TEAM INTERPRETING AND THE USE OF INTERPRETING EQUIPMENT IN THE COURTROOM

ANA HELENA LOPES & STEVE SANFORD

anahelenalopes@comcast.net  sanfona@earthlink.net
Challenges and advantages of team interpreting


Interpreters are used to attending conferences, seminars, meetings, and so on in order to enhance their skills. However, the opportunities for being evaluated while working are rare.

Team interpreting is a great opportunity for this to occur. A couple of things to consider;

· How do you feel knowing that you will be monitored, evaluated and perhaps occasionally corrected in a real-life situation?

· Is your apprehension, if any, about this outweighed by the advantages of working with and learning from another interpreter?

Benefits for the court system

· Increased accuracy of interpretation

· fewer breaks needed for  interpreter to rest voice

· two interpreters available for conferring with defendants/witnesses

Benefits for interpreters

· real-life feedback from another interpreter (someone who knows what they're talking about)

· instant backup (frog in throat, asthma attack, nausea due to crime-scene photos)

· that word you have on the tip of your tongue...

· what did he say?

· moral support/emotional debriefing

· only having to do half of the research

Working as a team (and not as two alternating interpreters) involves;

· choice of partner (be compatible, know strengths and weaknesses, choose a leader)
· Preparation, research, and adaptation to specific conditions
· how and when to make corrections (choose carefully, be objective, don't overdo it)
· division of tasks; how to decide who interprets what
INTERPRETING EQUIPMENT IN A NUTSHELL

WHY?

· less obtrusive

· makes it easier for 'terp to hear

· easier for LEP (person of limited English proficiency) to listen

· does not compromise safety/physical comfort of 'terp and/or others

· allows scarcest resource ('terp's voice) to be used most efficiently (only one 'terp speaking at a time) while maximizing accuracy (2nd 'terp monitoring)

· increases freelance interpreter's versatility (your equipment can be used in a variety of settings) 

WHEN?

· team interpreting or solo

· trials

· any long hearings with lots of simultaneous

· restraining orders (keep parties apart)

· dock (for comfort and safety)

· training 'terps

· more than one LEP

· one co-defendant LEP, other not

HOW?

· lapel (consec)  v. cupped hand (simul)

· splitters/extensions (mono/stereo)

· combination of wired and wireless systems

· as amplification for 'terp

· beware cell phones, pacemakers

· single frequency v. multiple frequency systems

WHERE CAN I GET THIS STUFF?

Equipment:

BIGNIC (wireless, single frequency)

FM-VHF Tour-Guide Transmitter BIGNIC 




Model B-201T  $58

FM-VHF Tour-Guide Receiver BIGNIC




Model B-201  $40

Topnic Electronics Corp. 
Made in Taiwan

Sold by TN Communications LLC - www.tncommunications.com




1-888-371-9005

Williams Sound  (wireless, multiple frequency)

Transmitter; Williams T36 (model demonstrated is the T32, which has been discontinued) ; $400/$500.

Receiver;  Williams R32; $130/ $180.

http://www.williamssound.com
Radio Shack Stereo Amplified Listener  (wired system)

catalog # 33-1096, $25, or 33-1097 $38 (slightly fancier, has an equalizer)

http://www.radioshack.com
Googling any of the above (for example, "Williams T36") will give you several options of alternate models and of websites where you can buy both wired and wireless equipment. As you will see, prices vary considerably from site to site.

BONUS GADGETRY; using a digital recorder for long consecutive

· check with judge and/or attorneys first

· good for atty/client meetings, depositions, press conferences

· useful for training

WHY NOT?

Objection 1; "It's too much trouble."


Answer; Equipment may take a little getting used to, but it will make your job easier, not harder. You will be able to hear better, so you will interpret better. The person listening to you will be able to concentrate better on what you are saying. The English-speaking people in the courtroom will be able to do their jobs without having to listen  to your (to them) constant unintelligible yammering. If you really care about doing a good job, you need to use this equipment.

Objection 2; "I've done this job without equipment for       (insert impressive number here) years and I'm not going to change now."


Answer; Sure, and we got by for thousands of years without running water, civil rights or electricity. This objection is only valid for old dogs, and even then it's debatable. 

Objection 3; "it's too expensive."


Answer; Two words; tax deduction.

Objection 4; "You only use the equipment because you don't want other people to hear your interpreting."


Answer; That's partly true. I don't want people that don't need to hear my interpretation to hear it, not because I'm afraid of what they'll think of my interpreting, but because I want to minimize my interference with their jobs in the courtroom. I also want to make sure that the person who does need to hear me can hear me well, in both ears, without having to try to filter out the English.

Objection 5; "The LEPs don't want to wear the headphones."


Answer; I have made a few people look silly on TV or in the newspapers by making them wear headphones with little blue hospital-style booties on the earpieces , but if you're worried about looking good when you're pleading guilty to murder there's something really wrong with you. Seriously, though, if a defendant refuses to wear the headphones, I'll just let the judge know that the defendant is refusing the help of the interpreter. I'm not going to give myself a stiff neck whispering in someone's ear through an entire trial. Once the LEPs try it, they realize how much better it is for them as well.

Objection 6; The defense attorney does not want his client to wear headphones.


Answer; While the equipment does give witnesses another option when they're asked to point out the defendant and describe him ("that's him over there, wearing the headphones") this objection makes no sense. If there's going to be an interpreter assisting the defendant anyway, what difference does it make whether the defendant is wearing headphones or not? Will the jury think he's really just listening to Zeca Pagodinho on some kind of old iPod?
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