Student Congress Judging Guide
Overview
Event Purpose:
Student Congress is modeled after the procedures of a legislative floor debate. It tests students’ ability to speak persuasively and extemporaneously on public issues, while demonstrating knowledge of parliamentary procedure. Each student debates a series of bills or resolutions, which are determined and distributed in advance (usually 4–6 weeks before competition).
Judging Focus:
Judges evaluate competitors based on their overall contribution to the debate, not simply as an oratory contest. Strong performance should demonstrate:
· Effective argumentation and analysis
· Direct engagement with opposing ideas (“clash”)
· Knowledge and application of parliamentary procedure
· Courteous and professional decorum
· Clear, organized, and well-supported delivery
Students should show evidence of reasoning, the use of credible evidence, responsiveness during questioning, and active participation throughout the round.

Mechanics of the Round
1. Room Setup:
The Presiding Officer (PO) sits at the front of the room and manages proceedings. Judges sit at the back. Competitors are arranged in a pre-assigned seating chart in the center of the room.
2. Opening the Round:
The PO will call the session to order, take roll, and begin calling for motions. Debate then proceeds according to standard parliamentary procedure.
3. Speech and Question Timing:
· Each speech is limited to three (3) minutes.
· Each speaker is open to one (1) minute of cross-examination following their speech.
· Notes and prepared material are permitted.
· Visual aids and props are not allowed.
4. End of Session:
Rounds typically last 90 minutes. At the conclusion, the PO should end the session. If one or two students who have actively attempted to speak have not yet had an opportunity, they should be allowed to deliver their speeches as a courtesy before adjournment.
5. After the Round:
· Students will exit the room.
· Judges complete all ballots and the overall round sheet before returning to the judges’ lounge.
· Both the judge and the PO should return together.

Scoring and Evaluation
Individual Ballots
Each student should receive an individual ballot for each speech delivered, even if they give more than one.
· Ballots should include constructive written comments identifying both strengths and areas for improvement.
· Comments should reference organization, content, delivery, use of evidence, questioning, decorum, and overall persuasiveness.
If a student does not show up, complete a ballot noting their absence so their coach is informed.
Overall Round Sheet
In addition to individual ballots, judges complete an overall round sheet ranking all participants.
1. Ranking Range:
Rank each student from 1 (highest) to 10 (lowest) in smaller chambers, or 1–12 in larger ones.
· Only the lowest rank (10th or 13th place, depending on the chamber size) may be tied.
· There are no ties for higher placements.
2. Ranking Fewer than 12 Speakers:
· If fewer than 12 students gave speeches, continue ranking students who contributed by asking questions or offering amendments.
· If fewer than 12 total participants were active, fill remaining ranks in numerical order.
3. Multiple Speeches:
If a student speaks more than once, both speeches may be considered for qualitative assessment, but they do not receive double credit. Evaluate holistically.
4. Behavioral Notes:
If a student exhibits inappropriate behavior, record this next to their name on the overall sheet.
5. Judging Criteria:
The best speaker is the one who:
· Delivers articulate, well-supported arguments
· Responds intelligently to questioning
· Actively participates in questioning others
· Maintains professional courtesy and engagement
· Advances or meaningfully contests the adoption of the bill or amendment under debate

Procedural Guidelines for Judges
1. Do not participate in the round.
The Presiding Officer is responsible for managing the session. Judges should observe, record, and evaluate only.
2. Use of Materials:
Keep the seating chart handy to note speeches, questions, speaking attempts, or instances of discourtesy. This will help when finalizing rankings and comments.
3. End of Round:
When the session concludes, return all materials (ballots, seating chart, scratch paper, etc.) in the provided baggie to the judges’ room. Do not discard any items, as the tab room may require them for verification.
4. Returning to the Judges’ Room:
Always return with the Presiding Officer. This ensures the round is officially concluded and prevents delays in tabulation.
5. Technical or Logistical Issues:
If you encounter difficulties, report them promptly to tournament staff. Focus your attention on evaluating students present and performing.

Determining the Best Speakers
When ranking and scoring, take a holistic view of performance:
· Was the student’s speech organized, clear, and persuasive?
· Did they use credible reasoning and evidence?
· Did they respond effectively during questioning?
· Did they ask insightful, relevant questions that advanced the debate?
· Were they courteous and respectful throughout the round?
A strong competitor contributes meaningfully to the overall quality and progress of debate rather than relying on showmanship alone.

Final Notes
· All speakers should receive individual ballots, even if they do not speak or if they are absent.
· Comments should reflect fairness, clarity, and professional tone.
· The round should be viewed as an exercise in reasoned democratic discourse, not as a test of memorization or performance style.

