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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.

Chamber #

EE - Dpoddee s o1/ S Dsporsar DaFe GG |

Explain your evaluatIOn and justify yc»ur rating of both speaking anci answering questions: ; C”’Cle Point Rating: ?
f E 5 4 2 1 |

; *’P{q[ ]:}H{ [h{//& 4&{1[/\/[ cesf AN ighest € lowest |
(CKENE I thLT At suqg “ored Aonsh. @Mw«r/// J\m/v

oAl of k. D | (L»N P 0% - /’“\W‘/S qu»W w ”‘4( uf {4
soldl dagmes

spEECH 2 RS | side: DSponsor DAFF E]NEG

Explain your evaluatlon and Justn‘y your rating of both speakmg and answering questions: ! Clrcle Point Rating; i

6 5 4 3 2 1
_highest —————— lowest |

SPEECH 3 Bias S'de o Sponsor |:| AFF Cl NEG
Explain your evaluatlon and justify your rating of both speaking and answering questions: | Circle Pomt Rating:

6 5 4 3 2 1 |

é highest < p lowest |

QUESTIONING of other speakers' |

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

B

RANKTHIS SPEAKER

L N NV N
. . A m _ o Circle one. Students not in the top eight will be given a rank of 9

. School/Affliation: f

chool/Affiliation UC g{{[{& 7 i st 2nd 3rd 4th 5th 6th 7th 8th

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



£ I i

@ NATIONAL CONGRESSIONAL DEBATE
"/ SPEECH& DEBATE CONGRESSIONAL DEBATE

/ \ASSOCI
NATIONAL rorﬁlﬂlccl.)n]}c[uz S p e e C h Eva ]_ u at ] O n

Invitational Form

;StUdentName /L(p ( ID J i A S G BB i R !.SC“EOD . IDL///{)

! Sessron 77777777 Room: - / - Chamberﬁ
| | 'P e sS4 |
fas b s S

f'

D S A At Ssssvoss s e bosu o s s G

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

e ), ”J 4 Mw‘wlm/l s a;;;a;z:‘a{pf ONEG |

Cm:!e Point Rating:

Explain your evaluatlon and justify your rating of both speakmg and answering questions:

p;la& \/\a\h‘i 1numL / Mffm ,{/ o L Ehe o ke

q.%7 ()\A\[M(CWM'J( 51/(6{; 9)14[47 HASWESS -

mTOPIC 'S’de I:ISponsor I:IAFF DNEG 4

Explain your evaluation and jUStIfy your ratmg of both speaking and answering questrons i | Circle Point Ratmg i
;6 5 4 3 2 T

highest = > lowest

T

SPEECH3 Biicl | Side: DSponsor DAFF DNEG*

Explain your evaluatlon and Justlfy your rating of both speaklng and answering questions: C|rcle Point Rating:

§654321

) hfghes_g < iowest

QUESTIONING ofother 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

st 2nd 3rd 4th 5th  é6th 7th 8th N@

PRINTJudgeName 44/(1\(/0\/ d)“”/

School/Aﬁﬁllattom

UC  Beled.
Zib’

National Speech & Debate Association « 2014-2015 « updated

CONGRESSIONAL DEBATE: SPEECH EVALUATION



@ NATIONAL
SPEECH & DEBATE

ASSOCIATIO :
ASSOCIATION | Speech Evaluation

Invitational Form

Student Nal"ﬂei N \}) e » School Code: DVH}

Session: Room: Pﬂ/( ’{ yé . . Chamber #:
1

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 (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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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 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).

SECOND HOUR OF SERVICE THIRD HOUR OF SERVICE
!’ Circle Point Rating:
6 5 4 3 2 1

highest - > lowest

Circle Point Rating:
302 116 5 4 3 2
!

highest = »  [owest

§
J
i
|
}

- [owest

| S —
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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: 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 ot 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 (ctear 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, professiconal,
and collegial atmosphere); COMMUNICATION (overall use of language, avoiding unnecessary verbiage).
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SPECIFIC COMMENTS: Explain your evaluation and justify your rating, providing constructive suggestions for improvement:
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DIRECTIONS: AWARD A RATING of 1-6 points per hour of presiding, with one being the waorst, 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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Chamber No.:

Please rank, in order of preference (I=most preferred) through the total number of legislators in your chamber. Consider each
contestant’s holistic performance in the session, including an aggregate consideration of the quality of speaking or presiding. Did the
contestant’s actions enhance the chamber’s ability to conduct legislative business, or did his/her focus on the minutia of procedures and

competitive framework detract from time for others to speak?
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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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QUESTIONING of other speakers |

Comment on relevance to debate, quality of clarification, etc.
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Student Name: School Code:
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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 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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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.

RANK THIS SPEAKER
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| Session: Room: i 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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QUESTIONING of other speakers

Comment on relevance to debate, quality of clarification, etc.
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Po 73
 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 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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¢ Student Name: e School Code:
| Jauwrn, -

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 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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Explain your evaluation and justify your rating of both speaking and answering questions:
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SPEECH 3 Rl Side O Sponsor CJAFF CINEG |

Explain your evaluation and justify your rating of both speaking and answering questions: Circle Point Rating:
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highest < > lowest |

QUESTIONING of other speakers

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

PRINT Judge Name: Ll .J( " RANK THIS SPEAKER
=~V N or < k”} Circle one. Students not in the top eight will be given a rank of 9
i Sc | i ; ‘:
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| Student Name: | School Code: |
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i !
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| Session:

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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WL e | i .5 R
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Explain your evaluation and justify your rating of both speaking and answering questions: Circle Point R?ﬁ”gf s
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= Taxres producl§ wi I help {urd f‘i@ﬁ"_‘; hrcas ZT J‘C ' . (j . _(;F L.f.’.’ﬁf’ﬁi{: S m.m:.,.{,g“mie.sf, |
Y et o el Crose-Ex
tionts Youte, leis of "eonld s Ew;ft Qvidan @ rﬂéﬂé} : c,ﬁ:c, S S
thed) oy ! } gL - Fatel ~ i _,
- Decragse dependency on  puddfe Eaglrn Countrics 3 v Lol v 9‘&5&3 responges
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Explain your evaluation and justify your rating of both speaking and answering questions: g Circle Point Rating:
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Explain your evaluation and justify your rating of both speaking and answering questions: ;[ Circle Point Rating: |
i 6 5 4 3 2 T
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QUESTIONING of other speakers

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

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

¢ Student Name: - Schoel Code:

Gt

| 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 respend to other arguments advanced in the session are often spontaneous and extemnporaneous, 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 [l pcl.nc

Explain your eva{ua‘ﬂon and justify your rating of both speaking and amswermg questions:
= Rilatable Tatre v il pries - fefutadions
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SPEECH2 Tepic:

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

Circle Point Rating: H
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SPEECH 3 JEEE Side: l:lSponsor O AFF EINEG
Explain your evaluation and justify your rating of both speaking and answering questions: . Circle Point Rating:

6 5 4 3 2 1

QUESTIONING of other speakers

Comment on relevance to debate, quality of clarification, etc.
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RANK THIS SPEAKER

Circle cne. Students not in the top eight will be given a rank of 9
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Student Name: - . o ) . School Code:
Mo bod |

Session: - Room: i 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 'TOPiCim ﬁffel“he - - B - Sidef DnSponsor IEI‘,/AFF DNE?&

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

— Jntroy Grad Lefp,  (sources?) - Gowd ddivery bd Cov il wal -6 5 4 3 2 1
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vton) g :
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Side’ sponsor CIAFF ONEG |
Circle Point Rating:
6 5 4 3 2 1

highest = ¥ lowest

SPEECH 2 BB

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

SPEECH 3 Rl Side’ Osponsor  CIAFF CINEG |

Explain your evaluation and justify your rating of both speaking and answering questions: GIFEle.Point Ratiig.
6 5 4 3 2 1
hfgh‘gsl <= — —> lo{w\es‘ff o

QUESTIONING of other speakers

Comment on relevance to debate, quality of clarification, etc.
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Z’ , RANK THIS SPEAKER
4 o f
nOf Q’*S ~ A e Circle one. Students not in the top eight will be given a rank of 9
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Student Name: School Code:

Chin
- Session: ‘ Rooén': 7 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 (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 JEES Pi peling Side Msponsor  [AAFF CINEG |

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

-~ Etorowm — gefutation 6 5 @ 3 2 1
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SPEECH 2 BEEE Side Osponsor  CIAFF OINEG

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

SPEECH 3 QEES Side Msponsor  [IAFF 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 clarification, ete.

| PRINT Judge Name: ‘ - )z o | RANK THIS SPEAKER
- \["’\V‘\ ) O{QM;‘?,{ %) _ : Circle one. Students not in the top eight will be given a rank of 9
| Sehoal/Affiatior: | st and 3 4th sth 6th 7th 8th (None
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| Studen"c Name: | School Code:

Mehro tra

. Session: Room: Chamber #

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

sPEECH 1 [l DI Side Osponsor  [IAFF ETNEG |

Explain your evaluation and justify your rating of both speaking and answering questions: Circle Point Rating:
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SPEECH 2 BREE Side: Msponsor I 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 < P [owest

SPEECH 3 RS > 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 < P [Owest

QUESTIONING of other speakers

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

PRINT Judge Name: R ] RANK THIS SPEAKER
' kff amn p[ of &5 %') ’ Circle one. Students ot in the top eight will be given a rank of ¢
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' Student Name: e
! j’,r",f‘.
. Session: . Room:

Speech Evaluation

| S”choo[ Code:

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.

Topic:

SPEECH 1 Pipeline

Explain your evaluation and justify your rating of both speaking and answering questions:
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SPEECH 2 JEEE

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

SPEECH 3 BEES

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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RANK THIS SPEAKER

Circle one. Students not in the top eight will be given a rank of 9
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! Student Name: o
Vo nteddy o
i Session: Room:

Speech Evaluétidh

School Code:

f 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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SPEECH 2 RS

Explain your evaluation and justify your rating of both speaking and answering questions:
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SPEECH 3 QBEES

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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! Session: 5 Room:
i
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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 accerdingly below. PARLIAMENTARY PROCEDURE (clear in explaining protocols
and rulings); RECOGNITION (fair and efficient in recognizing speakers and questioners, and maintains appropriate speaker precedence and recencyy);
CONTROL {maintains decorum of delegates, and willing to rule dilatory motions/business out of order); DEMEANCR (fosters a respectful, professional,
and collegial atmosphere); COMMUNICATION (overall use of language, avoiding unnecessary verbiage).

SECOND HOUR OF SERVICE THIRD HOUR OF SERVICE

| Circle Point Rating: Circle Point Rating: i Circle Point Rating:
6 5 @[ 3 2 16 5 4 3 2 g 6 5 4 3 2
! i 3=

FIRST HOUR OF SERVICE

highest =& ¥ {owest : highest = > lowest highest - lowest

3

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

PRINTJudgeVName: -

R RANK THIS SPEAKER
t\ﬂlif‘ ;4‘6{(?}(};%)

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

| Session: g Room: ! Chamber #: ,
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DIRECTIONS: AWARD A RATING of 1-6 peints 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).

SECOND HOUR OF SERVICE THIRD HOUR OF SERVICE

FIRST HOUR OF SERVICE
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‘ g |
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SPECIFIC COMMENTS: Explain your evaluation and justify your rating, providing constructive suggestions for improvement:
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RANK THIS SPEAKER

Circle one. Studlents not in the top eight will b given a rank of 9

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

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

| Session: { Room:

| school Code:

i

g Chamber #: ,
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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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SPECIFIC COMMENTS: Explain your evaluation and justify your rating, providing constructive suggestions for improvement:
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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 ch ( 5th 6th 7th sth None

Reminder: POs may or may not be considered in your ranking.
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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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I Circle Point Rating:
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SPECIFIC COMMENTS: Explain your evaluation and justify your rating, providing constructive suggestions for improvement:
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RANK THIS SPEAKER

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

Ist [2nd;] 3rd 4th 5th 6th 7th 8th None

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

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

3 Circle Point Rating: E Circle Point Rating: aI Circle Point Rating: ?
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SPECIFIC COMMENTS: Explain your evaluation and justify your rating, providing constructive suggestions for improvement:
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. T T\ |\ \! | Ii V ‘ [ l i ‘ 1y Ii§] Circle one. StuclentsFoty the top eight will be given a rank of 9
| School/Affiliation: Ist 2nd 3rd (4th | 5th 6th 7th 8th None

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

g Circle Point Rating: Circle Point Rating: | Circle Point Rating: :
i / F
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SPECIFIC COMMENTS: Explain your evaluation and justify your rating, providing constructive suggestions for improvement:
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RANK THIS SPEAKER
Circle one. Students not in the top eight will %:gmjen a rank of 9

Ist 2nd 3rd 4th 5th 6th ,_f7th/ 8th  None

Reminder: POs may or may not be considered in your ranking.
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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 f{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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SPECIFIC COMMENTS: Explain your evaluation and justify your rating, providing constructive suggestions for improvement:
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RANK THIS SPEAKER

Circle one. Students not in the top eight will be given a rank of L .
Ist 2nd 3rd 4th 5th  6th 7th 8th (None )

Reminder: POs may or may not be considered in your ranking.——
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DIRECTIONS: AWARD A RATING of 1-6 points per hour of presiding, with one being the waorst, 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

i Circle Point Rating: ! Circle Point Rating: Circle Point Rating: ;
| @ 5 4 3 2 116 5 4 3 2 1.6 5 4 3 2
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SPECIFIC COMMENTS: Explain your evaluation and justify your rating, providing constructive suggestions for improvement:
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RANK THIS SPEAKER

ne. Students not in the top eight will be given a rank of 9
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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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Explain your evaluation and justify your rating of both speaking and answering questions: | Circle Point Rating:
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QUESTIONING of otherspeakers:

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

B ety 7 s

RANKTHIS SPEAKER

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

RANK THIS SPEAKER

Circle one. Students not in the top eight will be given a rank of 9
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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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Explain your evaluation and justify your rating of both speaking and answering questions: ; Circle Point Rating:
|6 5 4 3 2 1
L. DA

QUESTIONING of other speakers | | | |

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

ErRETTTITY

CPRINTJudgeName: RANK THIS SPEAKER

Circle one. Students not in the top eight will be given a rark of 9
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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 manuseript,
seriousness of purpose, style and poise). How well the speaker ANSWERS QUESTIONS for each speech should be considered.
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