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How to Judge — At A Glance

An Introduction to Evaluating

Congressional Debate (CD)

Basic Understanding

Congressional Debate, or Congress, is a simulation of the
United States legislative process. Congress is an individual
event. Students author bills and alternate delivering
speeches for and against a piece of legislation in a group
setting. An elected student serves as a Presiding Ofhcer
(P.O) to ensure the debate flows smoothly.

Evaluating the Round

There are three key areas to keep in mind when evaluating
a Congressional Debate round. First, argumentation:
students discuss a multitude of topics in a round. As

the debate progresses, they should be prepared to
present fresh, unique arguments. The judge ought to
consider the research and logic students use in their
argumnents. Declarations relying on charismatic charm and
delivery are not well-developed arguments. Instead, the
student should establish their claim or response to their
opponents claim. To formulate an argument, this claim
must be backed by a warrant, or reasons why the claim is
true and given an impact, or reason why the claim matters.
Argumentation lacking this structure should not be given
the same weight as fully developed arguments. There are
no time limits for discussing a piece of legislation. As the
debate progresses, arguments should advance. Students
who are merely repeating arguments made by others are
not advancing the debate or adding to the educational
value of the round. Second, delivery: throughout the
debate, judges should keep in mind the main areas of
delivery skills. Use of voice, movement, and expression
all combine to create a strong delivery. Students with
excellent delivery skills will demonstrate sound logic

and a confident demeanor. Judges ought to keep in

mind that while students prepare multiple speeches for
the tournament, adjustments are made based on the
debate and minor fluency issues should not be heavily
weighted. Third, parliamentary procedure: this process

@ NATIONAL
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is used to keep the debate moving. Roberts Rules of
Order determine who should speak, the number of votes
needed for a motion to pass, etc. Judges should take note
of students who use these procedures.

Evaluating the Presiding Officer

The Presiding Officer, or P.O., runs the chamber to
provide a smooth and efficient debate. The P.O. typically
does not give speeches and thus should be evaluated

on his/her ability to recognize speakers in a fair and
consistent manner, keep the debate moving, and handle
parliamentary procedure rules. Presiding Officers may be
ranked at the end of the round if the judge believes their
performance is worthy.

Filling out the Ballot

At the conclusion of the debate, the judge ranks the
students. The student receiving the one ranking is the best
legislator in the round. Depending on the tournament,

the judge may indicate on the ballot how effective

the student’s argumentation was. The judge may also
explain how the student may improve delivery through
adjustments to eye contact, tone, inflection, etc., and
what the student did well. 7"\/

HOW TO JUDGE | Congressional Debate 1
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Congressional Debate

Table of Frequently Used Parliamentary Motions

o
pus o
5 3| 2 :
-3 2 | B B
e = += f ol - —_
s 3 3 e Required =
Type | Motion Purpose g8 & =z Vote s
24. Fix time for reassembling To arrange time of next meeting Yes | Yes-T | Yes-T | Majority Yes
23. Adjourn To dismiss the meeting Yes | No Yes-T | Majority No
o
[ " . 5 .
2 1 oo pevese To dismiss _the meeting for a specific Yes | Yes Yes-T | Majority &
= length of time
a ; : . To make a personal request during Decision of
21. Rise to a question of privilege delate Ne | No No thethiair Yes
To fi ideration of Decisi
20. Call for orders of the day ororce conmdgra tonora No | No No ecmon_of Yes
postponed motion the Chair
19. Appeal a decision of the chair To reverse a decision Yes | No No Majority Yes
18. R:se.to a point of order or To correct 2 parliamentary error or e | e M Demslon.of Yes
parliamentary procedure ask a question the Chair
17. Division of the chamber To verify a voice vote No [ Ne No Decmon-of Yes
F the Chair
2 o ‘ -
& e Rbice fhe consideration To suppress action No | No No 2/3 Yes
5 of a question
=
- 15. Divide a motion To consider its parts separately Yes | No Yes Majority No
4. if :
1 Legve to modi yor To modify or withdraw a motion No | No No Majority No
withdraw a motion
T = :
13. Suspend the rules rj;:lke sction contraty tostanding Yes | No No 2/3 No
12. Rescind To repeal previous action Yes | Yes Yes 2/3 No
11. Reconsider To consider a defeated motion again | Yes | Yes No Majority No
10. Take from the table To consider tabled motion Yes | No No Majority No
9. Lay on the table To defer action Yes | No No Majority No
5. | 8 Previous question To force an immediate vote Yes | No No 2/3 No
&
2 7. Limit or extend debate To modify freedom of debate Yes | Yes Yes-T | 2/3 No
]
3
“ 6. Postpone to a certain time To defer action Yes | Yes Yes Majority Yes
5. Refer to a committee * For further study Yes | Yes Yes Majority Yes
4. Amend an amendment ° To modify an amendment /3 | Yes No Majority No
3. Amend ° To modify a motion /3 | Yes Yes Majority No
2. Postpone indefinitely To suppress action Yes | Yes No Majority No
Main | 1. Main motion To introduce a business Yes | Yes Yes Majority No

* No. 5 should include:

* Nos. 3 and 4 by:

T =Time 1. Adding (inserting)
2. Striking {deleting)

3, Substituting

1. How appointed
2. The number
3. Report when or to what standing committee
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Invitational Form

Y

| Student Name: School Code:

: Session: Room: Chamber #:
H

DIRECTIONS: RATE each speech 1-6 points, with one being the worst, six being the best, providing comments to justify your rating, with constructive.
suggestions for improvement. At the end of the session, you will holistically and comparatively RANK students, on a separate form.

CRITERIA: When rating, consider the following elements and comment accordingly in the spaces provided: ORIGINALITY OF THOUGHT (extent to
which speech advances debate or merely repeats previously stated ideas; whether speaker refutes opposing arguments); ORGANIZATION AND UNITY
(while speeches that respond to other arguments advanced in the session are often spontaneous and extemporaneous, the speaker should attempt
cohesiveness); EVIDENCE AND LOGIC (cites credible sources and warrants claims accordingly), DELIVERY (extemporaneous vs. reading a manuscript,
seriousness of purpose, style and poise). How well the speaker ANSWERS QUESTIONS for each speech should be considered.

m Topic: Side: OSponsor OAFF [OINEG

Explain your evaluation and justify your rating of both speaking and answering questions: Circle Point Rating:
6 5 4 3 2 1

highest «——— - lowest

SPEECH 2 RS Side (Jsponsor AFF CONEG

Explain your evaluation and justify your rating of both speaking and answering questions: Circle Point Rating
6 5 4 3 2 1

highest €———————— lowest

Side: sponsor  CIAFF CINEG
Circle Pc‘int‘Rating: -
6 5 4 3 2 1

highest - 3 [owest

SPEECH 3 JEEE

Explain your evaluation and justify your rating of both speaking and answering questions:

QUESTIONING of other speakers | | |

Comment on relevance to debate, quality of clarification, etc.

PRINT judge Name: T RANK THIS SPEAKER

Circle one. Students riot in the top eight will be given a rank of 9

CHB R i o st 2nd 3rd 4th 5th 6th 7th 8th None

National Speech & Debate Association & 2014-2015 « updated 1/2/15 CONGRESSIONAL DEBATE: SPEECH EVALUATION
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" Student Name: School Code:

So\(klﬂ( / Mo¢ bad / ki
| Session: i reem Msu\'\ ]

DIRECTIONS: AWARD A RATING of 1-6 points per hour of presiding, with one being the worst, six being the best. You will RANK students, holistically,
at the end of the session. on a separate form. You may or may not include the presiding officer in your ranking. The presiding officer may also have an
evaluation ballot for speaking — please be sure to circle the same rank at the bottom of the speech and presiding forms. Auditions are not scored.

CRITERIA: When rating, consider the following elements and comment accordingly below. PARLIAMENTARY PROCEDURE (clear in explaining protocols
and rulings); RECOGNITION (fair and efficient in recognizing speakers and questioners, and maintains appropriate speaker precedence and recency);
CONTROL (maintains decorum of delegates, and willing to rule dilatory motions/business out of order); DEMEANOR (fosters a respectful, professional,
and collegial atmosphere); COMMUNICATION (overall use of language, avoiding unnecessary verbiage).

: Chamber #:

FIRST HOUR OF SERVICE SECOND HOUR OF SERVICE THIRD HOUR OF SERVICE
Circle Point Rating: : Circle Point Rating: | Circle Point Rating:
6 5 4 3 T2 6 5/ 4 3 2 16 5 E‘_j 3 2
highest <& 3 lowest highest <& » lowest | highest = ¥ [lowest

SPECIFIC COMMENTS: Explain your evaluation and justify your rating, providing constructive suggestions for improvement:

Sal K [ Mor bad ‘ Chen
e e enalla o ake lovdr
-Seemel vmc.xperier\@‘& ' VRN efFective &nd | Needs te SpR

cKnov wWhat Sh Was

<Lid3 y; PN'}T"]
op PICNEY

( (
- Need o to ;Peqk up' and expercer\CQS

RANK THIS SPEAKER

PRINT Judge Name:
Circle one. Students not in the top eight will be given a rank of 9

st 2nd 3rd 4th 5th 6th 7th 8th None

Reminder: POs may or may not be ccnsidered in your ranking.

Evan koﬁ(ﬁ‘sk\l)

School/Affiliation:

National Speech & Debate Association © 2014-2015 « updated 2/2/15 CONGRESSIONAL DEBATE: PRESIDING EVALUATION
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School Code:

| Student Name:. ' SD-(M(

Session: | Room: | Chamber #:

M‘_ifn )

DIRECTIONS: RATE each speech 1-6 points, with one being the worst, six being the best, providing comments to justify your rating, with constructive
suggestions for improvement. At the end of the session, you will holistically and comparatively RANK students, on a separate form.

CRITERIA: When rating, consider the following elements and comment accordingly in the spaces provided: ORIGINALITY OF THOUGHT (extent to
which speech advances debate or merely repeats previously stated ideas; whether speaker refutes opposing arguments); ORGANIZATION AND UNITY
(while speeches that respond to other arguments advanced in the session are often spontaneous and externporaneous, the speaker should attempt
cohesiveness); EVIDENCE AND LOGIC (cites credible sources and warrants claims accordingly); DELIVERY (extemporaneous vs. reading a manuscript,
seriousness of purpose, style and poise). How well the speaker ANSWERS QUESTIONS for each speech should be considered.

SAlhl  Trofrie Sarely 39 Osporsor DA EfieG |

m Topic:  Sider Msponsor  CIAFF - DINEG

Explain your evaluation and justify your rating of both speaking and answering questions: Circle Point Rating:
6 5 4 3 2 1

highest = B [Owes

Explain your evaluation and justify your rating of botf’speaking and answering questions: , Circle Point Rating:

- Computey (s j3eal compared 1o humans ~ yery clear, nice Jehvesy EJphgsrs‘ @ 3 Efowes-l*
A '(&5 0\"4'43("15 - —_ b) ! 5y - o I
Cfecy e, and persuas.ve law'st 7 Crevs—Eix )

wd )F: k}% ot ("QQ'* rq:“ S . 7 ) whrebmw‘} wi
= ¥ 2™ half 5 semerimes Slo
iw! 59 "’fi.‘"\?}i':lm-m e Shreitue, RO generally well-thousht respOASTS
b §0 CLENE : )| cadote 4o wour N
ivmﬂﬁzmw bﬂ‘%:‘lui‘n qrs“mw'). -wT'B'f'O Si’t\‘j undte 3(7“‘” .' %.a‘)

 Side sponsor  CJAFF LINEG

.Cir.de Point Ratingt
6 5 4 3 2 1

SPEECH 3 BERES

Explain your evaluation and justify your rating of both speaking and answering questions:

L. highest €———— — lowest
QUESTIONING of other speakers
Comment on relevance to debate, quality of clarification, etc.
RANK THIS SPEAKER

[T e (% o e e
| EVa(\ komﬁsk\.)

‘ Circle one. Students not in the top eight will be given a rank of 9
School/Affiliation: i

st 2nd  3rd 4th Eth ) 6th 7th 8th None
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i School Code: )

Student Name:
i _ Secker / M o(Br-.s/ Choen

Room:

Session: Chamber #:

residing, with one being the worst, six being the best. You will RANK students, holistically,
lude the presiding officer in your ranking. The presiding officer may also have an
the speech and presiding forms. Auditions are not scorecl.

DIRECTIONS: AWARD A RATING of 1-6 points per hour of p
at the end of the session, on a separate form. You may or may not inc
evaluation ballot for speaking — please be sure to circle the same rank at the bottom of
e following elements and comment accordingly below. PARLIAMENTARY PROCEDURE (clear in explaining protocols
and rulings); RECOGNITION (fair and efficient in recognizing speakers and questioners, and maintains appropriate speaker precedence and recency);
CONTROL (maintains decorum of delegates, and willing to rule dilatory motions/business out of order); DEMEANOR {fosters a respectful, professional,
and collegial atmosphere); COMMUNICATION (overall use of language, avoiding unnecessary verbiage).

CRITERIA: When rating, consider th

SECOND HOUR OF SERVICE THIRD HOUR OF SERVICE

FIRST HOUR OF SERVICE

- Circle Point Rating: | Circle Point Rating: ' Circle Point Rating:
e 5 4 3 2 1 6 ® 4 3 2 1 6 & 4 3 2
i highest  <— B [owest highest <& —3  lowest

highest = —3  lowest

SPECIFIC COMMENTS: Explain your evaluation and justify your rating, providing constructive suggestions for improvement:

Scf&:/‘
o yrorhe) C,,‘-\,-..’
- e o kee, 4w e - o %
Y v? e tl-\-‘— LN (W"p-) e Sheoety
— ALAAE  adrshad SSHY SOy O
I%-5 5 —  Cearyly wah Jm.,,tc‘j e e C('tff'-‘?

— ou Llab ne S de CD/!SQ,UG“ .

RANK THIS SPEAKER

Circle one. Students nat in the top eight will be given a rank of 9

1st 2nd 3rd 4th 5th  6éth 7th  8th None

Reminder: POs may or may not be considered in your ranking.

PRINT Judge Name:

H'U"fﬁ vasfls ;

. School/affiliation:
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: Student Nameir \/OR.M\Q\] %‘ -’Y.( .\-ec)(\/\f‘ * - ’ ) ) ) T
'.Session: fL_. | . "A | g Rciorr.f. (m SM.Q\J\ | LﬁCF\ iC%amber#: 5

DIRECTIONS: AWARD A RATING of 1-6 points per hour of presiding, with one being the worst six being the best. You will RANK students, holistically,
at the end of the session, on a separate form. You may or may not include the presiding ofhcer in your ranking. The presiding ofhicer may also have an
evaluation ballot for speaking — please be sure to circle the sarne rank at the bottom of the speech and presiding forms. Auditions are not scored.

CRITERIA: When rating, consider the following elements and comment accordingly below. PARLIAMENTARY PROCEDURE (clear in explaining protocols
and rulings); RECOGNITION (fair and efficient in recognizing speakers and guestioners, and maintains appropriate speaker precedence and recency);
CONTROL (maintains decorum of delegates, and willing to rule dilatory motions/business out of order); DEMEANOR (fosters a respectful, professional,
and collegial atmosphere); COMMUNICATION (overall use of language, avoiding unnecessary verbiage).

FIRST HOUR OF SERVICE SECOND HOUR OF SERVICE THIRD HOUR OF SERVICE

| Circle Point Rating: Circle Point Rating: | Circle Point Rating;
6 5 s 2 1 6 5 @ 3 2 1 6 5 G}‘) 3 2 1
highest —<— » [lowest | highest » lowest | highest < —» [owest

SPECIFIC COMMENTS: Explain your evaluation and justify your rating, providing constructive suggestions for improvement:

RANK THIS SPEAKER

Circle one. Students not in the top eight will be given a rank of 9

st 2nd  3rd  4th  5th 6th 7th 8th None

Reminder: POs may or may not be considered in your ranking.

PRINT Judge MName:

. School/Affliation:

National Speeci & Debale Association o 2014-2015 » updated 2/2/15 CONGRESSIONAL DEBATE: PRESIDING EVALUATION
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| Student Name: S}‘ 6 . ' school Code: 7 i

! Session: ; Room: | Chamber #:
| { |

DIRECTIONS: RATE each speech 1-6 points, with one being the worst, six being the best, providing comments to justify your rating, with constructive
suggestions for improvement. At the end of the session, you will holistically and comparatively RANK students, on a separate form.

CRITERIA: When rating, consider the following elements and comment accordingly in the spaces provided: ORIGINALITY OF THOUGHT (extent to
which speech advances debate or merely repeats previously stated ideas; whether speaker refutes opposing arguments); ORGANIZATION AND UNITY
(while speeches that respond to other arguments advanced in the session are often spontaneous and extemporaneous, the speaker should attempt
cohesiveness); EVIDENCE AND LOGIC (cites credible sources and warrants claims accordingly); DELIVERY (extemporaneous vs. reading a manuscript,
seriousness of purpose, style and poise). How well the speaker ANSWERS QUESTIONS for each speech should be considered.

N e e S e o i bl Yo

SPEECH 1 BEEE ’ /C»A’br? [ ; Side: M Sponso

Explain your evaluation and justify your rating of both speaking and answering questions: é Circle Point R«‘;l’fin ;
i I ’ g o i ) 16 5 4
WDl o Aol L00 I paures befiier Sectms g
BB (nf grveer guarha oa Aisnted A7 J"%‘__ Uy  olisrvissione .

X Grood o«rgwM -+ Nie  boby prop- = :

SPEECH 2 SR 5 Side: [Jsponsor  CIAFF WEG
Explain your evaluation and justify your rating of both speaking and answering questions: 5 Circle Point Rating:
TOO wévr)' | st (22 Lo
’ 20 i - - { .. Dighest oWea

. + Good  contes

_f, FMJW/M_L ’ B NN TR 2 A
Plasw Mishe o1 bit nusre

SPEECH 3 RS side sponsor  C1AFF DNEGf

Explain your evaluation and justify your rating of both speaking and answering questions: i Circle Point Rating:
I 6 5 4 3 2 1

highest <— lowest

QUESTIONING of other speakers _ _

Comment on relevance to debate, quality of clarification, etc.

RS R T T T, 2t

RANK THIS SPEAKER

Circle one. Students not in the top eight will be given a rank of ¢

st 2nd 3rd 4th Sth 6th 7th 8th None

{ PRINTJudge Na‘;ﬁhef

Skcho‘ol//&%ﬁl'ié{inon': o
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P

S E S b B et

‘ Student Name: 57 School Code: . 7 |
! Session: § Room: i Chamber #:
i H i
|

DIRECTIONS: RATE each speech 1-6 points, with one being the worst, six being the best, providing comments to justify your rating, with constructive
suggestions for improvement. At the end of the session, you will holistically and comparatively RANK students, on a separate form.

CRITERIA: When rating, consider the following elements and comment accordingly in the spaces provided: ORIGINALITY OF THOUGHT (extent to
which speech advances debate or merely repeats previously stated ideas; whether speaker refutes opposing arguments); ORGANIZATION AND UNITY
(while speeches that respond to other arguments advanced in the session are often spontaneous and extemporaneous, the speaker should attempt
cohesiveness); EVIDENCE AND LOGIC (cites credible sources and warrants claims accordingly); DELIVERY (extemporaneous vs. reading a manuscript,
seriousness of purpose, style and poise). How well the speaker ANSWERS QUESTIONS for each speech should be considered.

SPEECH 1 RE | Side: Osponsor  CIAFF [NEG |
Explain your evaluation and justify your rating of both speaking and answering questions: ; Circle PoinfRating ;
. 2‘ d_z 6 7 4 3 2 1

‘f &hﬁﬂ' WCE/ + « | high > lowest |
— B e

+ &a&ﬂ Stiicfure H ﬂ/?dzc.l:{

P ———— e i e ST

SPEECH 2 RS side sponsor  CIAFF ENEG |
Explain your evaluation and justify your rating of both speaking and answering questions: Circle pé@ﬂa‘cingi '
: .6 4 3 2 1

‘l E:Rcﬂaa-]- edda B | _highest «———> lowest _ |

SPEECH 3 [ Side Osponsor CIAFF EINEG

Explain your evaluation and justify your rating of both speaking and answering questions: ; Circle Point Rating:

6 5 4 3 2 1|

e e ST
QUESTIONING of other speakers

Comment on relevance to debate, quality of clarification, etc.

TR A R T

[PRINT judge Name: T RANK THIS SPEAKER
e o B o Circle one. Students not in the top eight will be giver: a rank of 9
|/Affliation: | S

School/Affiliation: ; st 2nd 3rd 4th 5th  6th 7th 8th None
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= IR W g PAVSERR LAY S D~ A

 Student Name: j : ' School Code: |
! Session: { Room: | Chamber # r
H | 1
| § i

DIRECTIONS: RATE each speech 1-6 points, with cne being the worst, six being the best, providing comments to justify your rating, with constructive
suggestions for improvement. At the end of the session, you will holistically and comparatively RANK students, on a separate form.

CRITERIA: When rating, consider the following elements and comment accordingly in the spaces provided: ORIGINALITY OF THOUGHT (extent to
which speech advances debate or merely repeats previously stated ideas; whether speaker refutes opposing arguments); ORGANIZATION AND UNITY
(while speeches that respond to other arguments advanced in the session are often spontaneous and extemporaneous, the speaker should attempt
cohesiveness): EVIDENCE AND LOGIC (cites credible sources and warrants claims accordingly); DELIVERY (extemporaneous vs. reading a manuscript,
seriousness of purpose, style and poise). How well the speaker ANSWERS QUESTIONS for each speech should be considered.

e e el M T . .,,.-4{ e R 37 A g e e bt g ; p— ‘v. e S wm\w.‘,\;

SPEECH 1 [iiigs Se I:E d\/m v Side: Osponsor CIAFF RINEG |
Explain your evaluation and justify your rating of both speaking and answerin§ questions: E Circle Pwaﬂng E
— b( , ’ AP A ¥ I 6 5 4 3 2 1T
Mambed  aHlocgims £ | highef L lowest |

T oo d deliver. Tt ‘ ZEES Staduge
-’Dﬁ% emaspruckered T

SPEECH 2 SRS t’?“gfzr,,e, ;rSide: O sponsor O AFF BNEGi

Explain your evaluation and justify your rating of both speaking and answering questions: | Circle Point. , '
) 5 ‘ 3 2 T
L dihete T e

Side sponsor  CIAFF CINEG |

SPEECH 3 BN

' Circle Pont Rating:
l 6 5 4 3 2 1|

i highest < lowest

Explain your evaluation and justify your rating of both speaking and answering questions:

QUESTIONING of other speakers. |

Comment on relevance to debate, quality of clarification, etc.

P B L TR T

[PRINTjudge Name: RANK THIS SPEAKER
L ) Circle one. Students not in the top eight will be given a rank of 9
flealab st 2nd 3rd 4th Sth 6th 7th 8th None
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= g iz SRR

: Student Name: u & + : School Code:

i Session: ; Room: | Chamber # |
] i i

! | ! ‘ . o |

st, six being the best, providing comments to justify your rating, with constructive

DIRECTIONS: RATE each speech 1-6 points, with one being the wor
and comparatively RANK students, on a separate form.

suggestions for improvement. At the end of the session, you will holistically
CRITERIA: When rating, consider the following elements and comment accordingly in the spaces provided: ORIGINALITY OF THOUGHT (extent to
which speech advances debate or merely repeats previously stated ideas; whether speaker refutes opposing arguments); ORGANIZATION AND UNITY
(while speeches that respond to other arguments advanced in the session are often spontaneous and extemporaneous, the speaker should attempt
cohesiveness); EVIDENCE AND LOGIC (cites credible sources and warrants claims accordingly); DELIVERY (extemporaneous vs. reading a manuscript,
How well the speaker ANSWERS QUESTIONS for each speech should be considered.

seriousness of purpose, style and poise).

SPEECH1 Jias 4 side: 3§ponsor BraFe CINEG |
——— s U mn_ﬁ I:tw ST SR - ,g
5

Explain your evaluation and justify your rating of both speaking and answering questions: | Circ Rating:
6

‘”}'ms 7, ZIi [b"’) 5 — Me,,J?} or'e ﬂﬂ( Ver ﬁr ! hf{?}esr: i 2 —>2 iow's:51 ;
) &;ﬁ‘ ) ] s e e e 3 i e e B A BBV 8
P Sfawe ﬁ")"‘f(— Jhot canonny

%5 ek
‘f’%ﬂf? projechs” 1\5’0&0 MBUMeLT _ﬂ\;
olent- B Mg g
mcogld e wad nonglr Ton 77715

SPEECH 2 RS 'sde Osponsor  CIAFF CINEG |

Explain your evaluation and justify your rating of both speaking and answering questions: CircleZBmm Rating:

+ a omo v o1; L.ﬁi&ﬁf"iii._ﬂ j 3 zfowl
+oe J ;PMJ:’M bmsesresd-

—+ Ustene) gre)  amsvercd

g s e

SPEECH 3 JES side Osponsor  CIAFF CINEG |

Circle Point Rating:

Explain your evaluation and justify your rating of both speaking and answering questions: ! i
6 5 4 3 2 1 |
WL e L

QUESTIONING of other speakers

Comment on relevance to debate, quality of clarification, etc.

[ 50 s b o st e

| PRINT Judge Name: ' RANK THIS SPEAKER
. i ) ] Circle one. Students not in the top eight will be given a rank of 9
| school/Affiliation: i ;

st 2nd 3rd 4th Sth 6th 7th 8th None
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Invitational Form

SRR R

“StudentName: ‘o[ ' - 'schoolCode: T
| Session: | Room: | Chamber #
b e ———— R el

DIRECTIONS: RATE each speech 1-6 points, with one being the worst, six being the best, providing comments to justify your rating, with constructive
suggestions for improvement. At the end of the session, you will holistically and comparatively RANK students, on a separate form.

CRITERIA: When rating, consider the following elements and comment accordingly in the spaces provided: ORIGINALITY OF THOUGHT (extent to
which speech advances debate or merely repeats previously stated ideas: whether speaker refutes opposing arguments); ORGANIZATION AND UNITY
(while speeches that respond to other arguments advanced in the session are often spontaneous and extemporaneous, the speaker should attempt
cohesiveness); EVIDENCE AND LOGIC (cites credible sources and warrants claims accordingly); DELIVERY (extemporaneous vs. reading a manuscript,
seriousness of purpose, style and poise). How well the speaker ANSWERS QUESTIONS for each speech should be considered.

m'lbpict side: Qsponsor JGAFF  CINEG |
- | y e P S

Explain your evaluation and justify your rating of both speaking and answering questions: 3 Ng:
I 3 2 1 |

=35 . S ¢ i g' ec—i 4 —3 lowest |
tHode o stod v ShyKy wispres s iy
T CfOO-D Uil méfjb? =f U,c,(( ‘Hu:u?ﬁf ﬂ?gw_gmwf— ou ﬂc? e

N ook &‘9”0% ey Oecocde] —

SPEECH 2 JEGE %S‘de: Osponsor CJAFF  [HNEG |
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DIRECTIONS: AWARD A RATING of 1-6 points per hour of presiding, with one being the worst, six being the best. You will RANK students, holistically,
at the end of the session, on a separate form. You may or may not include the presiding officer in your ranking. The presiding officer may also have an
evaluation ballot for speaking — please be sure to circle the same rank at the bottom of the speech and presiding forms. Auditions are not scored.
aining protocols

CRITERIA: When rating, consider the following elements and comment accordingly below. PARLIAMENTARY PROCEDURE (clear in expl
and rulings); RECOGNITION (fair and efficient in recognizing speakers and questioners, and maintains appropriate speaker precedence and recency);
CONTROL (maintains decorum of delegates, and willing to rule dilatory motions/business out of order); DEMEANOR (fosters a respectful, professional,

and collegial atmosphere); COMMUNICATION (overall use of language, avoiding unnecessary verbiage).

FIRST HOUR OF SERVICE SECOND HOUR OF SERVICE THIRD HOUR OF SERVICE

' Circle Point Rating: | Circle Point Rating: i Circle Point Rating: E
i ! |
|6 5 4 3 2 116 5 4 3 2 1,6 5 4 3 2 1
| highest = » lowest | highest = » lowest |  highest <— > lowest |
e . - et 1 s R R i G e A e e A b S O

SPECIFIC COMMENTS: Explain your evaluation and justify your rating, providing constructive suggestions for improvement:

A lﬂL slow -
Ly Needs BM\ h“d\)[‘"%'@ Mo [7ad i /5/,%5/%5

| PRINT Judge Name: A@E
| School/Affliation: \( ) S
| A W\(NW\\

National Speeci & Debate Association o 2014-2015 » updated 2,2/15

RANK THIS SPEAKER

Circle one. Students not in the top eight will be given a rank of 9

st 2nd 3rd 4th 5th 6th 7th 8th Ncne

Reminder: POs may or may not be considered in your ranking.

CONGRESSIONAL DEBATE: PRESIDING EVALUATION



‘ﬁ»‘ ATI . S e o~ WP o " g -
% SPEECH& DEBATE CONGRESSIONAL DEBATE

/N .
/oo Speech Evaluation

Invitational Form

‘ School Cogle:

;-"S—;udem Name;' LA /l/\ A R S e S

| Session: i Room:
i

B e s it . s iomrms A B S e s SRS - SR

DIRECTIONS: RATE each speech 1-6 points, with one being the worst, six being the best, providing comments to justify your rating, with constructive
suggestions for improvement. At the end of the session, you will holistically and comparatively RANK students, on a separate form.

CRITERIA: When rating, consider the following elements and comment accordingly in the spaces provided: ORIGINALITY OF THOUGHT (extent to
which speech advances debate or merely repeats previously stated ideas; whether speaker refutes opposing arguments); ORGANIZATION AND UNITY
(while speeches that respond to other arguments advanced in the session are often spontaneous and extemporaneous, the speaker should attempt
cohesiveness); EVIDENCE AND LOGIC (cites credible sources and warrants claims accordingly); DELIVERY (extemporaneous vs. reading a manuscript,
seriousness of purpose, style and poise). How well the speaker ANSWERS QUESTIONS for each speech should be considered.
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DIRECTIONS: RATE each speech 1-6 points, with one being the worst, six being the best, providing comments to justify your rating, with constructive
suggestions for improvement. At the end of the session, you will holistically and comparatively RANK students, on a separate form.

CRITERIA: When rating, consider the following elements and comment accordingly in the spaces provided: ORIGINALITY OF THOUGHT {extent to
which speech advances debate or merely repeats previously stated ideas; whether speaker refutes opposing arguments); ORGANIZATION AND UNITY
(while speeches that respond to other arguments advanced in the session are often spontaneous and extemporaneous, the speaker should attempt
cohesiveness); EVIDENCE AND LOGIC (cites credible sources and warrants claims accordingly); DELIVERY (extemporaneous vs. reading a manuscript,
seriousness of purpose, style and poise). How well the speaker ANSWERS QUESTIONS for each speech should be considered.
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DIRECTIONS: RATE each speech 1-6 points, with one being the worst, six being the best, providing comments to justify your rating, with constructive
suggestions for improvement. At the end of the session, you will holistically and comparatively RANK students, on a separate form.

CRITERIA: When rating, consider the following elements and comment accordingly in the spaces provided: ORIGINALITY OF THOUGHT (extent to
which speech advances debate or merely repeats previously stated ideas; whether speaker refutes opposing arguments); ORGANIZATION AND UNITY
(while speeches that respond to other arguments advanced in the session are often spontaneous and extemporaneous, the speaker should attempt
cohesiveness); EVIDENCE AND LOGIC (cites credible sources and warrants claims accordingly); DELIVERY (extemporaneous vs. reading a manuscript,
seriousness of purpose, style and poise). How well the speaker ANSWERS QUESTIONS for each speech should be considered.
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DIRECTIONS: RATE each speech 1-6 points, with one being the worst, six being the best, providing comments to justify your rating, with constructive
suggestions for improvement. At the end of the session, you will holistically and comparatively RANK students, on a separate form.

CRITERIA: When rating, consider the following elements and comment accordingly in the spaces provided: ORIGINALITY OF THOUGHT (extent to
which speech advances debate or merely repeats previously stated ideas; whether speaker refutes opposing arguments); ORGANIZATION AND UNITY
(while speeches that respond to other arguments advanced in the session are often spontaneous and extemporaneocus, the speaker should attempt
cohesiveness); EVIDENCE AND LOGIC (cites credible sources and warrants claims accordingly); DELIVERY (extemporaneous vs. reading a manuscript,
seriousness of purpose, style and poise). How well the speaker ANSWERS QUESTIONS for each speech should be considered.
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DIRECTIONS: RATE each speech 1-6 points, with one being the worst, six being the best, providing comments to justify your rating, with constructive
suggestions for improvement. At the end of the session, you will holistically and comparatively RANK students, on a separate form.

CRITERIA: When rating, consider the following elements and comment accordingly in the spaces provided: ORIGINALITY OF THOUGHT (extent to
which speech advances debate or merely repeats previously stated ideas; whether speaker refutes opposing arguments); ORGANIZATION AND UNITY
(while speeches that respond to other arguments advanced in the session are often spontaneous and extemporaneous, the speaker should attempt
cohesiveness); EVIDENCE AND LOGIC (cites credible sources and warrants claims accordingly); DELIVERY (extemporaneous vs. reading a manuscript,
seriousness of purpose, style and poise). How well the speaker ANSWERS QUESTIONS for each speech should be considered.
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DIRECTIONS: RATE each speech 1-6 points, with one being the worst, six being the best, providing comments to justify your rating, with constructive
suggestions for impravement. At the end of the session, you will holistically and comparatively RANK students, on a separate form.

CRITERIA: When rating, consider the following elements and comment accordingly in the spaces provided: ORIGINALITY OF THOUGHT (extent to
which speech advances debate or merely repeats previously stated ideas; whether speaker refutes opposing arguments); ORGANIZATION AND UNITY
(while speeches that respond to other arguments advanced in the session are often spontaneous and extemporaneous, the speaker should attempt
cohesiveness); EVIDENCE AND LOGIC {cites credible sources and warrants claims accordingly); DELIVERY (extemporaneous vs. reading a manuscript,
seriousness of purpose, style and poise). How well the speaker ANSWERS QUESTIONS for each speech should be considered.
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DIRECTIONS: RATE each speech 1-6 points, with one being the worst, six being the best, providing comments to justify your rating, with constructive
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estions for improvement. At the end of the session, you will holistically and comparatively RANK students, on a separate form.

CRITERIA: When rating, consider the following elements and comment accordingly in the spaces provided: ORIGINALITY OF THOUGHT (extent to
which speech advances debate or merely repeats previously stated ideas; whether speaker refutes opposing arguments); ORGANIZATION AND UNITY
(while speeches that respond to other arguments advanced in the session are often spontaneous and extemporaneous, the speaker should attempt
cohesiveness); EVIDENCE AND LOGIC (cites credible sources and warrants claims accordingly); DELIVERY {extemporaneous vs. reading a manuscript,
seriousness of purpose, style and poise). How well the speaker ANSWERS QUESTIONS for each speech should be considered.
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DIRECTIONS: RATE each speech 1-6 points, with one being the worst, six being the best, providing comments to justify your rating, with constructive
suggestions for improvement. At the end of the session, you will holistically and comparatively RANK students, on a separate form.

CRITERIA: When rating, consider the following elements and comment accordingly in the spaces provided: ORIGINALITY OF THOUGHT (extent to
which speech advances debate or merely repeats previously stated ideas; whether speaker refutes opposing arguments); ORGANIZATION AND UNITY
(while speeches that respond to other arguments advanced in the session are often spontaneous and extemporaneous, the speaker should attempt
cohesiveness); EVIDENCE AND LOGIC (cites credible sources and warrants claims accordingly); DELIVERY (extemporaneous vs. reading a manuscript,
seriousness of purpose, style and poise). How well the speaker ANSWERS QUESTIONS for each speech should be considered.
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DIRECTIONS: RATE each speech 1-6 points, with one being the worst, six being the best, providing comments to justify your rating, with constructive
suggestions for improvement. At the end of the session, you will holistically and comparatively RANK students, on a separate form.

CRITERIA: When rating, consider the following elements and comment accordingly in the spaces provided: ORIGINALITY OF THOUGHT (extent to
which speech advances debate or merely repeats previously stated ideas; whether speaker refutes opposing arguments); ORGANIZATION AND UNITY
(while speeches that respond to other arguments advanced in the session are often spontaneous and extemporaneous, the speaker should attempt
cohesiveness); EVIDENCE AND LOGIC (cites credible sources and warrants claims accordingly); DELIVERY (extemporaneous vs. reading a manuscript,
seriousness of purpose, style and poise). How well the speaker ANSWERS QUESTIONS for each speech should be considered.
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DIRECTIONS: AWARD A RATING of 1-6 points per hour of presiding, with one being the worst, six being the best. You will RANK students, holistically,
at the end of the session, on a separate form. You may or may not include the presiding officer in your ranking. The presiding officer may also have an
evaluation ballot for speaking — please be sure to circle the same rank at the bottom of the speech and presiding forms. Auditions are not scored.

CRITERIA: When rating, consider the following elements and comment accordingly below. PARLIAMENTARY PROCEDURE (clear in explaining protocols
and rulings); RECOGNITION (fair and efficient in recognizing speakers and questioners, and maintains appropriate speaker precedence and recency);
CONTROL (maintains decorum of delegates, and willing to rule dilatory motions/business out of order); DEMEANOR (fosters a respectful, professicnal,
and collegial atmosphere); COMMUNICATION (overall use of language, avoiding unnecessary verbiage).
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DIRECTIONS: RATE each speech 1-6 points, with one being the worst. six being the best, providing comments to justify your rating, with constructive
suggestions for improvement. At the end of the session, you will holistically and comparatively RANK students, on a separate form.

CRITERIA: When rating, consider the following elements and comment accordingly in the spaces provided: ORIGINALITY OF THOUGHT (extent to
which speech advances debate or merely repeats previously stated ideas: whether speaker refutes opposing arguments); ORGANIZATION AND UNITY
(while speeches that respond to cther arguments advanced in the session are often spontaneous and extemporaneous, the speaker should attempt
cohesiveness); EVIDENCE AND LOGIC (cites credible sources and warrants claims accordingly); DELIVERY (extemporaneous vs. reading a manuscript,
seriousness of purpose, style and poise). How well the speaker ANSWERS QUESTIONS for each speech should be considered.
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DIRECTIONS: RATE each speech 1-6 points, with one being the worst, six being the best providing comments to justify your rating, with constructive
suggestions for improvement. At the end of the session, you will holistically and comparatively RANK students, on a separate form,

CRITERIA: When rating, consider the following elements and comment accordingly in the spaces provided: ORIGINALITY OF THOUGHT (extent to
which speech advances debate or merely repeats previously stated ideas: whether speaker refutes opposing arguments); ORGANIZATION AND UNITY
(while speeches that respond to other arguments advanced in the session are often spontaneous and extemporaneous, the speaker should attempt
cohesiveness); EVIDENCE AND LOGIC (cites credible sources and warrants claims accordingly); DELIVERY (extemporaneous vs, reading a manuscript,
seriousness of purpose, style and poise). How well the speaker ANSWERS QUESTIONS for each speech should be considered,
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DIRECTIONS: RATE each speech 1-6 points, with one being the worst, six being the best, providing comments to justify your rating, with constructive
suggestions for improvement. At the end of the session, you will holistically and comparatively RANK students, on a separate form,

CRITERIA: When rating, consider the following elements and comment accordingly in the spaces provided: ORIGINALITY OF THOUGHT (extent to
which speech advances debate or merely repeats previously stated ideas: whether speaker refutes opposing arguments); ORGANIZATION AND UNITY
(while speeches that respond to other arguments advanced in the session are often spontaneous and extemporaneous, the speaker should attempt
cohesiveness); EVIDENCE AND LOGIC (cites credible sources and warrants claims accordingly); DELIVERY (extemporaneous vs. reading a manuscript,
seriousness of purpose, style and poise). How well the speaker ANSWERS QUESTIONS for each speech should be considered,
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DIRECTIONS: RATE each speech 1-6 points, with one being the worst, six being the best, providing comments to Justify your rating, with constructive
suggestions for improvement. At the end of the session, you will holistically and comparatively RANK students, on a separate form,

CRITERIA: When rating, consider the following elements and comment accordingly in the spaces provided: ORIGINALITY OF THOUGHT (extent to
which speech advances debate or merely repeats previously stated ideas: whether speaker refutes opposing arguments); ORGANIZATION AND UNITY
(while speeches that respond to other arguments advanced in the session are often spontaneous and extemporaneous, the speaker should attempt
cohesiveness); EVIDENCE AND LOGIC (cites credible sources and warrants claims accordingly); DELIVERY (extemporaneous vs. reading a manuscript,
seriousness of purpose, style and poise). How well the speaker ANSWERS QUESTIONS for each speech should be considered.
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DIRECTIONS: RATE each speech 1-6 points, with one being the worst, six being the best, providing comments to justify your rating, with constructive
suggestions for improvement. At the end of the session, you will holistically and comparatively RANK students, on a separate form.

CRITERIA: When rating, consider the following elements and comment accordingly in the spaces provided: ORIGINALITY OF THOUGHT (extent to
which speech advances debate or merely repeats previously stated ideas; whether speaker refutes opposing arguments); ORGANIZATION AND UNITY
(while speeches that respond to other arguments advanced in the session are often spontanecus and extemporaneous, the speaker should attempt
cohesiveness); EVIDENCE AND LOGIC (cites credible sources and warrants claims accordingly); DELIVERY (extemporaneous vs, reading a manuscript,
seriousness of purpose, style and poise). How well the speaker ANSWERS QUESTIONS for each speech should be considered.
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DIRECTIONS: RATE each speech 1-6 points, with one being the worst, six being the best, providing comments to justify your rating, with constructive
suggestions for improvement. At the end of the session, you will holistically and comparatively RANK students, on a separate form.

CRITERIA: When rating, consider the following elements and comment accordingly in the spaces provided: ORIGINALITY OF THOUGHT (extent to
which speech advances debate or merely repeats previously stated ideas: whether speaker refutes opposing arguments); ORGANIZATION AND UNITY
(while speeches that respond to other arguments advanced in the session are often spontaneous and extemporaneous, the speaker should attempt
cohesiveness); EVIDENCE AND LOGIC [cites credible sources and warrants claims accordingly); DELIVERY {externporaneous vs. reading a manuscript,
seriousness of purpose, style and poise). How well the speaker ANSWERS QUESTIONS for each speech should be considered.
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DIRECTIONS: RATE each speech 1-6 points, with one being the worst, six being the best, providing comments to justify your rating, with constructive
suggestions for improvement. At the end of the session, you will holistically and comparatively RANK students, on a separate form.
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cohesiveness); EVIDENCE AND LOGIC (cites credible sources and warrants claims accordingly); DELIVERY (extemporaneous vs. reading a manuscript,
seriousness of purpose, style and poise). How well the speaker ANSWERS QUESTIONS for each speech should be considered.
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DIRECTIONS: RATE each speech 1-6 points, with one being the worst, six being the best, providing comments to justify your rating, with constructive
suggestions for improvement. At the end of the session, you will holistically and comparatively RANK students, on a separate form.

CRITERIA: When rating, consider the following elements and comment accordingly in the spaces provided: ORIGINALITY OF THOUGHT (extent to
which speech advances debate or merely repeats previously stated ideas; whether speaker refutes opposing arguments); ORGANIZATION AND UNITY
(while speeches that respond to other arguments advanced in the session are often spontaneous and extemporaneous, the speaker should attempt
cohesiveness); EVIDENCE AND LOGIC (cites credible sources and warrants claims accordingly); DELIVERY (extemporaneous vs. reading a manuscript,
seriousness of purpose, style and poise). How well the speaker ANSWERS QUESTIONS for each speech should be considered.
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which speech advances debate or merely repeats previously stated ideas: whether speaker refutes opposing arguments); ORGANIZATION AND UNITY
(while speeches that respond to other arguments advanced in the session are often spontaneous and extemporaneous, the speaker should attempt
cohesiveness); EVIDENCE AND LOGIC (cites credible sources and warrants claims accordingly); DELIVERY (extemporaneous vs. reading a manuscript,
seriousness of purpose, style and poise). How well the speaker ANSWERS QUESTIONS for each speech should be considered.
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(while speeches that respond to other arguments advanced in the session are often spontaneous and extemporaneous, the speaker should attempt
cohesiveness); EVIDENCE AND LOGIC (cites credible sources and warrants claims accordingly); DELIVERY (extemporaneous vs. reading a manuscript,
seriousness of purpose, style and poise}. How well the speaker ANSWERS QUESTIONS for each speech should be considered.
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(while speeches that respond to other arguments advanced in the session are often spontaneous and extemporaneous, the speaker should attempt
cohesiveness); EVIDENCE AND LOGIC (cites credible sources and warrants claims accordingly); DELIVERY (extemporaneous vs. reading a manuscript,
seriousness of purpose, style and poise). How well the speaker ANSWERS QUESTIONS for each speech should be considered.
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(while speeches that respond to other arguments advanced in the session are often spontaneous and extemporaneous, the speaker should attempt
cohesiveness); EVIDENCE AND LOGIC [cites credible sources and warrants claims accordingly); DELIVERY {extemporaneous vs, reading a manuscript,
seriousness of purpose, style and poise). How well the speaker ANSWERS QUESTIONS for each speech should be considered.
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DIRECTIONS: RATE each speech 1-6 points, with one being the worst, six being the best, providing comments to justify your rating, with constructive
suggestions for improvement. At the end of the session, you will holistically and comparatively RANK students, on a separate form.

CRITERIA: When rating, consider the following elements and comment accordingly in the spaces provided: ORIGINALITY OF THOUGHT (extent to
which speech advances debate or merely repeats previously stated ideas: whether speaker refutes opposing arguments); ORGANIZATION AND UNITY
(while speeches that respond to other arguments advanced in the session are often spontaneous and extemporaneous, the speaker should attempt
cohesiveness); EVIDENCE AND LOGIC (cites credible sources and warrants claims accordingly); DELIVERY (extemporaneous vs., reading a manuscript,
seriousness of purpose, style and poise). How well the speaker ANSWERS QUESTIONS for each speech should be considered.
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seriousness of purpose, style and poise). How well the speaker ANSWERS QUESTIONS for each speech should be considered,
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(while speeches that respond to other arguments advanced in the session are often spontaneous and extemporaneous, the speaker should attempt
cohesiveness); EVIDENCE AND LOGIC (cites credible sources and warrants claims accordingly); DELIVERY (extemporaneous vs. reading a manuscript,
seriousness of purpose, style and poise). How well the speaker ANSWERS QUESTIONS for each speech should be considered.
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(while speeches that respond to other arguments advanced in the session are often spentaneous and extemporaneous, the speaker should attempt
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seriousness of purpose, style and poise). How well the speaker ANSWERS QUESTIONS for each speech should be considered.
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DIRECTIONS: RATE each speech 1-6 points, with one being the worst. six being the best, providing comments to justify your rating, with constructive
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CRITERIA: When rating, consider the following elements and comment accordingly in the spaces provided: ORIGINALITY OF THOUGHT (extent to
which speech advances debate or merely repeats previously stated ideas: whether speaker refutes opposing arguments); ORGANIZATION AND UNITY
(while speeches that respond to other arguments advanced in the session are often spontaneous and extemporaneous, the speaker should attempt
cohesiveness); EVIDENCE AND LOGIC (cites credible sources and warrants claims accordingly); DELIVERY (extemporaneous vs. reading a manuscript,
seriousness of purpose, style and poise). How well the speaker ANSWERS QUESTIONS for each speech should be considered.

SPEECH 1 REE= me(rq (00 (Reform z'.g;qf“d‘f? Osponsor CIAFF  [EKEG |

V T i SR ik “ ; - ......v_.q, . ,__.....%

Explain your evaluation and justify your rating of both speaking and answering questions: E Circle Point Rating: |
A Sty + (s acrciae o . f 6 5 4 2 1
8@-0:;( fﬂﬁp g? elcn + 1 Rl llle ﬂl‘j /r (73, ge&»ﬂfj g}U}S L highest < - > lowest |
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SPEECH 2 s iSide: OsSponsor CJAFF ONEG |
Explain your evaluation and justify your rating of both speaking and answering questions: E Circle Point Rating; é
[ 6 5 4 3 2 |
| highest «— = f..f?_mieirwf

T e s S S S i e
I

SPEECH 3 [ : |59 Csponsor  CIAFF  CINEG

Explain your evaluation and justify your rating of both speaking and answering questions: | Circle Point Rating: I

6 5 4 3 2 1

| highest < - lowest !

QUESTIONING of other speakers

Comment on relevance to debate, quality of clarific tion, etc, i |
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i 75 1 andod ey T, » . ) /
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et Colden Sote Acadomy

RANK THIS SPEAKER

Circle one. Students not in the top eight will be given a rank of 9

Ist 2nd 3rd 4th 5Sth 6th 7th 8th None

o

National Speech & Debate Asseciation o 2014-2015 vpdated 2/2/15 CONGRESSIONAL DEBATE: SPEECH EVALUATION




{"/ I e £ P e g e YT PR 4 b e
7.\ }5\{1:{?5];3(C;)]-I[\[gj?L gﬂEBATE CONGRESSIONAL DEB ATE
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PR b o S U e

; e e e TS T e —
; Student Name: }\-da A (BU\Q;{'O\ : School Code: 11/ %g;; é.

3 [ fen 209 s |

DIRECTIONS: RATE each speech 1-6 points, with one being the worst, six being the best providing comments to justify your rating, with constructive
suggestions for improvement. At the end of the session, you will holistically and comparatively RANK students, on a separate form.

CRITERIA: When rating, consider the following elements and comment accordingly in the spaces provided: ORIGINALITY OF THOUGHT (extent to
which speech advances debate or merely repeats previously stated ideas: whether speaker refutes opposing arguments); ORGANIZATION AND UNITY
(while speeches that respond to other arguments advanced in the session are often spontaneous and extemporaneous, the speaker should attempt
cohesiveness); EVIDENCE AND LOGIC (cites credible sources and warrants claims accordingly); DELIVERY (extemporaneous vs, reading a manuscript,
seriousness of purpose, style and poise). How well the speaker ANSWERS QUESTIONS for each speech should be considered.

TOP'C:[Mv\-:?f@‘dﬂﬁw Ro fovim 9 1Y fodef OSponsor  ETAFF Ell\nzc;;I

Explain your evaluation and justify your rafing of both speaking and srswering questions: | Cree ramtrong
shoud chale wf Judges tosee ¥ %w(«;;&f pad y QU(W"Qﬁmé_%@; i . Emjgsl ,
$rooleivysf good SO, ww 0/ (I [ - viea e ogued, byt QO‘W; Zlc@é’ b7 LoiCay
NGty good e DSl , i w0 WoUIMEt,” ey Contacy, Lot ctod o [, sorg
(wgecally wisoemd. rofutations, but st 9oar el vy, kand or dodlged #d Q

SPEECH 2 LS [Side Osponsor CIAFF CINEG

Explain your evaluation and justify your rating of both speaking and answering questions: | Circle Point Rating ;
L6 5 4 3 2 1T
i

highest <— > lowest

SPEECH3 MEl %9 Osponsor CIAFF CINEG |

Explain your evaluation and justify your rating of both speaking and answering questions: | Circle Point Rating: i

6 5 4 3 3 1
| high_gfi: — e —‘_;!otvefswr“ H

QUESTIONING of other speakers |
U sof o gl qestions -

Comment on relevance to debate, quality of clarification, etc. (\Sk 10 € q W strors .(": A

O M S T

* PRINT Judge Name: MW w -

schootiaten ¢ V4 Gt Acadon y

RANK THIS SPEAKER

Circle one. Students not in the top eight will be giver a rank of 9

Ist 2nd  3rd 4th 5th  6th 7th 8th None
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DIRECTIONS: RATE each speech 1-6 points, with one being the waorst, six being the best, providing comments to justify your rating, with constructive
suggestions for improvement. At the end of the session, you will holistically and comparatively RANK students, on a separate form.

CRITERIA: When rating, consider the following elements and comment accordingly in the spaces provided: ORIGINALITY OF THOUGHT (extent to
which speech advances debate or merely repeats previously stated ideas: whether speaker refutes opposing arguments); ORGANIZATION AND UNITY
(while speeches that respond to other arguments advanced in the session are often spontaneous and extemporaneous, the speaker should attempt
cohesiveness); EVIDENCE AND LOGIC (cites credible sources and warrants claims accordingly); DELIVERY (extemporaneous vs. reading a manuscript,
seriousness of purpose, style and poise). How well the speaker ANSWERS QUESTIONS for each speech should be considered,

———

SPEECH 1 JEEE \m.mrﬁmffr?n Refoim 3:07 f Side OSponsor CIAFF EINEG ?
Explain your evaluation and justify your rating of both speaking and answering questions: ! Circle Point Rating: '

she actually looked at e fudges I wow. gl original 6 B 4 3 . i
alys® & tUe bill | athds ha palepng goresc Aguyefz e ———tlonet |
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SPEECH 2 BB

Explain your evaluation and justify your rating of both speaking and answering questions:

gSide: OSponsor CIAFF CINEG

[ C‘irci'le"P‘;)int Rating: '
6 5 4 3 2 1

i highest «— — [owest

mmpic j e USponsor [ AFF DNEGE

Explain your evaluation and justify your rating of both speaking and answering questions: ; Circle Point Rating:
6 5 4 3 2 1
L Lm0 OO,

QUESTIONING of other speakers '
T ot 7 ave el

Comment on relevance to debate, quality of clarification, etc. q**““ e i ol S
P s J wisid 0 : y 1

: :’,_i"j Y 7 G o .‘f‘i*‘.' TR G
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RANK THIS SPEAKER

Circle one. Students not in the top eight will be given a rank of 9

Ist 2nd  3rd 4th 5th 6th 7th 8th None
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DIRECTIONS: RATE each speech 1-6 points, with one being the worst, six being the best, providing comments to justify your rating, with constructive
suggestions for improvement. At the end of the session, you will holistically and comparatively RANK students, on a separate form.

CRITERIA: When rating, consider the following elements and comment accordingly in the spaces provided: ORIGINALITY OF THOUGHT (extent to
which speech advances debate or merely repeats previously stated ideas; whether speaker refutes opposing arguments); ORGANIZATION AND UNITY
(while speeches that respond to other arguments advanced in the session are often spontaneous and extemporaneous, the speaker should attempt
cohesiveness); EVIDENCE AND LOGIC (cites credible sources and warrants claims accordingly); DELIVERY (extemporaneous vs. reading a manuscript,
seriousness of purpose, style and poise). How well the speaker ANSWERS QUESTIONS for each speech should be considered.

SPEECH 1 RERVITIC T u I =V [+ 4 § Side: Osponsor  CIAFF  [NEG f
s i e e o .ji.i..-._._..._ﬁ.... e b e e R S— P —— : m'....__. - - ]

Explain your evaluation and justify your rating of both speaking and answering questions: i Circle Point-Rating: i
6 5 4 3 2 1

(wasA{ @ody wha gou sfoded - < \Joy eeful d f/’””r L highest———— lowest _|
Seoned sepeadrat gy only (wked yp o or twi@, ey (ifle Aralysis ~ fhe 2ad
G;"Qb“a"‘-""@?""f'{ camgd o O cacest fraf e/l Mexrcan fiﬁﬂf/f’?fyfﬁlﬁff .J'Of h ﬁ‘ﬁl/fg S, oug, .

gersi\eed, ut sedl o sforg speech, Fox Vews eliabitity, answeed <ove g onrigly

gs;de: OSponsor [OAFF DNEG;

SPEECH 2 BB

Explain your evaluation and justify your rating of both speaking and answering questions: E Circle Point Rating: I
| 6 5 4 3 2 1
| highest = fowest |

i R S O L S RSN E
i

SPEECH 3 ks 59 Osponsor CIAFF CINEG |

Explain your evaluation and justify your rating of both speaking and answering questions: | Circle Point Rating: i

6 5 4 3 2 1

highest = ¥ lowest ]’

|
E
s S AN | (AL LS

QUESTIONING of other speakers | ;

Kt - e e s s A g i — - .-:. o - o o u.. e — n ! : »-:;-:m - B e o - :
Comment on relevance to debate, quality of clarification, etc. ()ﬂd; efr q M.f‘?,‘flf('ﬁ!/),'} Fore Col l ff‘“ /Y afZQ(;g oo mong
askad prefiy %erﬁ dfagenoce PAISTOnS J / ¢’ 7

BT

PR?NTJudgeﬁNan’m)e A f ‘r., Mﬁ g S ' RANK THIS SPEAKER
Beowsm spns o N \LB\{ e l) L P Circle one. Students not in the top eight will be given a rank of 9
school/Affiation: (ol don Ctate ACM@-“LJ | st 2nd 3rd 4th Sth 6th 7th 8th None
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 School Code:

jStudent Name: qaum\/ \(uw\ﬁf o | 7 ;

Chamber #: -/l

{ ées;};.n. 3 ? Room:
! - \
- o MmO

R i o i e e85 AR

DIRECTIONS: AWARD A RATING of 1-6 points per hour of presiding, with one being the worst, six being the best. You will RANK students, holistically,
at the end of the session, on a separate form. You may or may not include the presiding officer in your ranking. The presiding officer may also have an

evaluation ballot for speaking ~ please be sure to circle the same rank at the bottom of the speech and presiding forms. Auditions are not scored.

CRITERIA: When rating, consider the following elements and comment accordingly below. PARLIAMENTARY PROCEDURE (clear in explaining protocols
and rulings); RECOGNITION {fair and efficient in recognizing speakers and questioners, and maintains appropriate speaker precedence and recency);
CONTROL (maintains decorum of delegates, and willing to rule dilatory motions/business out of order); DEMEANOR (fosters a respectful, professional,

and collegial atmosphere); COMMUNICATION (overall use of language, avoiding unnecessary verbiage).

THIRD HOUR OF SERVICE

FIRST HOUR OF SERVICE SECOND HOUR OF SERVICE

Circle Point Rating:

i Circle Point Rating: Circle Point Rating: E f

H i

6 5 (@ 3 2 116 s 4 3 2 1 6 5 4 3 2 1
I | - ;
i [ - i

highest = > lowest h:ghest <

i
E highest =& > (owest

SPECIFIC COMMENTS Explain your evaluation and justify your ratlng {)rowdlng constructive s;Jggestlons for improvement:
Wosat Sure of pol (1-€'r/ff£fCé’drf es @ 6\t necdod W Cronr Clion tes,
deont Kee p Flvly Shy \J be wlore commpnCafiue o fhe vules f F/GC@ciwé

Lot fhinle {_1"«@ recog p 1o oF speakess was (ay . @/I’U chose pol he lereuy

Ceey frack of  AlAprs!

I e R T TR R

| PRINT Judge Name: MO\V Wu _ RANK THIS SPEAKER
i ) Z Circle one. Students not in the top eight will be given a rank of 9

ESchoo/Afﬁhat\on C:'UIU\(M (’" iﬁlféf /;M Ist 2nd 3rd 4th ©5th 6th 7th 8th None

B Reminder: POs may or may not be considered in your ranking.
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DIRECTIONS: RATE each speech 1-6 points, with cne being the worst, six being the best providing comments to justify your rating, with constructive
suggestions for improvement. At the end of the session, you will holistically and comparatively RANK students, on a separate form,

CRITERIA: When rating, consider the following elements and comment accordingly in the spaces provided: ORIGINALITY OF THOUGHT (extent to
which speech advances debate or merely repeats previously stated ideas; whether speaker refutes opposing arguments); ORGANIZATION AND UNITY
{while speeches that respond to other arguments advanced in the session are often spontaneous and extemporaneous, the speaker should attempt
cohesiveness); EVIDENCE AND LOGIC (cites credible sources and warrants claims accordingly); DELIVERY (extemporaneous vs. reading a manuscript,
seriousness of purpose, style and poise). How well the speaker ANSWERS QUESTIONS for each speech should be considered.

ST - - T
SPEECH 1 QRS g Side: Jsponsor [IAFF  CINEG *
f

Explain your evaluation and justify your rating of both speaking and answering questions: Circle Point Rating:

6 5 4 3 2 1

highest <& > lowest

|

i

i

[— — rmeeanemstinminsd

bt i i e e e e e e T e e P B S5t e i ke

SPEECH 2 [EEE *d¢ Osponsor CIAFF CINEG |

Explain your evaluation and justify your rating of both speaking and answering questions: : Circle Point Rating: ]
6 5 4 3 2 T
Lo fl[g!lesr < > lowest

e s,
SPEECH 3 SRS | S9e Osponsor DJAFF CINEG '
e e el e T e ot e T 51 o ettt e e o S AP e e i e it S AP i q;wq\ma.nlnmm . u.....k i va... e e e AR A .h,«}

Explain your evaluation and justify your rating of both speaking and answering questions:  Circle Point Rating:

i 6 5 4 3 2 1

| highest = ¥ [cwest

QUESTIONING of other speakers |

Comment on relevance to debate, quality of clarification, etc,

RIS

:COO/ 1a_ ion G@I;d{’f‘i (;7:[55;?’:,/ jf{' C{;,{i-’“i N

RANK THIS SPEAKER

Circle one. Students not in the top eight will be given a rank of 9

Ist 2nd 3rd 4th 5th 6th 7th 8th None
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i R Speech Evaluation

Invitational Form

Student Name: o m o o 7  school Code:
 Edmond Wen

i Session: Room: Chamber #

DIRECTIONS: RATE each speech 1-6 points, with one being the worst, six being the best, providing comments to justify your rating, with constructive

CRITERIA: When rating, consider the following elements and comment accordingly in the spaces provided: ORIGINALITY OF THOUGHT f{extent to
which speech advances debate or merely repeats previously stated ideas; whether speaker refutes opposing arguments); ORGANIZATION AND UNITY
{while speeches that respond to other arguments advanced in the session are often spontanecus and extemporanecus, the speaker should attempt
cohesiveness); EVIDENCE AND LOGIC (cites credible sources and warrants claims accordingly); DELIVERY {extempcraneous vs. reading a manuscript,
seriousness of purpose, style and poise). How well the speaker ANSWERS QUESTIONS for each speech should be considered.

SPEECH 1 (S Side: sponsor  CIAFF  EHEG |

Explain your evaluation and justify your rating of both speaking and answering questions: Circle Point Rating:

- Intvo . @uate Micz Quote but enplain mor? = frefutation . 6 E 4 3 2 1 5

- Dafair 4o beound Pcd"\wajio oH2enshlp = mmigranls hwar pricts highest<— . > lowest |
. Good “”"M oﬂgzs ev;LStngl {o SUf‘Pfo M N

- Legislatton 5 Vesuc your refutation pt good el ~thowy At V“'—_"P":;;mm.rg
Cacaat ph of signiffcant Criminal somning fogec b iy

~ Good Delivers, Hgii@tow Fost ~5paKIN~7less Cloar argymints) wotk

e . B - “"Lﬂp
SPEECH 2 RS ® Dsponsor CIAFF TINEG ¢

Explain your evaluation and justify your rating of both speaking and answering questions: Circle Point Rating: it
6 5 4 3 2 1 ww

highest <€ P [owest

‘

rgl.‘h“"

MTopic: Side’ Osponsor  CIAFF CINEG |

Explain your evaluation and justify your rating of both speaking and answering questions: Circle Point Rating:
S 5 4 3 2 1
s G A _ > lowest

QUESTIONING of other speakers

Comment on relevance to debate, quality of clarification, etc.

' PRINT Judge Name: : " RANK THIS SPEAKER

Circle one. Students not in the top eight will be given a rank of 9

[ SRl AT |71t 2nd 3rd 4th 5th 6th l7th| 8th  None
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Speech Evaluation

Student Name: . School Code:

Rishe Sammg’
‘Seic.;n:m: 7 Réom: A 7 . - Chamber #:

DIRECTIONS: RATE each speech 1-6 points, with one being the worst, six being the best, providing comments to justify your rating, with constructive
suggestions for improvement. At the end of the session, you will holistically and comparatively RANK students, on a separate form.

CRITERIA: When rating, consider the following elements and comment accordingly in the spaces provided: ORIGINALITY OF THOUGHT {extent to
which speech advances debate or merely repeats previously stated ideas; whether speaker refutes opposing arguments); ORGANIZATION AND UNITY
(while speeches that respond to other arguments advanced in the session are often spontaneous and extemporaneous, the speaker should attempt
cohesiveness), EVIDENCE AND LOGIC (cites credible sources and warrants claims accordingly); DELIVERY (extemporaneous vs. reading a manuscript,
seriousness of purpose, style and poise). How well the speaker ANSWERS QUESTIONS for each speech should be considered.

SPEECH 1 ?PFC Imm?smt?m o - o Side: J::IS;)on:sorw E/AFF E]NEG,

Cércle Point Rating:l
5 4 3 2 1

Explain your evaluation and justify your rating of both speaking and answering questions:

= flmmi‘br"ﬂ‘b ace vital ~ Geeat Stvuciurg i Tighest < > lowest
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SR P T mmigration Side Csponsor  [HAFF  CINEG

Circle Point Rating:
6 B 4 3 2 1

< lowest

+Taking a\\uan-hje of O-5. e.f"#u@hfehesz =

Explain your evaluation and justify your rating of both speaking and answering questions:

- Re [-‘cd-a‘!fdn 5

. weh ¢
e pewk workers B lompanlts a takingadvnrage s Es
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SPEECH 3 Qi Side: Msponsor  CIAFF CINEG

Circle Point Rating:

6 5 4 3 2 1

highest - ¥ lowest

Explain your evaluation and justify your rating of both speaking and answering questions:

QUESTIONING of other speakers

Comment on relevance to debate, quality of clarification, etc.

PRINT Juclge Name: - ' > | | RANK THIS SPEAKER
: Evaa k—ﬂf@ﬂka Circle cne. Students not in the top eight will be given a rank of 9

| SO | [st] 2nd 3rd  4th  Sth 6th 7th 8th  None
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Invitational Form

fStudeanarﬁe: ' . ‘.
| - Arshia Mehian

Session: Room: . Chamber #:

' School Code:

DIRECTIONS: RATE each speech 1-6 points, with one being the worst, six being the best, providing comments to justify your rating, with constructive
suggestions for improvement. At the end of the session, you will holistically and comparatively RANK students, on a separate form.

CRITERIA: When rating, consider the following elements and comment accordingly in the spaces provided: ORIGINALITY OF THOUGHT (extent to
which speech advances debate or merely repeats previously stated ideas; whether speaker refutes opposing arguments); ORGANIZATION AND UNITY
(while speeches that respond to other arguments advanced in the session are often spontaneous and extemporaneous, the speaker should attempt
cohesiveness): EVIDENCE AND LOGIC (cites credible sources and warrants claims accordingly); DELIVERY {extemporaneous vs. reading a manuscript,
seriousness of purpose, style and poise). How well the speaker ANSWERS QUESTIONS for each speech should be considered.

SPEECH 1 BEce mijr‘cd (on |  Side” Msponsor  C1AFF G |

Explain your evaluation and justify your rating of both speaking and answering questions: Circle Point Rating:

= aeeas \oir0, appeal 1o V.S, UHLENSpggME _Gcedt onclugion #1eS 6 3] 4 3 2 1
. nt highest < : - lowest
~ Lost of Elucation busi 7o MRS L roSe-F
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. Aaain, great :?mfs «nd vary
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SPEECH 2 Rl 7= Sde [Jsponsor XAFF CINEG

Explain your evaluation and justify your rating of both speaking and answering questions: ! Circle Point Rating
= Greod ndeo . geeat gy example of [t w/ tccnwolo»sb :6-; B 4 3 2‘ .
ighest < > lowest
- (gmpanicS knlt_even +rusd e dechnoloqy ‘ | |
s g peot supfwf*" Teslals new mwoleis
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Cdoss - Fx
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SPEECH 3 JEGE Side’ Osponsor  [CIAFF  CINEG

Explain your evaluation and justify your rating of both speaking and answering questions: Circle Point Rating;
6 5 4 3 2 1

highest P Jowest

QUESTIONING of other speakers

Comment on relevance to debate, quality of clarification, etc.

RANK THIS SPEAKER

‘ PRINTJudgé Nhame:”

_ E N K"Mh ‘évl ) ! Circle one. Students not in the top eight will be given a rank of 9
School/Affiliation:
| Sehool/Ailition Tst l{nd | 3rd  4th 5th 6th 7th 8th None
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Student Name: | School Code:

.Ff‘ﬁﬁm\f kmg\r
| Session: - Room; . .
;: ' Y7 S5hab

L

Chamber #

DIRECTIONS: RATE each speech 1-6 points, with one being the worst, six being the best, providing comments to justify your rating, with constructive
suggestions for improvement. At the end of the session, you will holistically and comparatively RANK students, on a separate form.

CRITERIA: When rating, consider the following elements and comment accordingly in the spaces provided: ORIGINALITY OF THOUGHT (extent to
which speech advances debate or merely repeats previously stated ideas; whether speaker refutes opposing arguments); ORGANIZATION AND UNITY
(while speeches that respond to other arguments advanced in the session are often spontaneous and externporaneous, the speaker should attempt
cohesiveness); EVIDENCE AND LOGIC [cites credible sources and warrants claims accordingly); DELIVERY (extemporaneous vs. reading a manuscript,
seriousness of purpose, style and poise). How well the speaker ANSWERS QUESTIONS for each speech should be considered.

SPEECH 1 QREEE Immtcbm-l-?(?ﬂ Side” [ sponsor IfAFF OONEG |

Explain your evaluation and justify your rating of both speaking and answering questions: - Circle Peint Ratim%z
B Mngﬁt ;{2’;;:‘{”{':”5 b -A"j MP""!O"”\‘MQ? gﬁg!‘uesrz } Sfowes-tl'
* Lpo wer! 1 i
»Why 38 this impertantll , very eraaq! ~ Exominadion
Lo g Revenus  for Imemigrants  — losd PRV very, V&Y ergaging st = L doc 5
. Grent wareants ! jwit B B et red off oT ~ouvererowd fof market!
- Permanent Regrdency pap el

-more Queatts v w03 mgum?n‘f

SPEECH 2 REEE TrafRic sﬂfQ'fj Side: [ sponsor ®AFF CINEG -

Explain your evaluation and justify your rating of both speaking and answering questions: Circle Poﬁamg
JMM“'} wn farl . —H‘M(‘N{j f’#rfl 4 : g; . 1
- hj‘ghef‘ cradh [N 14 & amt eviieace P E““m"e “G“‘s o 'f#fe | Nghest =t . ?!,.\,6,5
rishewlons  bput  gpfective s NW ‘
Tnowmanes — will This realfy be an Tosul? swhere s ey ’5?1: 2 farw
- guran : ewifence 3 vulfagi)ita % o gesd
- Car S00s not hAVC (RSurance - : . ' i
3 ) : " Lross ~ £3
~ 4 o0k poind ALtk 5.0} ‘L-Mf‘ - A’S"_I:" vcrj ‘ GW ;Jj‘h‘s Pﬂf' kﬁ;& fQ“-J Lﬂl poked :rw’ ‘.‘ anes

SPEECH 3 JEGE Side M sponsor CJAFF CINEG |

Explain your evaluation and justify your rating of both speaking and answering questions: Circle Point Rating:
6 5 4 3 2 1

highest = —> lowest

QUESTIONING of other speakers

Comment on relevance to debate, quality of clarification, etc.

RANK THIS SPEAKER

Circle one. Students not in the top eight will be given a rank of 9

' PRINT Judge Name: E van Ko‘.e 1’5)‘.0

School/Affiliation: | Ist 2nd 3rd 4th iSth? 6th 7th 8th None

National Speech & Debate Assaciation « 2014-2015 « vpdated 2/2/15 COMNGRESSIONAL DEBATE: SPEECH EVALUATION



@ NATIONAL
SPEECH & DEBATE

Ao e Speech Evaluation

Invitational Form

| Student Name: School Code:

L f\l\_)"_‘f‘\ Tanﬁ iralg 7 ,.
Session: | | Room: LTO_? S"\nl-\

' Chamber #

DIRECTIONS: RATE each speech 1-6 points, with one being the worst, six being the best providing comments to justify your rating, with constructive
suggestions for improvement. At the end of the session, you will holistically and comparatively RANK students, on a separate form.

CRITERIA: When rating, consider the following elements and comment accordingly in the spaces provided: ORIGINALITY OF THOUGHT (extent to
which speech advances debate or merely repeats previously stated ideas; whether speaker refutes opposing arguments): ORGANIZATION AND UNITY
(while speeches that respond to other arguments advanced in the session are often spontaneous and extemporaneous, the speaker should attempt
cohesiveness); EVIDENCE AND LOGIC (cites credible sources and warrants claims accordingly); DELIVERY {extemporaneous vs, reading a manuscript,
seriousness of purpose, style and poise). How well the speaker ANSWERS QUESTIONS for each speech should be considered.

SPEECH 1 QR sidde: O Sponsor mFF CINEG |
Explain your evaluation and justify your rating of both speaking and answering questions: | Circle Point Rating:
Greod intro, very featable, appealtd 70 emoilon ¢ Zwo's use peofits }6 A L s
- yub 5{-“”5 (].“w':. ¥ dg,:y&(h for wl” be:‘ns nghest <& ‘ - [awest
~ spend o lo¥ 5P +/me on feqwerld palije others  — @ oo feliv0y
~Ey
* Aaima) Pageession harems huwanS censs
) P * w r —_—
- This arfuemen? 16 4 bi% of a giverch Verg we)l shructured ‘ 34,“3 responges

= GedSupperd  argueents T TS .
mTDPC' 1mmf5m'}’f'on w } Side: OSponsor [CJAFF [&KEG |

Explain your evaluation and justify your rating of both speaking and answering questions: Circle Point Rating:

s You are 4D of great examples “UnBir to legs fmmisranfc f‘é'fs-s@ 4 3 2: ’ 1r
o M(‘vqﬁan for wmofe Eheaﬂjs ~Vers "’3“*'; sfeq.f nighesU<e : > lowest
P akample With Chils

Awmntsty ¢¥oOV P o o
- 3 & A BT oC a ’
g::qhgthCiﬂ T bomiard ayens! of immigrants o Aaain (gry  ell
» Tﬂ-“i‘i\s Tobe < . 3}{“&1‘\.(33
“Unfair o 5. “ne@s wef quppect (@thht_:_ef)

SPEECH 3 RS Side’ (Jsponsor  [CIAFF CINEG

Explain your evaluation and justify your rating of both speaking and answering questions: Circle Point Rating;
6 5 4 3 2 1

highest <— P [owest

QUESTIONING of other speakers

Comment on relevance to debate, quality of clarification, etc.

RANK THIS SPEAKER

Circle one. Students not in the top eight will be given a rank of 9

Ist 2nd  3rd !4thf S5th  6th  7th 8th None

| PRINT Judge Name:

Evan kom;"ﬁ Kj

School/AfMliation:

National Speecl & Debate Association ¢ 2004-2015 » updated 2/2/15 CONGRESSIONAL DEBATE: SPEECH EVALUATION



@ NATIONAL
. SPEECH&DEBATE

e, Speech Evaluation

Invitational Form

-

Student Name: School Code:

Mf-hy\ Ven Katran i

Session: | Room: Chamber #

o HMo7 Skah |

DIRECTIONS: RATE each speech 1-6 points, with one being the worst, six being the best, providing comments to justify your rating, with constructive
suggestions for improvement. At the end of the session, you will holistically and comparatively RANK students, on a separate form.

CRITERIA: When rating, consider the following elements and comment accordingly in the spaces provided: ORIGINALITY OF THOUGHT (extent to
which speech advances debate or merely repeats previously stated ideas; whether speaker refutes opposing arguments); ORGANIZATION AND UNITY
[while speeches that respond to other arguments advanced in the session are often spontaneous and extemporaneous, the speaker should attempt
cohesiveness); EVIDENCE AND LOGIC (cites credible sources and warrants claims accordingly); DELIVERY (extemporanecus vs, reading a manuscript,
seriousness of purpose, style and poise). How well the speaker ANSWERS QUESTIONS for each speech should be considered.

SCEAGER P A wenigradion Side: [ sponsor ArF ONEG |

Explain your evaluation and justify your rating of both speaking and answering questions: Circle Point Rating:

—uimg &"M 41018 ’[6 : 4 3 2! 1
» e Nghest & > [owest
-9 Taxes , “Epdto dking alvartage of (liggal : R
< where IS yow STt TRASE AUMBED g igran]S Lross ™
sbreat Seppect - Greatgpppard pwerrent JNor 100% confrien!
~ BeHar Relutlonsh/e oS, g Kk rePatadisvg? TN s PONSE
> Trale 05 alreasy secantly open’ w ] il ad i ' » Good Smkz‘nq’ sloyjeal ragpons?S
* Yers gpeciPic FeSowrels, why are ﬁﬂ?!_:‘mpdanf?  tryvnoth rd oFF o retes - wauou*“::;‘l:,
m Topic: -Sider Msponsor  CJAFF CINEG |
Explain your evaluation and justify your rating of both speaking and answering questions: ' Circle Point Rating; Leb
6 5 4 3 2 1 i

wl
» lowest 08

highest =

Sde: sponsor CIAFF  CINEG
Circle Paint Rating: - o
6 5 4 3 2 1

highest lowest

SPEECH 3 R

Explain your evaluation and justify your rating of both speaking and answering questions:

QUESTIONING of other speakers

Comment on relevance to debate, quality of clarification, etc.

PRINT Judge Name: IS i« | RANK THIS SPEAKER
. van Tt’ u‘j Circle one. Students not in the top eight will be given a rank of 9

School/Affiliation: | st 2nd 3rd 4th 5th 6th  7th [8th] None

Nationa! Speech & Debate Association « 2014-2015 « updated 2/2/15 CONGRESSIONAL DEBATE: SPEECH EVALUATION



@ NATIONAL
SPEECH & DEBATE

e A Speech Evaluation

Invitational Form

| Sfudemt MName: . o . . - - S(.:hoo! Codé: 7
Nea k“’ gaj N

Session: Room: Chamber #

R07 Shah

DIRECTIONS: RATE each speech 1-6 points, with one being the worst. six being the best, providing comments to justify your rating, with constructive
suggestions for improvement. At the end of the session, you will holistically and comparatively RANK students, on a separate form.

CRITERIA: When rating, consider the following elements and comment accordingly in the spaces provided: ORIGINALITY OF THOUGHT (extent to
which speech advances debate or merely repeats previously stated ideas; whether speaker refutes opposing arguments); ORGANIZATION AND UNITY
(while speeches that respond to other arguments advanced in the session are often spontaneous and extemporaneous, the speaker should attempt
cohesiveness); EVIDENCE AND LOGIC (cites credible sources and warrants claims accordingly); DELIVERY (extemporaneous vs. reading a manuscript,
seriousness of purpose, style and poise). How well the speaker ANSWERS QUESTIONS for each speech should be considered.

SPEECH 1 RRECIERWH TR WY MR Side’ [sponsor  [WAFF CINEG

Explain your evaluation and justify your rating of both speaking and answering questions: Circle PoEaﬁng:

“Toriivre has enhisted Jn s““e{] “Very il 64'“‘0,‘&4“-"5’ 4’5 Eﬂfhesr < 4 3 EIOWes]r
s Great ontro. To regdote amguments n - . .

-3 mmeralil £ Eteg o ml

‘Geeat nequment , 1015 of suppardy A¥RMely clear -$trong re5ponses

-armi@) o erhicd ‘C\faﬁ‘j th“nr‘j’ Verv mv';_xq;g‘-” . Mo much 5 would Hacs
well stvwedured. s Yo yoel  co9t?

" ‘.,‘, - " " ?. o ‘ ) - " - - - i
SPEECH 2 MG Im,v.;%m{ ‘on | _“’3""""_‘ Side! [ sponsor %FF CINEG |

Explain your evaluation and justify your rating of both speaking and answering questionfg Refartde Circle Point Rating:
: e g v Refutatlon 6 4 3 2
- Tmmigants benafi Connma Unéair 1 " highest lowest

1Grent evadence, and §reat amphas - Gen ﬁam"u&)ns Covts o

Integral o indugtriac T I3 lo b
" «Trnicoff oF cheap la
sood extmple vith ad’} Wf‘j ‘)ﬂqﬁn gr@ar with chea Y arvdudf?

- kcf‘“*“‘”&h [ Smk hﬁ - Weaker ugumanl
‘3508 Jog i bt needs more Supperf(evdence - _

SPEECH 3 JEEE Sde: Msponsor  CIAFF CINEG

.C\rcie Point Rati:a"ag:'
6 5 4 3 2 1

highest = P [owest

Explain your evaluation and justify your rating of both speaking and answering questions:

QUESTIONING of other speakers j

Comment on relevance to debate, quality of clarification, etc.

" 1 " | RANK THIS SPEAKER
E\fal’\ kO(Q _ j i Circle one. Students not in the top eight will be given a rank of ¢

School/Affiliation: | st 2nd Y3rd] 4th 5th 6th 7th 8th None

PRINT Judge Name:

National Speech & Debate Association «© 2014-2015 + updated 2/2/15 CONGRESSIONAL DEBATE: SPEECH EVALUATION



@ NATIONAL
SPEECH & DEBATE

Armoue o e Speech Evaluation

Invitational Forim

¢ Student Name: School Code:

| Ve[ bhay Trl‘fﬂi'“\!‘

Session: Room: Chamber #;

DIRECTIONS: RATE each speech 1-6 points, with one being the worst, six being the best, providing comments to justify your rating, with constructive
suggestions for improvement. At the end of the session, you will holistically and comparatively RANK students, on a separate form.

CRITERIA: When rating, consider the following elements and comment accordingly in the spaces provided: ORIGINALITY OF THOUGHT {extent to
which speech advances debate or merely repeats previously stated ideas; whether speaker refutes opposing arguments); ORGANIZATION AND UNITY
(while speeches that respond to other arguments advanced in the session are often spontaneous and extemporanecus, the speaker should attempt
cohesiveness); EVIDENCE AND LOGIC (cites credible sources and warrants claims accordingly): DELIVERY (extemparanecus vs. reading a manuscript,
seriousness of purpose, style and poise). How well the speaker ANSWERS QUESTIONS for each speech should be considered.

SPEECH 1 s Imm,‘gfo\‘};‘an Side! [ Sponsor E’KAFF CINEG |

Explain your evaluation and justify your rating of both speaking and answering questions: | Circle Point Rating:
= Immigrants fag Taxls = Great refute of neq. 6 |5( 4 3 2 1
3 ¢ ' P ighes lowest
- Gewd avidence on suffieienty of immigrands 50¢e it
fo pay taxes ‘ , o —
ARGy 7 VPR AP H - Good delivary just fry strony confident
“« Aun. pwealih T¢ with immigqredion not tO rea) ot of paper (2 spon Lot
* Peice of goods J (hasds moge evrdenes ) &% much
SPEECH 2 BECECEENI'N 7S SqF(fD Sder sponsor  CIAFF oG
Explain your evaluation and justify your rating of both speaking and answering questions: Circle Point Rating:
~ Deerease amount of car Gidcals ~tars will be able te Curctlorn 6 5 y§4] 3 2 1
. Grea? ﬂvu?!, 53’“] vse of suieny Pic "Iﬁ #ha f»ec')hnobaes highest <& = i'c}wesr
Knowledsz fof ggrpoﬂ' &PPQCIQVQ: Crodg . ) i
~Computtds cand? get disdmacied or JevgK =~ where Jt{?)""‘ ot ~boo§ pt-  bov't iy Bwnlinf they o
* TUs a‘-aumg“ff is & stratd,, t\::n'lpm(g QWOUT awa’n e mUst haye poten #igl
2 are maf o liVE = Geead Speaking but again FYy notte yead off PP

side’ Msponsor  CIAFF CINEG |
Circle Point Raﬁnéz 4

6 5 4 3 2 1

lowest

SPEECH 3 BRE=

Explain your evaluation and justify your rating of both speaking and answering questions:

highest <

QUESTIONING of other speakers |

Comment on relevance to debate, quality of clarification, etc.

_ | O RANK THIS SPEAKER
t(/ﬂ n K‘r@h ,/L‘J) ) | Circle one. Students not in the top eight will be given a rank of 9

| SrEChAManan: | st 2nd  3rd  4th  5th {6th] 7th 8th None

PRINT Judge Name:

National Speecih & Debate Association « 2014-2015 « updated 2/2/15 CONGRESSIONAL DEBATE: SPEECH EVALUATION



@ NATIONAL
SPEECH & DEBATE

o Speech Evaluation

Invitational Form

| Stude'nt Namé: h . ' School Code:
Corlina  Taranyo - |
' Session: . Room: Chamber #:

E

DIRECTIONS: RATE each speech 1-6 points, with one being the worst, six being the best, providing comments to justify your rating, with constructive
suggestions for improvement. At the end of the session, you will holistically and comparatively RANK students, on a separate form.

CRITERIA: When rating, consider the following elements and comment accordingly in the spaces provided: ORIGINALITY OF THOUGHT (extent to
which speech advances debate or merely repeats previously stated ideas; whether speaker refutes opposing arguments);: ORGANIZATION AND UNITY
(while speeches that respond to other arguments advanced in the session are often spontaneous and extemporaneous, the speaker should attempt
cohesiveness); EVIDENCE AND LOGIC {cites credible sources and warrants claims accordingly); DELIVERY {extemporaneous vs. reading a manuscript,
seriousness of purpose, style and poise). How well the speaker ANSWERS QUESTIONS for each speech should be considered.

SPEECH 1 TOV‘?‘C" l“‘miuﬁrﬂd@ﬂ B 7 7 - Side” [ sponsor El{leFlEiNEG

Explain your evaluation and justify your rating of both speaking and answering questions: Circle Point Rating:
= Tmem/aCants dp ;ml have educaton cGepd dehvery bn? g_ghesrs *"P:ES 3 ,2 fowes]r
' Arﬂlrh 'rPMor"‘*S'“"d Suden 73 edte 61’&:: u,;t) (ross -
e Would help ’ . A4 pey < -
an)
~ Undboumontes ITmmlgrants Contl bute te Econem o ot njmﬁ ay mnvh

-Soera) gacwedty V) S
-57-:::145 o.'gun:‘gnj a00d support -mare @nihus

SPEECH 2 REEE Sider MJsponsor  CJAFF OINEG

Explain your evaluation and justify your rating of both speaking and answering questions: Circle Point Rating:
6 5 4 3 2 1

highest < » lowest

SPEECH 3 BEGS Sides Osponsor  JAFF ONEG

Explain your evaluation and justify your rating of both speaking and answering questions: Circle Point Rating;

6 5 4 3 2 1

highest < B lowest

QUESTIONING of other speakers

Comment on relevance to debate, quality of clarification, etc.

| N ; RANK THIS SPEAKER
E Jan, k"’ I’Qf“'sl%) ) Circle one. Students not in the top eight will be given a rank of 9
R st 2nd 3rd 4th 5th  6th 7th 8th None

PRINT Judge Name:

National Speeciy & Debate Association < 2014-2015 « updated 2/2/15 CONGRESSIONAL DEBATE: SPEECH EVALUATION
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SPEECH & DEBATE
"ASSOCIATION

NATIONAL FORENSIC LEAGUE
Invitotional Form

Student Name:

Oo ha p\ﬁc\J!j
i Séssic;-h: . “ ROOI:&

DIRECTIONS: RATE each speech 1-6 points, with one being the worst, six being the best, providing comments to justify your rating, with

Speéch EValuation

' School Code:

. Chamber #

constructive

suggestions for improvement. At the end of the session, you will holistically and comparatively RANK students, on a separate form.

CRITERIA: When rating, consider the following elements and comment accordingly in the spaces provided: ORIGINALITY OF THOUGHT (extent to
which speech advances debate or merely repeats previously stated ideas; whether speaker refutes opposing arguments); ORGANIZATION AND UNITY
(while speeches that respond to other arguments advanced in the session are often spontaneous and extemporaneous, the speaker should attempt
cohesiveness); EVIDENCE AND LOGIC (cites credible sources and warrants claims accordingly); DELIVERY (extemporaneous vs. reading a manuscript,
seriousness of purpose, style and poise). How well the speaker ANSWERS QUESTIONS for each speech should be considered.

B tmeisatin

Explain your evaluation and justify your rating of both speaking and answering questions:

~ Trdre’ T heard thad joke G)ocady Falay —}‘m\j r@{‘af,\{emﬂ

— Vital Fo cttonomy - Pecant datcvery bt
chashattural INNSIry impact was Glaring of Gyepuier
* op0s sUppsr ! o Whole +HmMQ, ¢wonplorlc
~ Tmigrafion s Mehetal RSN
£ 3003 4u oS pid why 73 S Impelfand fbr sur cockityl

Topic:

Explain your evaluation and justify your rating of both speaking and answering questions:

SPEECH 3 BEEE

Explain your evaluation and justify your rating of both speaking and answering questions:

QUESTIONING of other speakers

Comment on relevance to debate, quality of clarification, etc.

3

- PRINT Judge Name-

7 un KoraSien

School/Affliation:

Ist 2nd 3rd 4th

i Sider M sponsor E(AFF CINEG |
Circle Point Ratin- . o o
6 5 @ 3 2 1

highest < : > lowest
Loss —&x

~ trong Fevponse/

| Side: sponsor  CIAFF [ONEG
Circle Point Rating:
6 5 4 3 2 1

highest = P lowest

Side’ O sponsor  CIAFF CINEG |
Circle Poi.m't' Ra't'i;wg; o
6 5 4 3 2 1

highest p [owest

RANK THIS SPEAKER

Circle one. Students not in the top eight will be given a rank of ¢

5th 6th 7th  8th None

National Speech & Debate Association « 2014-2015 « vpdated 2/2/15
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@ NATIONAL
. SPEECH & DEBATE

Ao S Speech Evaluation

invitational Form

Student Name: ' School Code:

Mohid Tahang'n

. Session: Room: : Chamber #:

DIRECTIONS: RATE each speech 1-6 points, with cne being the worst, six being the best, providing comments to justify your rating, with constructive
suggestions for improvement. At the end of the session, you will holistically and comparatively RANK students, on a separate form.

CRITERIA: When rating, consider the following elements and comment accordingly in the spaces provided: ORIGINALITY OF THOUGHT (extent to
which speech advances debate or merely repeats previously stated ideas; whether speaker refutes opposing arguments); ORGANIZATION AND UNITY
{(while speeches that respond to other arguments advanced in the session are often spontaneous and extemporaneous, the speaker should attempt
cohesiveness); EVIDENCE AND LOGIC (cites credible sources and warrants claims accordingly): DELIVERY (extemporaneous vs. reading a manuscript,
seriousness of purpose, style and poise). How well the speaker ANSWERS QUESTIONS for each speech should be considered.

SPEECH 1 RS Dren 20l Side Osponsor  CIAFF FINEG

Explain your evaluation and justify your rating of both speaking and answering questions: . vu? Circle Paint Rating:
oo ¢ hoed del varyy 6 5 E 3 2 1
. N net 40 highest = —p- lowest
- Mega) immigrants lake Jobs awa . P —
. raat staty but where are 2hwey fom ! Oyemll 30&!«(9%&"17* Jagd © 5 Lross - [x
‘.—__.—-—-_'—d_"
o whot about ebier bcnémso?—:’ﬂegals fo econs , necd
- ,"h(S.) ;Mm:\SfﬁhfS end vp in gangs ~any refatations
* B How prominind M iy ?
- wellvsteachyred

* Apoksyppord —— ,
WWPJC Sider [Jsponsor  COAFF CINEG

Explain your evaluation and justify your rating of both speaking and answering questions:  Circle Point Rating:
6 5 4 3 2 1

highest P lowest

SPEECH 3 BEGE Side: Csponsor CIAFF CINEG |

Explain your evaluation and justify your rating of both speaking and answering questions: , Circle Point Rating:
6 5 4 3 2 1
highest < = > !p}f}/est'

QUESTIONING of other speakers

Comment on relevance to debate, quality of clarification, etc.

? ' | RANK THIS SPEAKER
an bt -4 N?Sk.) o Circle cre. Students not in the top eight will be given a rank of 9

fSchooff’AFﬁ'*a’f*OHZ | st 2nd  3rd  4th  5th 6th 7th 8th None

: PRIQTJudge N.a-n;e: E

National Speech & Debate Association « 2014-2015 « vpdated 2/2/15 CONGRESSIONAL DEBATE: SPEECH EVALUATION
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f . SPEECH & DEBATE
/' “ASSOCIATION

NATIONAL FORENSIC LEAGUE
Invitational Form

Sohum Gupia

Student Name

. Sesswon i Rqom:

3

T WP CCYV Y "y 3 3 7
CONGRESSIOCNAL DEBATE

Presiding Evaluatlon

GEZ AT AR

School éc;d;e: 7 f
E Chamber #:

B s e s it i

i i

DIRECTIONS: AWARD A RATING of 1-6 points per hour of presiding, with one being the worst, six being the best. You will RANK students, holistically,
at the end of the session, on a separate form. You may or may not include the presiding officer in your ranking. The presiding officer may also have an

evaluation ballot for speaking — please be sure to circle the same rank at the bottom of the speech and presiding forms. Auditions are not scored.

CRITERIA: When rating, consider the following elements and comment accordingly below. PARLIAMENTARY PROCEDURE (clear in explaining protocols
and rulings); RECOGNITION (fair and efficient in recognizing speakers and questioners, and maintains appropriate speaker precedence and recency);
CONTROL (maintains decorum of delegates, and willing to rule dilatory motions/business out of order); DEMEANOR (fosters a respectful, professional,

and collegial atmosphere); COMMUNICATION (overall use of language, avoiding unnecessary verbiage).

FIRST HOUR OF SERVICE
Circle Point Rating:

Circle Point Rating: '
1 5 4

SECOND HOUR OF SERVICE

3 2 1

THIRD HOUR OF SERVICE

Circle Point Rating:
5 4 3 2 1

> lowest | Ehest < » |
V5 _ — o

ighest -

]
j 5 4 3 2
F

highest <& » lowest

SPECIFIC COMMENTS: Explain your evaluation and justify your rating, providing constructive suggestions for improvement:

V(!f3 g-trarw) P,O, , nho p(ob[@.ms‘)

o+

PPN AR

PR NTjud e Name N
- : E,VM\ “ordﬁ"»""]

School/AFﬁhat]on

National Speech & Debate Association « 2014-2015 « updated 2/2/15

seems Vary ex perienced

RANK THIS SPEAKER

Circle one. Students not in the top eight will be given a rank of 9

st 2nd 4th Sth 6th 7th 8th None
POs ma

Reminder: may or may not be considered in your ranking.

CONGRESSIONAL DEBATE: PRESIDING EVALUATION



% SPEECHABEBATE CONGRESSIONAL DEBATE

/o b Presiding Evaluation

Invitational Form
R e e o

i

: School Code:

Student Name:

B Sdum Goern

i

| Room: ' [Chambers
; S\l 4077 |

i H

| Session:
J PR e B s A A o e i s s o5 s s b b, P VS e A A e

DIRECTIONS: AWARD A RATING of 1-6 points per hour of presiding, with one being the worst, six being the best. You will RANK students, holistically,
at the end of the session, on a separate form. You may or may not include the presiding officer in your ranking. The presiding officer may also have an
evaluation ballot for speaking — please be sure to circle the same rank at the bottom of the speech and presiding forms. Auditions are not scored.

CRITERIA: When rating, consider the following elements and comment accordingly below. PARLIAMENTARY PROCEDURE (clear in explaining protocols
and rulings); RECOGNITION (fair and efficient in recognizing speakers and questioners, and maintains appropriate speaker precedence and recency);
CONTROL [maintains decorum of delegates, and willing to rule dilatory motions/business out of order); DEMEANOR (fosters a respectful, professional,
and collegial atmosphere); COMMUNICATION (overall use of language, avoiding unnecessary verbiage).

FIRST HOUR OF SERVICE SECOND HOUR OF SERVICE THIRD HOUR OF SERVICE

? Circle Point_Rating: | | Circle Point Rating; ’
i | I
L6 4 3 2 1|6 4 3 2 1 6 5 4 3 a2 f
[ highest e —>  [owest i highest T= —>  lowest f highest - > lowest |

e st e e s e i e e it 1t oo et st

SPECIFIC COMMENTS: Explain your evaluation and justify your rating, providing constructive suggestions for improvernent:

BT

| PRINT Judge Name:

@Yeret Chn

RANK THIS SPEAKER

Circle one. Students.ngt in the top eight will be given a rank of ¢

Ist 2nd  3rd 5th  6th 7th 8th None

Reminder: POs may or may not be considered in Your ranking.

i Schc;dl//ihﬁli;ﬁon:

e S

National Speech & Debate Association ¢ 2004-2015 = updated 2/2/15 CONGRESSIONAL DEBATE: PRESIDING EVALUATION




@ NATIONAL

VA SEEE%HJ%]IDESATE CONGRESSIONAL DEBATE
*ASSOCIATIO -

/ mamiows: Fonsusc aacur Speech Evaluation

e R T

o Afha Vet — S —

e — T T N S N

DIRECTIONS: RATE each speech 1-6 points, with

one being the worst, six being the best, providing comments to justify your rating, with constructive

suggestions for improvement. At the end of the session, you will holistically and comparatively RANK students, on a separate form.

CRITERIA: When rating, consider the following elements and comment accordingly in the
which speech advances debate or merely repeats
(while speeches that respond to other arguments

spaces provided: ORIGINALITY OF THOUGHT (extent to
previously stated ideas; whether speaker refutes opposing arguments); ORGANIZATION AND UNITY
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