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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): DEMEANGR (fosters a respectful, professional,

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.
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CRITERIA: When rating, consider the following elements and comment accerdingly 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 foliowing 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 extemperaneous, 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 argumenits); 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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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 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.
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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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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 R N T s | DOsponsor AR GG

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

|
. ¢ | 6 4 3 2 1|
bweod. Yagening . Re, pordded yaell Fells hme to L ——

SPEECH 2 BRECENNIN o d arsmels . ESidei O Sponsor BYAFF  CINEG

ot aivgls . Rokabtal  as, Shomkonn . fory. 2, LISt |
Use Some oo fo  maodea dm‘z, poins. 054@ WWD&? Subjechue .

Explain your evaluation and justify your rating of both speaking and answering questions: f Circle Point Rating:
chad itk eemahan,@w{:)ﬂb‘j 6 () 4 3 2 1

bveal Srout- Conne | highest= > lowest

fSide’ Osponsor CJAFF  OONEG

SPEECH 3 RS

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

Circle Point Rating:

6 5 4 3 2 1|

i highest < —= lowest

T — R A

QUESTIONING of other speakers |

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

f s e e T g

RANK THIS SPEAKER

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

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

PR!NTJu.dge Name:

 Saldt Pyugad
 Dvihs

Schéo{)A%féafioh;

CONGRESSIONAL DEBATE: SPEECH EVALUATION

National Speech & Debate Associaiion © 2014-2015 + updated 2/2/15



(,
ATIONAL COANCDECCIAR AT TID ke
"'12%; IS\FPEEg]-I[\ISéDEBATE CONGRESSIONAL DEBATE

A .
{ ReecAloN Speech Evaluation

’
Invitational Form

| Student Name: —_— | School Code:
| J M | |
! 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
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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.
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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
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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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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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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.

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
seriousness of purpose, style and pois
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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.

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

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

which speech advances debate or merely repeats Previously stated ideas: whether speaker refutes opposing arguments);ﬂQﬂg@N_LZ%AILQN,AMWD UNITY
(while speeches that respond to other arguments advanced in the session are often Spontaneous and extemporaneous, the speaker should attempt
cohesiveness)‘k:Er__)“/‘l_I?LEﬂMCﬂgé_NB_’L_gGJC (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 sponta s and extemporaneous, the speaker should attempt
cohesivenegEVIDENCE AND LOGIC (cites credible sources apd warrants claims accordingly) DELIVERY {extemporaneous vs. reading a manuscript,
seriousness of purpose, style and poise). How well the speake@NSWERS QUESTIONS for each speech should be considered.
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: Student Name: 5 %&Wﬁ 7 School Code:

' 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 (extemparaneous 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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: 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 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.

SPEECH 1 QBEES Sy rign QLf;,L;J.QM. resettlement™ Side sponsor RAFF CINEG _f
- Explain your evaluation and jL;STify your rating of both speaking and answering questions: C(‘:lj’oint Rating: |
S 6 5 4 3 2 ]
SW.. }”Zde’{f“z'j 7 d* ?"‘57“‘7 s ighest < B Jowest
LSe dﬁ— St tsdic. elatn.

ockive (isten ‘o other g pesiter 4 sk quee~f 1w S, pun S/de s
¥

3@(2:3’”:‘( Q-fgﬁ.ﬁ.f‘\ +v cide ot e, g—d’).:.ld{ge_,z,_.wrs P'O;r’i‘l" UTB. wied [ Wﬂlﬁ’ Ao AR 7.:’.3 _gta@ﬁy*,r

SPEECH 2 QRS Side Osponsor [JAFF CINEG

Explain your evaluation and justify your rating of both speaking and answering questions: Circle Point Rating:
6 5 4 3 2 1
hfgl'ulesr < — [owest

9 [sponsor [JAFF CINEG

SPEECH 3 BB

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

SC“OOVAW%O; Hish Soheo! @ 2nd  3rd 4th 5th 6th 7th 8th None
' i
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o o Speech Evaluation

Invitational Form

i StudentrNa'me:‘” __.. u - o Schoél Code:
Wisny \}ommw | | - S
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 (extemporaneacus vs, reading a manuscript,
seriousness of purpose, style and poise). How well the speaker ANSWERS QUESTIONS for each speech should be considered.

B Syrian tefugee Rese the madt 5 oo Yo e

Explain your evaluation and justify your rating of both speaking and answering questions: Circle F?Ajating:
6 5 4 3 2 1

Nce ff\@-ewf’a-/r‘«m S‘fjkw nvi'ees (n—ﬁ‘a/euw_ e pandi g 2 e |
Quite 5ty m posad for o diemeqsed pundor qff@&fe@ (fa0002) Fouk
Vot bhacl “f , Good jﬂé MM%&WE e whole ‘

mTopic: Sde 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 €—vw— o lowest

mﬁpic *9e O sponsor [IAFF LCINEG

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

" highest «— > lowest |

QUESTIONING of other speakers

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

RANK THIS SPEAKER

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

P.RIN.TJudge Nafner ?
| Sch I/A;Cﬁ! ation:
; [ele} J\né,d//cw M‘JJ/?.g

& >

Circl
Ist (2nd\ 3rd 4th 5th 6th 7th 8th None

National Speech & Debate Association 2004-2015 « updated 272715 CONGRESSIONAL DEBATE: SPEECH EVALUATION



@ NATIONAL
SPEECH & DEBATE
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Student Name: School Code:

o1 s Tanm Y
;Sessfon: “ o . F.F{oomi - ‘ 7 . Chamber #

— b S i ~ ~ S _— 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 ray 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 bottem of the speech and presiding forms. Audlitions 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 Poi ting: i Circle Point Rating:
L6 @ ML G5 T T S T S R
| highest = —  [owest highest =+ lowest | highest - —>  lowest

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

Zq geveral | Studads ntiols e Pue gl @sS yrmety wely
oed  ex cbleat /JZ, T owerse@ fHu whole oS

T4 ) Shoo proct confrcbenie . comhe]

v

| PRII\‘ITJUdSE Name: L“ %Aﬂ:"“?’
School/Affiliation: ; 6‘% /g /(2/ Wto/L ,(/Lm/&/ le £ J
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RANK THIS SPEAKER

Circle one. Students not in the top eight will be given a rank of ©
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invitational Form

Student Name: ‘ E d i ﬂD[ Vék . " - School Code:
| Session: - ' Room: L{O_}' Charmnber #

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 extermporaneous, the speaker should attempt
cohesiveness);, EVIDENCE AND LOGIC (cites credible sources and warrants claims accordingly); DELIVERY {extemporaneous vs. reading a manuscripf,
seriousness of purpose, style and poise). How well the speaker ANSWERS QUESTIONS for each speech should be considered.

BN e Lbowe ek O o ol

Explain your evaluation and justify your rating of both speaking and answering questions: ' CJ@PON Rating:
5 4 3 2 T

QLWI{Q <« i Tghest < 3 est
A (ﬂ”/ Mémsz c)/)gm—(‘/ Pozh '@)ﬂ; ghest lowest

F'O e &%/{ {3704»}0(3; Z %PMW ﬂw'r{[ wa/ ca/ U s
/MCWL&{"W C.awq/ /// &ft}ey 4 }/ ., ﬂ// i

SPEECH 2 RS Sidet Jsponsor CAFF CNEG

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 s DSponsor DAFF COOINEG |

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

highest €———————— lowest |

P

\.
i
S

QUESTIONING of other speakers

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

I\L\? ane & con{im Sdn< srde //08// %I‘iﬂ

PRINT Judge Name: Pm‘ Jrew V‘\ﬂ y " RANK THIS SPEAKER

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

School/Affliation: VC @ & /{7 @ 2nd  3rd  4th  5th  6th  7th 8th None
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e A Speech Evaluation

Invitational Form

fStudenf Néme: \{ m " &\/‘ a\ T r ;F %ﬁi‘f‘l ,f ‘ . Séhoo[ Code:.
| Session: H ~ Froom: L{ ) ;I, ; Chémber #

DIRECTIONS: RATE each speech 1-6 points, with one being the worst. six being the best, providing comments to justify your rating, with constructive
suggesticns 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 sourcek 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 5,00 Alye oot A2t fbuson, o G o v

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

5 4 3 2 1

r’»‘%/{ T@ (%T; AN A N/ j)l? ’\'_f {f{‘\"ﬂ?‘f(j hest < — [owest

odbases o €pyplavs 4 pobenc (why zSTS L) e h/,\/ e
w7 Ertttid - Gl pebgores o ocpieal g i Donit e dly
sddie  sodvatonod it Npotors. Geod sy

SPEECH 2 QEEE Sde: 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

ighest <— —» (Owest

SPEECH 3 JEaE 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 < > lowest

QUESTIONING of other speakers

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

RANK THIS SPEAKER

Circle opesgtudents not in the top eight will be given a rank of 9

Ist 3rd 4th 5th 6th 7th 8th None

' PRINT Judge Name: | ' A{L’ W D} '
School/Affliation: m’\-;c BM[%/Z%
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o oS b Speech Evaluation

Invitationa! Form

Student Name: i - w . | School Code;
| N alal Ra Yy
. Session: F » Room: 7 i . { Chz;mbér #:
| | 7o F

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“ E-eff'{’ﬂ‘( §7 rjn/\ N'F”?t&; - ,5ide: DSponsor {AFF CINEG !

Explain your evaluation and justify your rating of both speaking and answering questions: Ci"‘fleh’:&%“ﬁg:
= 91 /W{ dem'\? ’ﬂ\’ ‘A’( 11 hf(f; ﬂ"- ord 7%{ /“Wé %Mp(f‘g- E{ghe L 4 . 3 —3 !cwas;"
- VY C({C”/ a s ({ oty s

(eells # e o A R

SPEECH 2 | Topic M?‘V&M 'ZDN\W Side I sponsor E{\FF OOINEG |

Explain your evaluation and justify your rating of both speaking and answering questions: Circle PO@'%
5 4 3 2 1

Cocwtts  Lafhe L7 Ve e }, wttal. ) n\rb % B XS  lowest_|
{\eu“j ?“/(«( af o adva4/t ) ‘[Ll\-e (U‘%Dl/ﬂ&x’{’- [/g/y N“'%’VL“’/*
%swm"y - 70!}/#%}/ /44&/ pepeat, S e rees /0 ff/é}ﬁ,,%_

SPEECH 3 JEEE %9 CSponsor CIAFF [INEG |

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. Studepts not in the top eight will be given a rank of 9

Ist  2nd 4th 5th 6th 7th 8th None

PRINT Judge Name: 64 (,ll‘t‘/‘/ | O‘VL/ |
n
. Schoel/Affiliation: U C @e( k{/{“(?
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Student Name: P * ; "“/t 6|. -Tn N 9 AV {p\- N ] School Code:

| Session: 7 Room: %O_;- { 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 im rovement. At the end of the session, you will holistically and comparatively RANK students, on a separate form.
suggestions for improveme ¥ Y P Y P

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 v, reading a manuscript,
seriousness of purpose, style and poise). How well the speaker ANSWERS QUESTIONS for each speech should be considered.

TOPiC‘ 33},./&«/1 ve Aesat AMWfSide:__DSponsor CIAFF  &REG

Explain your evaluation and Justify your rating of both speaking and answering questions: ' Circle Poj ating:
VA 6 4 3 2 1
ﬂ ﬂ\’lﬂ ; YAV A2 7] YV\ } o et @{ e~ ({7 /g ﬁzt,‘// _ highes lowest

T3 4o (e A i wreap ons ). bonelo/ <

: M Y I a2 AN D?L e Y oni Ty )\ £
7 sl O1pnets fnsins  fraiing 2™t pa g fs 4,

SPEECH 2 QEES 9% OSponsor CAFF 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

m Topic: > Sponsor [ AFF OONEG

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

6 5 4 3 2 1
) _hfg.’ jest “———_; lowesi

QUESTIONING of other Speakers

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

RANK THIS SPEAKER
Circle one. Students nor in the top eight will be given a rank of ¢
Ist  2nd  3rd Sth- 6th  7th  8th None
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SPEECH & DEBATE

ASSOCIATION Speech Evaluation

Invitational Farm

Session: Room: qﬂ ' 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.

Student Name: g\ " (/1 M&VI . (7 U(?‘{J( . | School Code:

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.

BEI - Sy m gofgece Posef 5 s Oar o)

Explain your evaluation and jL:i;?y your rating of both speaking and, answering questions: Circle Point Rating:

My il comla=ary Lol w¢ 5, & 4 5 2

highest <
o LAY Al D! ¢
M‘ZM 5 0{[{ 7 st s w&/L

SPEECH 2 QEE Sde Osponsor CAFF 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

SPEECH 3 REEE Side: Osponsor 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 I — L

QUESTIONING of other speékers

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

RANK THIS SPEAKER

| PRINT Judge Narme: A’A(lff w-’ Q\ﬂ‘?

Circle one. Students not in the top eight will be given a rank of 9
School/Affliation:
/. \j ‘. @'V/Q’(@j Ist 2nd  3rd 4th @éth 7th  8th None
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SPEECH & DEBATE

ASSO | .
sttt Speech Evaluation

Invitational Form

| student Name: B s ‘j o V" My i School Code:

Session; Room: Y W 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.

Bt o fges, O e
Explain your evaluation and justify your rating of both speaking and answerin questions: . Circle Point '
Girs  really  geel 4 F e, s a0
9,.;-;; éet{a/V{ fn// JJ..?/\/[ q//('fy , [-ahj 7,3,,—,,/ T #thq@y
7¢5’caﬂ$ 'é &7(, woatact. /t_/a-E £ C 0601&“ ’/CQ/ 4 o 3leke Lhe
ywt (}5 Mﬂ/W iy y—h’/ﬁtﬂsww// 7(/‘:)’&%‘%@ wﬁrf‘fﬂlfg Mé/,

SPEECH 2 RS 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 » lowest

.

SPEECH 3 B Sde Msponsor  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 <& — [owest

QUESTIONING of other speakers

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

PRINT Judge Name: ﬁ‘/ulfé’ N &M RANK THIS SPEAKER

. - Circle one. Students not in the top eight will be given a rank of 9
Sc Affiliation:
chool/Affiliation u C ge_//“( /.& y Ist 2nd 3rd 4th 5th ﬁ)?th 8th  None
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. SPEECH & DEBATE

SSOC O] | g
e L Speech Evaluation

Invitational Form

Studenr Name: me l/]ﬂ \[ Mﬂ?ﬂ / . - :_ School Code;
Session: - - Room: %;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,
sericusness of purpose, style and poise). How well the speaker ANSWERS QUESTIONS for each speech should be considered.

[ speechn i Syiian Perdits - - (%% DOSpgpsgr BT ONes

Explain your evaluation and justify your rating of both speaking and answeri—ré questions: Circle Pojni Rating:
3 2 1

- 7 berpNS — A ’{ 5 p—eﬁcil/n Loy ;% ‘ gﬁhesrs =5 .
\LCM - A o 'EM > éu’( ghest 2
..J\SU“} w(/{'ﬂi’; 7 W roas 7{“;&—(’;%76 o ole.( 4 e

mﬁpici Sde Osponsor  AFF 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

-—

SPEECH 3 JRES 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 < ¥ lowest

QUESTIONING of other speakers '

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

PRINT Judge Name: ~ Jy d (¢ Pﬂf\j
School/affiliation: U C & (/C(/( {7

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

RANK THIS SPEAKER

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

Ist  2nd 3rd 4th 5th  6th t 8th None
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AR o Speech Evaluation

Invitational Form

Student Name: AAT{,} 4 . \/‘ (2 A k % g .ﬁ'rl."_‘f /\/\ ‘ School Code:

. Session: Room: L ( O% } ] 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 (extemparaneous vs. reading a manuscript,
seriousness of purpose, style and poise). How well the speaker ANSWERS QUESTIONS for each speech should be considered.

SPEECH 1 BRI V) %ﬁc Mertef: i /ZE’ s Side: Jsponsor C1AFF INEG
Explain your evaluation and justify your rating of both speaking and answering questions: Circle Point Ratif%’f
4; 3

Delier)  wms Shaly  pul strony (aACfﬂ“ij e b
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éan(/rcﬂ’{’{ Fuf'dawc,r. Anﬁu‘“} C(uurff}vl; C/\[q’kf\ﬁ/[y.

SPEECH 2 JEEE

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

2 1

> lowest

Side: Osponsor  CIAFF CINEG

Circle Point Rating:

6 5 4 3 2 1
highest ¢——————p [owest

SPEECH 3 QR Side sponsor  CIAFF *ONEG

| Circle Point Rating:

6 5 4 3 2 1
) hig,-‘xesad——hf—b‘ 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.
Lofs ox ﬁ)'é" :"'OCQ,

PRINTJudg.e Name: 111 f\d Ao (/V, p'\f‘
/ Circle one. Students not in the top eight will be given a rgnk of 9
School/Affiliation: ‘
chocyatien UC Be./ Qc//'e‘f 1 Ist 2nd 3rd 4th 5th 6th 7t@ None
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RANK THIS SPEAKER
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A Speech Evaluation

Invitational Form

¢ Student Name: . A . \ . ’El\ B . . i School Code:
cshia Mela
Session; | | Room: | L{D? 7 Chamber #: . B

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.

BB Sycm defugce Shr e o we
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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 extemparaneous, 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, cansider 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 1-5 points, with ane 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 s

paces 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 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 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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CRITERIA: When rating, consider the following elements and “omment accordingly in the spaces provided: ORIGINALITY OF THOUGHT (extent to

: 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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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
(while speeches that respond to other arguments

previously stated ideas; whether speaker refutes opposing arguments); ORGANIZATION AND UNITY
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 N A R N i o ' Side Osponsor  [AAFF CINEG |

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

o AT} N & 4 & 3 4l
|2 %55’\,’« o S ‘G LN
& 3 s A ) el >

e

Féiiseey

Me

SPEECH 2 BEGS

Explain your evaluation and justify your rating of both speaking a

nd answering questions:

SPEECH 3 JAEEE

Explain your evaluation and justify your rating of both speaki

ng and answering questions:

QUESTIONING of other speakers |

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

e Mo L
School/Affliation: i
i J‘/ :

Ist _ 2nd

Circle one.

% Circle Point Rating'@\
6 5 4

highest «——

2 1
> lowest |

3

|
i
3

fSide: O Sponsor I AFF DNEG;
- | Circle Poirt Rating |
6 5 4 3 2 1 |
L. Jighest ———————» lowest |
| Side’ Osponsor [JAFF CINEG |
T ER S R e 5 bt A S

]: Circle Point Rating:
| 5 4 3
L e —

2 1

— [owest

RANK THIS SPEAKER

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

3rd 4th 5th 6th 7th 8th None{?f

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

CONGRESSIONAL DEBATE: SPEECH EVALUATION



@ NATIONAL

““/'\_ SPEECH & DEBATE
A AS“%OCIATII ON !

Invitational Form

| StudentName: )
i 7 C\r 4

e st oo e s e S et i

DIRECTIONS: RATE each speech 1-6 points, with

suggestions for improvement. At the end of the
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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 I-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 spezkers 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).
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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,

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.
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CRITERIA: When rating, consider the following elements and comment accerdingly 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 1-5 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 cornment 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 purpase, 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.

School Codé:

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 peints, 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.
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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.

- Session:

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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+ Sessjon: Room:

' Student Name:

Speech Evaluation

{ School Cédez

| 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.

B ol Poocthod] 4
Explain your evaluation and justify your rating of both speaking and answering questions:
*-PDBJ\\IK(
= Nt el 70 CQ‘L[NU
- M om N\O‘\\Dr\
- Al R\ &

“Topre fResigecl
- GQ £34 m& /Q\'\QL\‘ ohS
SRTANASYY \unlor s

- O\Q,(aﬂ

-

SPEECH 2 KTV W Raly P el mﬁr ,
Ex‘[:iain your evaluation and justify your rating of béth speaking and answering questions:
=Tl %lf&&ﬁrﬂ\ Mnﬁ.ﬂ\ \
—~ MNiga. e S; Sl Qe ¢ M ek
G Leolls o ~ sl THRC
0 km‘\.&sﬁ\ 4 ‘?’”& NO\JLQQNt

~ Q.:u.q&&, \;15&» AR =
 Draly gooR RIAT

= 2 \3? It 4-\ ‘_\-
BEAR Sorines
—~ CRosé CEG w - Sﬂ 03\, espony -io“qw'\:‘.\or\s‘ -
Topic:

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.
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DIRECTIONS: RATE each speech 1-6 points, with one being the worst, six being the best providing comments to
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" Chamber #

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
seriousness of purpose, style and poise). How well
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Explain your evaluation and justify your rating of both speaking and answering questions:

(cites credible sources and warrants claims accordingly); DELIVERY (extemporaneous
the speaker ANSWERS QUESTIONS for each speech should be considered.
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i Session; . Room: . Chamber #:
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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 spontaneaus 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 %ESTIONS 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, professional,
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 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 previcusly 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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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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