210.10 Evidence Standards 
1. Definitions:
A. Evidence is any statistic, idea, example, conclusion, etc., that is attributable to
another person or persons.
B. Source Citation. Debaters must, at a minimum, orally provide the author’s last
name and date when introducing evidence in a round. After introducing the
evidence, students may reference the evidence by using the author's name and
year, or argument position within the contention (or a combination thereof) to
specifically indicate which arguments are attributed to which author. Full written
citations must be available and presented if requested by the opponent and/or
judge. Providing the actual article satisfies this requirement.
C. Written source citation. A written source citation must contain all information provided in the original source material, including but not limited to:
Full name of the primary author(s) and qualifications
Publication Date
Source
Title
Date accessed (if digital evidence)
Full URL if applicable
Page number(s)
D. Paraphrasing. If a debater chooses a parenthetical  reference for evidence, the same  evidence standards apply as to quoted  evidence.
D.  Original source(s) defined. Understanding that teams/individuals obtain their evidence in multiple ways, the original source for evidence may include, but is not limited solely to, one of the following:
i.  Accessing the live or displaying a copy of a web page (teams/individuals may access the Internet to provide this information if requested).
ii.  A copy of the pages preceding, including, and following or the actual printed (book, periodical, pamphlet, etc.) source.
iii.  Copies or electronic versions of published handbooks (i.e., Baylor Briefs; Planet Debate, etc.).
iv. Electronic or printed versions or the webpage for a debate institute or the NDCA sponsored Open Evidence Project or similar sites.
v. Regardless of the form of material used to satisfy the original source requirement, debaters are responsible for the content and accuracy of all evidence they present and/or read.
vi. Generative artificial intelligence cannot be cited as a source. While it may be used to guide students to articles, ideas, and sources, the 
original source of any quoted or paraphrased writing must be 
available if requested.
F. Evidence Accessibility. Text in evidence should be provided in an accessible format
i. All font sizes, including non-highlighted text, should be size 8 or larger.
ii. Text color should be high contrast and readable.
iii. Highlighting should be readable and high contrast with text.
iv. A digital copy may be considered accessible if the text is able to be altered to meet the aforementioned guidelines.




Types of Violations
A.  Distortion occurs when the evidence contains added and/or deleted words that substantially alters the original conclusions of the author(s).
A.  Nonexistent evidence is one or more of the following:
2. The debater citing the evidence is unable to produce it when requested by the opposing team, judge or tournament official. In Public Forum debate, teams have a reasonable time, to produce the evidence in accordance with 210.10 (1) E.  The time required to find the evidence is not counted as prep time and should not be excessive.
2. The source provided does not contain the evidence cited.
2.  The evidence is referenced parenthetically but lacks an original source to verify the information.
2. The debater has the original source but refuses to provide it to their opponent, the judge or a tournament official, in a timely fashion as outlined in these rules.
2. The debater fails to present a full citation when requested.
2. When a team is debating paperless, the team must provide only the pieces of evidence that the debater reasonably plans to read in the speech (not entire files). This evidence should be provided in the order the debater intends to read it.
2.  Clipping. When a debater claims to have read more of a piece of evidence than was actually read in the round.
2. Straw Argument. Intentionally reading evidence that argues a position that the primary author(s) presents for the purpose of refuting it, while, in fact, advocating for a different position.
C. Inaccessible Evidence is when the debater refuses to or cannot produce an accessible version of evidence as defined in (1)F Evidence Accessibility.
0. Penalties
. The penalty for an evidence violation is loss of the round and zero speaker points In the case of a violation of rule (2), B (nonexistent evidence), the violating team has 10 minutes to produce the evidence for the Tournament Director or their designee upon notification of the violation. If the team does not produce the evidence in that time period, that team will be disqualified from the tournament.
. If a nonexistent evidence violation occurs due to a paperless team providing an excessive amount of evidence in Novice Policy debate while the argument limitations are in effect, the judge will provide feedback to the students in violation of the evidence sharing requirements and notify the Tournament Director immediately. The judge will then continue the round. The Tournament Director shall talk to both coaches to provide education and training as needed, and an explanation that a second violation at the same tournament by the same entry will result in a loss.
.  In the case of an inadvertent violation of (D) (Straw Argument) above, the judge must disregard the evidence presented, however the offending team does not forfeit the round.
. Results from previous rounds will not be reversed if an evidence violation results in a loss/disqualification to a team.
. A second evidence violation in a subsequent round during a tournament will result in an automatic disqualification for that team.
1. Formal Allegation
A. A team may make a formal allegation of an evidence violation during any of their speeches by indicating to the judge(s) that they are making an allegation and state the specific violation(s) they believe the other team to be guilty of.  The following procedures must be used by the judge.
1. Once a team has made a specific allegation the judge must stop the round. Judges should ensure that those making a formal allegation understand the possible results of doing so.
1. After verifying that a formal allegation is being made, the judge must examine the evidence in question and render a decision regarding the allegation.
1. If the judge determines that the allegation is legitimate and a violation has occurred, the team committing the violation receives a loss by forfeit.
1. If the judge determines that the allegation is not legitimate and no violation has occurred, the team making the allegation receives a loss by forfeit.
1. After rendering a decision, the judge must inform both teams of the decision as well as the Tournament Director. The Tournament Director will enter the appropriate result into the computer system; the judge should not enter a result on the ballot. The coaches of both teams will be notified of the decision before the start of the next round.
A. A team may question the credibility or value of a piece of evidence without making a formal allegation.  These informal allegations do not require the judge to end the round and are evaluated the same way as any other argument presented.
2.  Appeals
B. Coaches may only appeal a decision on the grounds that the judge has ignored, misapplied and/or misinterpreted a rule in deciding an evidence violation raised in the round.
B. Coaches may not make an allegation of a violation that was not made by the debaters in the round.
B. Upon notification of a violation from the Tournament Director, coaches have 10 minutes to submit an appeal in writing.
B. A three-person appeals committee will read the appeal and interview all related parties (coaches, judge(s), and teams) as soon as possible and render a decision before the conclusion of the next round. The appeal committee’s sole responsibility is to decide if the judge ignored, misapplied, and/or misinterpreted the evidence violation rules. 
4. If a judge’s decision is overturned and a formal allegation upheld, the challenged team receives a forfeit loss. If a judge’s decision is overturned and a formal allegation is not upheld, the challenging team receives a forfeit loss.



220.10 Adjudicator Guidelines
1. At all WDCA sanctioned events including the Wisconsin State Debate Tournament, the following expectations will be met in addition to those detailed within the Bylaws and Standing Rules of the WDCA.
A. Any judge who finds themself in a conflict of interest including, but not limited to, judging a student from a school with which the judge is affiliated, shall notify the tournament director immediately. A judge would be conflicted if they personally know or coach a student or for the school in the round. An alumnus of a school is considered affiliated unless they have been out of high school for four or more years without coaching or knowing any students on the team. Whenever possible, these conflicts should be expressed prior to the registration period ending.
A. A judge shall neither shorten rounds nor render a decision on the ballot until the completion of the round. The judge shall listen to the entire round in a fair and impartial manner before making a decision.
A. The judge should decide the round based upon the arguments presented in the round and not upon their personal beliefs or biases.
A. The judge shall not provide assistance to competitors of the round except for time signals.
A. The review of evidence by a judge is not allowed unless there is a dispute by the opposition regarding the meaning, context, or validity of the evidence, or suspicion by the judge of falsification. If a judge chooses to be on the email chain, the document should not be examined until the evidence has been disputed, there is a falsification concern or there is a concern clipping is occurring.
A. A judge is expected to adapt expectations and award speaker points appropriate to the level of debate being judged. A judge should not give speaker points lower than 20. 
A. A judge shall fill out the ballot completely. Comments for individual speakers and a written justification for the decision shall be provided. Comments on ballots are to be instructive and constructive. The school of any judge that does not provide a written justification for decisions, as prescribed by the Tournament Director, will be required to pay $15 to the WDCA Scholarship Fund for each round where no written justification was provided. The first notice would be sent by the tournament host to the coach of said school. Failure to respond and remit payment within one month will result in a letter being sent to the school’s principal by the WDCA President. Repeated violations could result in disqualification from WDCA sponsored tournaments by Executive Committee decision.
A. While oral critiques may be of educational value, lengthy oral critiques are unacceptable. A judge should, therefore, fully communicate their decision on the ballot and allow the tournament to proceed as close to the scheduled time as possible. To limit tabulation errors, judges must communicate their decision as to the team receiving the win to the debaters at the conclusion of the round. 
A. Judges who are still obligated to potentially judge in any division are not permitted to observe any rounds. This includes coaches observing their own students if that coach is actively in the judge pool at the WSDT.
A. No high school student may be used to judge any round at the Wisconsin State Debate Tournament nor at any WDCA sanctioned tournament.
A.  If while judging a round, the judge leaves to go and confer with their team, the team  conferred with takes a loss. Any judge who leaves a round for any other, non-emergency reason shall be fined $20 per round.
A. Judges who are in violation of the Adjudicator Guidelines may be fined, blocked against certain teams or schools, and/or removed from the judge pool by the tournament director. The hiring school is responsible for compensating the tournament for judging fees, providing a replacement judge, or removal of an appropriate number of their teams.
A. Debaters shall not leave a debate round for any non-emergency reason or else they shall forfeit the round.
A. Novice policy debate has specific plan  texts, counterplan texts, and kritik  alternatives that cannot be altered at  any WDCA sanctioned tournaments.
2.  At the Wisconsin State Debate Tournament, judges in all divisions must disclose their decision before exiting the room to the competitors. Judges should complete their ballot before disclosing. When disclosing, judges must indicate the side and entry code of the winning team. If there is a mistake or possibility of mistake, the judge should notify the tabroom immediately. Judges do not have to defend their decision or provide an oral critique but may do so at their own discretion. If a judge does not disclose the school who hired the judge will be immediately assessed a $15 fine.

