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          EVALUATION 

In two last weeks, as a class, we made our debates and on May 24, 2004, I did a debate with my group. In our debate, we were usually successful and our proofs were almost strong. Our argument was  “Turkey should join European Union.” and during the debate, we tried to show that if Turkey becomes a member of EU it is beneficial for Turkey. At that point I was  so strong, because I used specific examples to prove my arguments. For example, in our debate, I said that European Union supports its members by giving money annually; therefore Turkey’s economic situation will be better after joining European Union and Turkey’s economy will be as same as other European Union countries. I also gave some specific numbers such as Greece’s GMP is about eighteen thousand dollar, Spain’s GMP is about seventeen etc and said that Turkey’s GMP will be so if it becomes a member of EU, so most of audience agreed with my opinion. After I talked about my arguments and supported them, nobody became against my opinion. During our debate, we also explained the meanings of unknown words, so most of the audience understood what we are talking about. Moreover, we used the board, thus we took the attention of the class. Lastly, we gave good answers to questions so we succeed.  However, there were some weak points in our debate, too. First, we couldn’t explain the importance of the European Union for Turks’ life standard, because when we gave the example that all products will have “CE” standards after joining to EU, one of audiences asked a question about whether “TSE” (Turkish standards) and  “CE” have same rules or not about the products, however we couldn’t answer well because we didn’t expect to get this kind of question, therefore we didn’t make any research about “TSE.”  Lastly, we didn’t give any specific example to support that religion isn’t a problem between Turkey and EU, so we also became a little bit unsuccessful.


In class, there were also other debates. One of debates was about euthanasia. Ezgi and Gulsum’s argument was euthanasia is good thing; but Isin and Melike’s argument was euthanasia is a bad thing. Generally, both group made a good job while they were trying to support their arguments. For example, they used some examples that can affect the audiences and change their minds. However, while they were answering the questions of audiences, Isin and Melike were successful because even though they got a few question, they reacted almost good to questions. For example, they said that there is always a chance of living for a patient even though she /he is too ill so euthanasia shouldn’t be applied to patients. It really affected me and chanced my mind; I started to think that euthanasia is a bad thing. However, while Ezgi and Gulsum were answering questions, they were completely unsuccessful because they couldn’t answer the questions well. Also, there were some contradictions in their speech. For example, when an audience said that there is a chance of living for a patient even though he is in a vegetable situation, Ezgi and Gulsum didn’t agree with this opinion, they said that doctors always know exactly whether there is a chance of living or not in vegetable situation. However, after just twenty seconds, when another audience asked a question about miracles, they forgot what they said to another audience and answered that there is a small chance to become healthy when you are in vegetable situation even though doctors are so negative!  Because of these contradictions, it was really hard to believe them and agree with their opinions. If there hadn’t been any contradiction, more audience would have agreed with their opinion. Moreover, in other steps of the debate, Ezgi and Gulsum didn’t talk about their arguments from their minds; they just read a speech from a paper, therefore, it was a little bit hard to concentrate to their debate. Lastly, they made the tension high by shouting some audience; therefore, it was really hard to participate to the debate.

  
Generally, all debates were really successful and enjoyable, because everybody had prepared well. Also, these debates were our first English-spoken debates; therefore they became very interesting for us. Moreover, they taught a lot of things to us. For example, at first, I learned how to debate. It was very significant for me because if I participate to a conference or a meeting, I know how to debate. Secondly, I improved my fluency level of English, since I got opportunity of talking more than eight minutes in every debate. It is really important for me, because, in normal lessons, I would get approximately three or four minutes to speak. Thirdly, I learned that I should be very respectful other audiences’ speech because when I didn’t listen to them, they didn’t listen to me, too. Fourthly, I learned how to refute or proof an idea. Lastly, I got some messages from the debates. For example, I started to realize that capitalism is better than communism; technology may dissocialise people, parents are more effective than friends and euthanasia is really a bad thing. I hope, there will be more debate in next years. 

