison of chemical pretreatment methods for ...












[image: A comparison of numerical methods for solving the ...]
A comparison of numerical methods for solving the ...












[image: Comparison of EPI Distortion Correction Methods in ...]
Comparison of EPI Distortion Correction Methods in ...












[image: Comparison of EPI Distortion Correction Methods in ...]
Comparison of EPI Distortion Correction Methods in ...















Comparison of Tabulation Methods Used by Two 1985 ...






The arguments to support the justification for adopting the AFA policy of dropping ... Movement of Contestants Into and Out of Award Categories. Using Different ... 






 Download PDF 



















 101KB Sizes
 0 Downloads
 272 Views








 Report























Recommend Documents







[image: alt]





Pairwise Testing for Software Product Lines: Comparison of Two ... 

example throughout the paper to illustrate and compare our two approaches for pairwise testing. The FM was added to the FM repository on the SPL. Online ...














[image: alt]





Comparison of Two Approaches to Structured Physical ... 

edge, there are no published reports comparing the reliabil- ity and validity of these ... additional queries on TV/video game/computer use. The .... Pearson product-moment correlation. ..... the youth are meeting recommended guidelines of 60.














[image: alt]





Comparison of LMP Simulation Using Two DCOPF Algorithms and the ... 

LMP calculated from the ACOPF algorithm and outperforms the conventional lossless DCOPF algorithm. This is reasonable since the FND model considers the ...














[image: alt]





Cross Tabulation Sample.pdf 

Download. Connect more apps... Try one of the apps below to open or edit this item. Cross Tabulation Sample.pdf. Cross Tabulation Sample.pdf. Open. Extract.














[image: alt]





A comparison among Features Used in Offline ... 

JOURNAL OF COMPUTER SCIENCE AND ENGINEERING, VOLUME 3, ISSUE 2, OCTOBER 2010. 56. A comparison ... Abstractâ€”Many features have been used for signature verification systems in the last decades. ... acceptance rate (FAR).














[image: alt]





Tabulation Absentee Prov.pdf 

... be made public as a recount. SOURCE: Law governing 3 GCA Â§ 11128. Â§ Certification of Election. In every election, except the primary election, the Guam Election Commission shall not. certify the election results until the GEC makes a determinat














[image: alt]





Randomized comparison of three surgical methods ... 

Randomized comparison of three surgical methods used at the time of vaginal ... segment (level I) results from loss of the uterosacral-car- dinal ligament support.














[image: alt]





Comparison of Four Methods for Determining ... 

limit the access of lysostaphin to the pentaglycine bridge in the ... third glycines to the pentaglycine cross bridge. .... Lysostaphin: enzymatic mode of action.














[image: alt]





Intrinsic Methods for Comparison of Corpora - raslan 2013 

Dec 6, 2013 - syntactic analysis. ... large and good-enough-quality textual content (e.g. news ... program code, SEO keywords, link spam, generated texts,. . . ).














[image: alt]





a comparison of methods for determining the molecular ... 

2009). The spatial and mass resolution of the cosmological simulation is matched exactly to the spatial and mass resolution of the simulation with the fixed ISM. Due to computational expense, the fully self- consistent cosmological simulation was not














[image: alt]





A Comparison of Methods for Finding Steady- State ... 

The existing commercial tools suggest a brute-force approach i.e. simulation ..... to sampled-data modeling for power electronic circuits , IEEE. Transactions on ...














[image: alt]





comparison of signal processing methods: ica and ... 

Dec 15, 2011 - and the Wavelet transform as a processing tool, along with the FFT for ... Techniques for signal processing data shown in this paper are the ICA ...














[image: alt]





Comparison of Stochastic Collocation Methods for ... 

Oct 30, 2009 - ... of 58800 volumes with a double cell size in the direction tangential ...... Factorial sampling plans for preliminary computational experiments, ...














[image: alt]





COMPARISON METHODS FOR PROJECTIONS AND.pdf 

There was a problem previewing this document. Retrying... Download. Connect more apps... Try one of the apps below to open or edit this item. COMPARISON ...














[image: alt]





Implementation and Comparison of Solution Methods ... 

tion methods such as structured policy iteration or SPUDD. [Boutilier et al. ... influence of various factors such as the structure and degree ..... 1:Unstructured). 0.1.














[image: alt]





A Comparison of Clustering Methods for Writer Identification and ... 

a likely list of candidates. This list is ... (ICDAR 2005), IEEE Computer Society, 2005, pp. 1275-1279 ... lected from 250 Dutch subjects, predominantly stu- dents ...














[image: alt]





A Comparison of Methods for Finding Steady- State ... 

a converter is described as a linear time-invariant system. (LTI). ... resonant converters the procedure to find the solution is not as easy as it may .... New set of Ai.














[image: alt]





Comparison of Camera Motion Estimation Methods for ... 

Items 1 - 8 - 2 Post-Doctoral Researcher, Construction Information Technology Group, Georgia Institute of. Technology ... field of civil engineering over the years.














[image: alt]





A comparison of chemical pretreatment methods for ... 

conversion of lignocellulosic biomass to ethanol is, how- ever, more challenging ..... treatments, subsequent calculations and analysis of data in this study were ...














[image: alt]





A comparison of numerical methods for solving the ... 

Jun 12, 2007 - solution. We may conclude that the FDS scheme is second-order accurate, but .... âˆ’a2 âˆ’ cos bt + 2 arctan[Î³(x, t)] + bsin bt + 2 arctan[Î³(x, t)]. âˆ’ ln.














[image: alt]





Comparison of EPI Distortion Correction Methods in ... 

between the two gradient echo images divided by the echo time difference using tools from Oxford ... remote from sources of susceptibility variation. Arrows are .... Proceedings of the SMRM 11th Annual Meeting (1992), 4515. 2. P. Jezzard and ...














[image: alt]





Comparison of EPI Distortion Correction Methods in ... 

We acquired four axial DWI datasets in each subject: the phase encoding direction was either anterior/posterior (A/P), or right/left (R/L), and the phase-phase encode blips had either positive or negative sign resulting in either compression or expan


























×
Report Comparison of Tabulation Methods Used by Two 1985 ...





Your name




Email




Reason
-Select Reason-
Pornographic
Defamatory
Illegal/Unlawful
Spam
Other Terms Of Service Violation
File a copyright complaint





Description















Close
Save changes















×
Sign In






Email




Password







 Remember Password 
Forgot Password?




Sign In



















Information

	About Us
	Privacy Policy
	Terms and Service
	Copyright
	Contact Us





Follow us

	

 Facebook


	

 Twitter


	

 Google Plus







Newsletter























Copyright © 2024 P.PDFKUL.COM. All rights reserved.
















