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+ Stuclent Name: | ‘ R k : Scho& Cr‘io
S Lot kel | .

| Session: Room: Chamber #;

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).

. Circle Point Rating:
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Circie Point Rating:

highest <& fowest | highest - fowest
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SPECIFIC COMMENTS: Explain your evaluation and justify your rating, providing constructive suggestions for improvement:
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Nationol Speech & Debate Association © 2014-2015 « updated 2/2/15 CONGRESSIONAL DEBATE: PRESIDING EVALUATION

Circle one. Students not in the top eig e given a rank of

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

Reminder: POs may or may not be considered in your ranking.
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| Student Name: k " ’ N - schoot Code:
S ki et

. Session:; | Room:; - Charber #

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

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

~

¢ Side’ [ sponsor ?fjw [TNEG
Explain your evaluation and justify your ratingJof both speaking and answering questions: Cirele Pojpt Rating:
X . 4 " : 4 3 2 1
&yﬂ/} (vuéru/ 4 l‘%j‘ ¢ &I,u‘b 4 m\w"b - lowest
Ghoy it 1 o 1F
[ sider [ sponsor Wi TINEG
Explain your evaluation and justify zour rating of both speaking and answering questions: Circle P’\fi)aﬁﬁé’#
s ’ 6 5 4 3 2 1
%YJVS 01/![1!?\14—6‘[’0 0() /H,VUVD,A{ %m,f W?I/V‘N a,a_"“i\—/ | higheshed— 3 fowest
Gog il (e k)
Tepic: Side Sponsor  [JAFF CINEG |
Explain your evaluation and justify your rating of both speaking and answering questions: Circle Point Rating:
6 5 4 3 2 { 1
highest - - -~ fowest

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

| PRINT Judge Narme:
Means
;School/Afﬁiia?rion: jy
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Circle one. Students not in the top eight will be given a rank of 9
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jStudén? Name: L ’ ‘ ’ iSc:hooE Codke: &
| ~ lwen Cwgne | o —

| Session; Room: : Chamber #

DIRECTIONS: RATE each speech 1-6 points, with ong 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:

.anmfwv dwy | | % Disponsor LIAFF AUNEG |
Y

Explain your evaluation and justify your rating of both speaking and answering questions:  Circle P@Raﬁng:

6 4 3 2 1

L] omprgite Thang owrres b quebio Sld 2
g%mff il 4 lgie

Topic: side [sponsor  CIAFF CINEG |

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

ighest ¢ lowest

Topic: S Osponsor [IAFF 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~ fowest

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

PRINT Judge Narne:
M"lf . ; Circle one. Students not in the top eight will be given a rank of ¢

ESChOOV Affiliatior: JHS 1st 2nd  3rd 4th 5th  6th 7th @?P) None
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Schoot dee:

]’Stud‘éni: Nznhet ’ ‘ B ‘
7 CUVV‘LVDVJ __ Errst

Session: - Room: Charber #,

DIRECTIONS: RATE each speech 1-6 points, with one being the worst, six being the best, providing comments fo 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 elernents 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: Side! [Msponsor  [JAFF LINEG

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

. highest s owest ]

Topic: e Msponsor LIAFF CINEG

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

Topic: Sides sponsor  [IAFF - CINEG

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

highest - e {OWESE

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

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

e I Ist 2nd 3rd 4th Sth  6th 7th  8th None
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tnvitational Form

Stt‘utiénir ?\Iaméi - - ‘ School Cc;dez
| Niwk Gorez

| Session: Roon - 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 (externporaneous vs. reading a manuscript,
seriousness of purpose, style and poise). How well the speaker ANSWERS QUESTIONS for each speech should be considered.

S [sponsor  [AFF [INEG |

- Clircle Point Rating:

6 5 4 3 2 1

highest = > lowest

sice [sponsor  LIAFF GNEG%

Explain your evaluation and justify your rating of both speaking and answering questions: Circle Point Rating!
6 5 4 3 2 T
highest < lowest

Topic: Sider Mspongor CTAFF CINEG
Explain your evaluation and justify your rating of both speaking and answering questions: Circle Point Rating: :

6 5 4 3 2 1

highest «& iowest

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

P‘R!NTﬁldge Narne:
| Weans

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

Ind 3rd 4th 5th  6th 7th 8th None
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| Stuclent Name: School Code:

el [rdhiie

- 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.

Sidel Msponsor [ITAFF CINEG

© Circle Point Rating:

6 5 4 3 2 1

highest s—— — lowest.
Topic: %9 Msponsor - TIAFE 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
Topic: | Sicer [ Sponsor  LJAFF LINEG
Explain your evaluation and justify your rating of both speaking and answering questions: | Circle Point Rating: !

6 5 4 3 2 1

highest «& fowest

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

- PRINT judge Narne:
MMVK . o o Circle one. Students not in the top eight will be given a rank of 9

- Sehool/Affiliation: Tus | st 2nd 3d 4th Sth 6th 7th  8th  None
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invitational Form

Studem Name: W](l }W {MS' k[A -k,[' kug_ ‘ School Cozkz

Session: * Room; . Charnber #

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

| Topic: élg(,.}m\ﬂ C[,] e Side [T sponsor [ AFF
Explain your evaluation and justify your rating of both speaking and answering questions: Circle Pf)'(?‘\at%ﬁgi
; 5

b(&“m& J\’b){/\/""l?[ﬂ('"\/ Sigh;ssi h—— 4, 3 2,‘!"()\/&/{;5!

ﬁymﬁ diliery™

AFF TINEG

- : o ; i
< fesenpie dvys LK :
Explain your evaluation and justi%y your rating of both speaking and answering questions:
5)/4/ I MW\A iz 3 2 I !
vy & > lowest

Ghay adines

opic: Side Csponsor [TAFF CINEG |
Explain your evaluation and justify your rating of both speaking and answering questions: . Circle Point Rating: |
6 5 4 3 2 1

highest fowest

i

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

PRINT Judge Name:

{.470] o ‘ ' Circle one. Students not in the top eight will-bg given a rank of 9

S(fhool/ﬁ;fﬁliafionz :
st 2nd  3rd  4th  5th  6th  Xgh} 8th  None
JHS . ]
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eech Evaluation

| Student Name: School Code:

ZMM W«*m,

: Session: Room; Charober #:

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 Tra h Side: Csponsor  [TAFF NZNEG |
Explain your evaluatlon and ustn’y your rating of both speaking and answering questions: CW’ PO!C‘)N‘W ?

kxellent POlnv‘S ([Mih ) Sty e pooses fenel;

Relesmat
Golint e contoet

3 2 1

P lowest

Topic: S Csponsor CIAFF - CINEG
£xplain your evaluation and justify your rating of both speaking and answering questions: Circle Point Rating:
6 5 4 3 2 1
highest «& : o lowest

_;5“'5"33 CiSponsor  CIAFF CINEG |

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

highest v {Owest

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

| PRINT Judge Narme:

MMMS N , ; ‘ Circle one. Students not in the top eight will be given a rank of 9

| Sehool/Affliation: st 2nd  3rd  4th 5th 6th 7th 8th None

Ju
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Studm' Nam‘ez b)ﬂ ne (Lf ’UOK e

Session: Roont

- School 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.

o e

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

Gt iy
Qxcﬁ ewjm(,l / (M()rb |
&/wl ()bb ,ﬁrp/,'y\) do Wf@xrr

/ or ‘9!""”0 ff Aot

=IGE T Spansor

CIAFF CINEG |
cly Péini’ Rating‘: k k

5 4 3 2 1

fowest |

AFE - TINEG

{’/&Cz/tf):r s ,

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

Tuly ortdt iy gyt ortgmeliy of Hrmgl
Lulot widindg legre

3 2 1

fowest

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

e Tl Sponsor
 Circle Point Rating:

6 5 4 3 2 1

p lowest

| highest -

CJAFF CINEG |

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

e

PRINT Judge Name:
| Mewns

JHr

3rd

Sciwool//\i‘ﬁ!ié?iol}: -

Circle one. Students not in the top eight wi

4th

il
6th  7th

be given a rank of 9

5th 8th  None
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peech Evaluation

| Student Name: School Cade:

Preston Rovvand

- Sessiorn Roony Chamber #

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

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

R@é ékd}%ﬂ CM@% | - N fS@fﬂSmmxw QAHf

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

@((l”cw{ jf‘)‘\/"ﬂﬁ aVO)’? WL;(H-&H / {nOMZ)M,\S
—Te Pl

hest B [owest

- CIAFE CINEG

” ,,,ﬂcsu,M@v., i} R
Explain your evaluation and justify your ratthg of both speaking and answering questions:
&’/ Ol/J MW M )

Exelend  pndind ¢ loppre

3 2 1

fowest

‘e Csponsor  [JAFF CINEG |
érCirc[e Point Rating:

6 5 4 3 2 1

highest e fowest

Topic:

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

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

| PRINT Judge Name:
‘: !

| be given a rank of 9

8th

Circle one. Students not in the top eight wi

2nd  3rd  4th | 5t 6th 7th

Wears
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tion

invitational Form

Sneech Evalua

: Stuclent N%me: - School Code:
Corfenn Tode |

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

77 . P sporsor CIAFF CINEG |
¢ Rating: ;

) 4 3 2 1

fowest |

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

Exalkrﬁ (‘/’ lehmt éﬂ((”fﬂ'] y“/’ s highe XA
Excellent yolume ¢ c’lun'v‘%,
C’WM f;o}rﬂr

Ly

Explain your evaluation and justify your rating of both speaking and answering questions:  Circle ag{aﬁng‘.
6 4 3 2 1

g ’IZYJVS W“/mcp 4 ,OO(L righest : lowest

Shovy owsres b (st

N Sponsor - CIAFF - LINEG

~ PY('SW' he du Aps - 9 Osponsor DIAFF MNEG |

Explain your evaluaﬂon and justify your rating of both speaking and answering questions: Circle Pojnt Rating:

: , wl
Gt orige Y 4 By
cxalint delvery

4 3 2 ]

lowest

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

[

PRINT Judge Name:

WMeurs
JHS

National Speech & Debote Association © 2014-2015 » updated 272715 CONGRESSIONAL DEBATE: SPEECH EVALUATION

Circle one. Students not in the top eight wi

2nd 3m&4® 5th

| be given a rank of 9

6th 7th 8th None

 School/Affliation:
‘ chool/Afhliation Ist
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invitational Form

s

| Student Name:

N 8@03% Mppuﬂ

School Code:

| Session: - Roonm: 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 {extemnporaneous vs. reading a manuscript,
seriousness of purpose, style and poise). How well the speaker ANSWERS QUESTIONS for each speech should be considered.

Topic: T}’I/l[e Sidel ) Sponsor @AFF LINEG
Explain your evaluation and justify your rating of both speaking and answering questions: _ Circle Poirg Ratirg;

Gletnt fﬂ}wﬁ (gvidence ¢ f”ﬂ"b) ‘ o (3 4 3 2 1
Gl ey MW,J ¢ e (ﬁ!lwa)

Mwam( %A/P\Hw v well

sice: N sponsor  LIAFF - TINEG

Explain your evaluation and justify your rating of both speaking and answering questions: Circle f"‘@"({’)}{a’f'”‘fgi
5

. 6 4 3 2 1
&(el VIML ﬁgl‘y(,»a highes i — lowest

(& ellent Ivln@‘nuﬁaa}u
V"V% glavg  arsvs o shins

Topic: e Csponsor AR CINEG |
Explain your evaluation and justify your rating of both speaking and answering questions: - Circle Point Rating:
6 5 4 3 2 1
R e — fowest

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

o

| PRINT Judge Name:

| be given a rank of 9

jﬂf/ M”‘n’ N 5 Circle one. gtdents not in the top eight wil

1 st 2nd, 3 4th 5th  6th 7th  8th N
Tus ) L s n \r one
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invitational Form

valuation

* Student Name Schoot Code:

AWWM_ [ebstes

 Session: Roon Chamber #

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.

Tow 60(/{6\”’/ Oﬂ‘e‘jt e ‘Sidﬁ?: 3 Sponsor ‘%JAFF‘ MNEG

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

Cyigt wbons ¢ loree 65(5 43 e
Shoy Ly

Topic: g‘c Csponsor TIAFF TINEG

 Circle Point Rating:

6 5 4 3 2 1

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

highesr fowest
Topic: e MSponsor [JAFF LINEG
Explain your evaluation and justify your rating of both speaking and answering questions: . Circle Point Rating:
6 5 4 3 2 1
highest -p~ fowest

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

- PRINT judge Name:

L _ h/’”mf ‘ » Circle one. Students not in the top eight will be given a rank of 9
- School/affiliation:
; Sehool/Affiliation THs : Ist  2nd  3rd 4th 5th :}\ 7th  8th  None
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Invitational Form

kf‘iytudeﬂér Name: .
C.OOPeV Winrich

Session; i Room;

' School Code:

Chamber #

suggestions for improvement. At the end of the session, you will hohstlcally and comparatlvely 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 improverment. 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

opic: K G 6’bm side: wéponsor  [TAFF LINEG

Explain your evaluation and justify your rating of both speaking and answering questions: Circle PoiptRating:
-6 5 4 3 2 1
Creod eye ondpet. Gl prosovee. Ceovd Volwme . fa@ fonest

oo’ ol FHUDNS (oot Sowees 311
. caior S . EQ‘QM

% QQC . W\ . Side: mSPOﬂSO!‘ (1 AFE m@

Explain your evaluation and justify your rating of both speaking and answering questions; Circle Pf)’(‘ ating;
. ‘¢ LACTed 6 5 4 3 2 1
[ Q( e ACedse G ‘@5"‘ / higheske 3 lowest

Q. Pﬂolescw\’f use < orces / | p— 093 75“
oue Cordmcjr ‘/
) (j Otr@uwaﬂﬁ /

to 7“@57%5:\/ | ..QMSW o

Explain your evaluation and justify your rating of both speaking and answering questions;, Qg) - Cirglg Point Rating:
Thkzo APun PEOTLIEV-- W\U () s 4 3 2 1
wﬁf% | N | \dbghe 3 lowest

'S, Naws Clash a7ta@
’M/’”F.’r ﬂ%ﬁfﬂ%cmdmf@ Mzl

Y
%" mm;tzﬁcy relevance to debate, quality of clarification, etc.
) ! /

PRINT Judge Neme: 3" ) , ‘ '
b ~ Joner _MC&HW\
| School/Affiliation:
o V& HS

Nationol Speech & Debate Assaciation © 20M4-2015 « updated 27215 CONGRESSIONAL DEBATE: SPEECH EVALUATION

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

W 1st\ 2nd  3rd 4th S5th 6th  T7th  8th  None




6" NATIONAL
SPEECH & DEBATE
ASSOCIATION

i MATIONAL FORENSIC LEAGUE

eech Evaluation

Invitational Form

P
o

DIRECTIONS: RATE each speech 1-6 points, with
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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 {exterporaneous 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 improvernent. 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 (externporaneous vs. reading a manuscript,
seriousness of purpose, style and poise). How well the speaker ANSWERS QUESTIONS for each speech should be considered.
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DIRECTIONS: RATE each speech 1-6 points, with one being the worst, six being the best, providing comments to justify your rating, with constructive
suggestions for improvement. At the end of the session, you will holistically and comparatively RANK students, on a separate form.

| Studlent Name:

. 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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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. Qj ’%S\
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| Studen? Name: o ’ ‘ ’ ‘ ‘ ‘  School Code
» | ‘W,\O&(Hf_\ Za(k | o EG 'k
- Session; ) Room: CoL : Chamber f‘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.

eech Evaluation

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
suspestions 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 consid/ered. @ , Ba\
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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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. Stuclent Name:
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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 spontaneots and extemporaneous, the speaker should attempt
cohesiveness); EVIDENCE AND LOGIC (cites credible sources and warrants claims accordingly); DELIVERY (externporaneous vs. reading a manuscript,
seriousness of purpose, style and poise). How well the speaker ANSWERS QUESTIONS for each speech should be considered.
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DIRECTIONS: RATE each speech 1-6 points, with one being the worst, six being the best, providing comments to justify your rating, with constructive
suggestions for improvement. At the end of the session, you will helistically 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: Side: [Sponsor LIAFF I:]NEGE

Explain your evaluation and justify your rating of both speaking and answering questions: Circle Point Rating:
.6 5 4 3 2 1
highest <& : ——3 lowest

ope Side Cgponsor  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

Sider [ sponsor [ AFF E]NLG

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

highest fowest

Comment on relevance to debate, quality of clarification, etc. gdz . d %\)@@W 5 M /)/LO W@M .

CPRINT judge Name: X -

|  Jonet Yo hin
. School/affiliation: P -
BaHS
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Circle one. Students not in the top eight will be given a rank of 9
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Invitationdl Form

Speech Evaluation

: Session: . Room; L . Charmber #:

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.

Stﬁden? Name:‘ ’ ’ s o School Code: ‘ . o
| __ Q()/muom | EW\SﬂL ,T(;/\.'ﬁ),

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.

fopie: Sidel Csponsor [TAFF CINEG

“ircle Point Rating:

6 5 4 3 2 1

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

highest < " ~p lowest
Topic: sides Msponsor LIAFF 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

ie

Topic:

C[Isponsor  CTAFF 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 |

Comment on relevance to debate, quality of clarification, etc. / S 2 a - @0&@6 /}/LO W
2

| PRINT Judge Nerme: 3" ' " {
. . . Q\(\@JT ma{“ ‘)'7 A ; Circle one. Students not in the top eight will
- School/Affliation:

| Sehool/Affilia jon /%G H g st 2nd 3rd 4th 5th 6th 7th  8th [None
| A . . N

be given a rank
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HATIONAL FORENSIC LEAGUE

Invitationdgl Form

peech Evaluation

| Student Name:

(\\on\’ -\'\

School Code:

et

i Session: Roon; | 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: Sider [ 5ponsor [ AFF MNEG
' Circle Poi 'Raﬁng: ' ‘ ‘
6 4 3 2 1

highest fowest

T Keqstone . XL Negetion

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

- (omeor%n.bb\. Moug(\/\&«'&‘ A 3/0306 wvore | C'u-.';fy
- Sao& idro o br;g:j VP S“‘F‘+‘1

(oncuns
- fiw asu ¢

MATS  apout enVifonmante] S tapett W
- ANSWLS  Were ot Very

nok €l deer +o e

tonsise

Topic:

Side’ [Jsponsor  [IAFF oG |

Circle Point Rating,
» 6 5 b 2 1

highest = lowest

Capitut  Punishmnst
Explain your evaluation and justify your rating of both speaking and answering questicns:

to specch
S aeeh ke kv Ut ntickivey wt dhe byion

- A Wer ok ro

= e ouu‘(_rawek-'cs O\t‘aurv\b«}‘ SO VadLA
Dlenvegr oy o “+ve tA enyf P‘";5OM(5

S

K&e Mou Weqe Qrguins for extuminctivn

TSeod Pl 4o enoRon €5 lept akution T

Lo

Oveesight Side: E!Spqnf;or (CIAFF CINEG |

Circle Point Rating:

6 5 3 2 1

highest « o fowest 3

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

" Jeodd Stk Wikl w thatoericcd
-:\JL“\

e‘ wvestion — N
S [N e ~ ‘ N
VoM Argv ot Cegramnt tavt VS WS +o be (P\.tfu_,& W s s

ehhcct v

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

~Hood Hucstivon te Suppord qour Pvr\ismvw\\)

(o] ool

Poi‘ﬁ{

(,cpo"}- J

| PRINT Judge N?\c’/]

Sc.fwbol/Afﬁiia?iénz

e Morrs

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

st 2nd  3rd @ 6th 7th 8th None
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tion

 Student Name: - School Code:

Laveea  Cravens _
| 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.

Tonic: Ce ekl Punich + Sider Sponsor f:\J/AFF CINEG |
Explain your evaluation and justify your rating of both speaking and answering questions: Circle Pf@;{ai‘“‘*gi !
6 4 3 2 1

“brovght VP Ha Lest asiamnt whigl wes o fighest s flowest
foed addibivn to o\, dubate

-omiut ko brirg Up thice) Hrerics
Wk Moo hed M™More qucestions §o0 A Ceasu

A

- \)g’(;{ e (_,{\t) V\)L«n“.*‘\b"sh'} SPCLLk

Topic: sidel sponsor [IAFF - CINEG
Explain your evaluation and justify your rating of both speaking and answering questions: Circle Polat Rating!
6 5 4 3 2 1
hfghesp % ‘ - lowest

Topic: Side Msponsor [JAFF CINEG |

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

fowest |

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

| PRINT Judge Narme: - INK i
; /\/ . &]A t’b( M ol e l°3 _ ‘ ‘ ; Circle one. Stugents not in the top eight wil

?SchooE/’Afﬁlia‘rmn: st Ind @ Sih 6th Tth 8th  None

| be given a rank of 9
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NATIONAL PORENSIC LEAGUE g@%@@h

Invitational Form

valuation

- Student Name: School Code:

_(.krv'j\'iou\ BetHicfinld

| Session:  Roont Charmber #;

DIRECTIONS: RATE each speech 1-6 points, with gone 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: Keygstone, XL ( Pno) Side: E{Sponsor CTAFF CINEG |

Explain your evaluation and justify your rating of both speaking and answering questions: Cirgle PoigiRating:
. 6 4 3 2 1
- Homorovs - Good mMoverm ~t | highest lowest

- LA PEeSSive Voted (acqt - Wad Ve SPaific Sowleed +o Wp O\(':SVMA‘)
~ Conkigl AansSWLeS ‘v Erst rovn of Y L5t ions —Q‘(\gbu)\ Specch in Tl MmIAIO

' “( ’(.u pitel Punishrunt (_PrO) ("“ ,@/S,,P_O’Wr LIAFF  CINEG

Explain your evaluation and justify your rating of both speaking and answering questions: - Circle Pojat Rating:
. . 6 4 3 2 1
- N or Vniygve of \JMU\‘l' abo ot s LCr ™ Vne "id)(\ . highesr=z lowest

\]\,("' - well\ Mur\é\p ‘
-0 not e Lavugh dia do difa)  sewad  POIRE €3 ULk S 4 Flest

Sider Mgponsor [ AFF L,}NEG

Explain your evaluation and justify your rating of both speaking and answering questions:  Circle Point Rating:
6 5 4 3 2 T
highest «& — - dowest

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

- 9008 {uetkivng guppPOrticg Yoor b0

PRi’NT'Judge‘Naxﬁe:
Mf Chavl] Meotey's

- School/Affiliation:

Circle ege. Students not in the top eight will be given a rank of 9
Ist @@ sth  Sth 6th 7th 8th None
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nvitational Form

eech Evaluation

- Student Name: ' School Code:

Nitkolas  KatsiKas

| Session: Roony Charnber #

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

Topic {agstont  Xi Sider M Sponsor Iﬁ AFF CINEG
Explain your evaluation and justify your rating of both speaking and answering questions: C!"@k Point Rating: ?
' 5 4 3 2 1

- Voer ‘1 ) SOOO‘ Voce ’ ﬂu | t""'fl ~ 5 O\N‘J eg}\ highest » - fowest

jo~te
VA good wptecl Ao emobion  watens

= eAangItrid\ bork C‘JQS#—}onS Vgr"’ wWeli

¢ Ce dure Oureais I+ side Msponsor  CIAFF EANEG
Explain your evaluétion and justify your rating of Both speaking and answering questions; - Circl Point &?ﬂhi N -
- -bi-circ';-—c_i.s_hd's - Sosc\u \is W ~S o o ovf = K;of POC»‘I‘J’% A gvng, 5 & 3 | 2 ;GWGJ ;

- Shikoes | ¢ ;bM urb\,wv\/v% WS \Ju«‘ Ctboedive
~dn Vet o fraueh Shks v UL« ‘509& add Mron
TYood ANsS WS, Shork bub ebEon Hu

Sider sponsor [TAFF [INEG

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

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

- Sbus\.\\- Oaer Bt cedion e~ g Kat \/ng ‘.ns§3\f~'*‘9u\ ‘lchh’of\S
‘300& ?r\.gagb-hp Cep it Qvn?\\\:v\N\-]- “ULSl—lcn

PRINT Judge Na m k
Ml Moress

e Circle one. Students not in the top eight will be given a rank of 9
| School/afhliarion:

md 3rd 4th  5th 6th  7th  8th  None
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invitational Form

=

eech Evaluation

| Studlent Name: School Code:
Petce  Guthric o |

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

TP Eedurel  Clakions Sides [ Sponsor {:( AFF - CINEG
Explain your evaluation and justify your rating of both speaking and answering questions: : Circle PoigtRating:
: 6 5 4 3 2 1
~ BV shh V. Gocu wWesy & 5 Ceed @ cmple - highest wt—— — e [OWESE

brevght acguanant of discanmincdinn Yo b e

- Verp $pecfic Ceomp,
- brovsb\-(- VP hau A +°Lkr°'°3‘7 7 P < M'xg:

-\)k’“\ (SOOQQ wns wWoecs

Topic: Sidel CJsponsor [LIAFF CINEG
Explain your evaluation and justify your rating of both speaking and answering questions: Circle Point Rating;
6 5 4 3 2 1
highest < 3w lowest

Topic: S Sponsor CIAFF CINEG |

Explain your evaluation and justify your rating of both speaking and answering questions:  Clircle Point Rating: |
5 4 3 2 T

highest g - - fowest |

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

- \J g,r'\ 5'°¢& Ciprteld Puw ;")’\“"’""3‘ “0»51“'0'\ - Wil +‘h°vslﬁ+ ot

! F’RlN'T“Judge Name: : j
- ‘ » M :(,!»\(,\.—( ‘ MD[ ri'J ; ; Circle one. Students not in the top eight will be given a rank of 9
| School/Affiliation: ~ -

choo/Afiition | st 2nd  3rd  4th @ 7th  8th  None
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invitational Form

yeech Evaluation

. Student Name: school Coder
| ~ Preston Rocnan oy

| Session: Roon: | Charnber #

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 weil the speaker ANSWERS QUESTIONS for each speech should be considered.

o CL P b Punisharana » ; N Ll Spgnmf !jAFF 1 NEG
Explain your evaluation and justify your rating of both speaking and answering questions: Circle PointRating: :
. 6 4 3 2 T

- ook vse of tla enstitubion  dnuaa  highesta— e lowest

feul addvitcon 4o et dabkete - .
8 3°°d Vocel 1""('*‘1 A N 59@@&

L""M -\IJ .
Contise  @nswwrs but ok« Vel forpm i sk th‘}\ms

. br0u5k+ PN FVRUSIEE % SN SR S +o SU@POI{.

-

Side Mgponsor CIAFF TINEG

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

Topic: e Msponsor LIAFF CINEG

Explain your evaluation and justify your rating of both speaking and answering questions: Circle Point Rating: ;
6 5 4 3 2 1
highest < - g~ fowest

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

—Sadg\ T8 VRS O AP VDI O SOufeeS Foc atbion ~3ood 3“““{"“&(\'})«(\'3
AV Biow

7 PRINT”Judge Name: -
- [N
M ‘Ll/\w L\ MO( r iy ‘ Circle one. Students not in the top eight will be given a rank of 9

School/Aaffliation: st 2nd  3rd  4th  5th @ @ 8th None
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Invitational Form

| Student Name:
Cooper MWaciuh

Session; Roont Chamber #:

DIRECTIGNS: 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 rutings); 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).

C Point Ratin Jircle Point Rating:  Circle Point Rating:
5 4 3 2 1 6 5 4 3 2 1. 6 5 4 3 2 1
highest <& » fowest highest & fowest | highest fowest

SPECIFIC COMMENTS: Explain your evaluation and justify your rating, providing constructive suggestions for improvement:
- \lw», coer S~trod uction

"\l(«r\{ 03 ooc\ tondco} of _\,b_‘ uﬁor“ss
- Sood Vadiotorg of 39‘*,3 ove —tiov OC T hou Fimw hee Pssed

:)Oed -Fo\\owif_s of Preccduce

| PRINT judge Name: ‘ |

: ; M N Ll’\ 6 ‘(,7( M,b cr ;) ‘ ‘ : g.one. Students not in the top eight will be given a rank of 9

' School/Affiliation: ' Ist b 3rd  4th 5th 6th 7th  8th  None
A‘ SHVM P t sON - N Rerminder: POs may or may not be considered in your ranking.
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Invitational Form

| Student Name - School Code:
) 2 c.u\'\cou‘ Mo. e

| Session: Roon: - Charnber #:

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.

T qutona KL l\)t:g tiom “ Dsponsor  CIAFF D»NEG‘E

Explain your evaluation and justify your rating of both speaking and answering questions: | Circle Point Ratipg:
. 6 5 3 2 i
- Todr odvct,fx Specthh Witk tconoMm e focus —\)CJY 3vog\“ . highest < S — ] 1 (1

VWowever, Thefe vos not  MUh o6 on eon oL FOC—US oNnER. ov 5"‘w+»o\
-Veey qood S Peeving Ao ¢

e [sponsor  CIAFF [fi}NLC

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

Topic: e [sponsor  CTAFF CINEG

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

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

"\JM‘V’ Bood 0‘\)»5"50(\5 "F&TvrQ(Ou'\"-nj QULSHO(\ (A TR VL(Y Sooc\

PRINT Judge Name:

M n e Morc L

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

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

5choc>!,/Afﬁiia?io;1:
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ASSOCIATION

NATIONAL FORENSIC LEAGUE

invitational Form

speech Evaluation

- Student Name: School Code:
C_awror\ E(r\sk ‘

| Sessjon: : Roomy, 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 comiment 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.

TO'):C k‘"‘f’?“"’“& XL & [:Z]Spor'}sog' E:]AF_F__ B/NI:G

Explain your evaluation and justify your rating of both speaking and answering questions: _ Circle Poing Ratirg:
6 5 4 3 2 1
- Moce Joca \ (: luetoation - highest = - 2 lowest
\

T reed  Acqgunaab =7 WJeld coettea Con speech
= i Aot waswer onn qugSF;u.\ bt 300:}\ GOS Il S de othass

Topic:

Capivid Puniskfv_w{r,.,,.,, n EZM]Sthwso; E}A”dNEG

Explain your evaluation and justify your rating of both speaking and answering questions:  Circle Point Rating:
- : + .. 6 5 @Yy 3 2
50 vc\ (S N ° b o N~ Ve Po P \ler op: o [V =N - highest = N/ - fowest

- dhe Lok OWrorcw b Acqumnmnt  wes not well Jufundid
- %goc) qr’vw* vau-l- wwoela e 3!\}{(&» P"‘lsét\s -b-'. ‘SOO(X AnswLs +°
Ciryt questiun

‘et M Sponsor  [TAFF DNEGi

¢

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

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

| PRINT Judge Name: , - 1 /
Avihet ‘ /L le re.s ' Circle one. Students not in the top eight wi

st 2nd  3rd 4th 5th  6th  7th &8t5> None

Il be given a rank of 9

i Schooi/Afﬁlidﬁon:

Nationol Speech & Debate Associotion © 20M-2015 « updated /2715 CONGRESSIONAL DEBATE: SPEECH EVALUATION




® NATIONAL
. SPEECH & DEBATE

E ; . M‘ | - ,ﬁ
ASSOCIATION | Speech Evaluation

Invitational Form

At

Stuclent Name: - School Code:

- Sugeskh  VUppel | i

- Sessior: Room; | Chamber #
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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 (externporaneous vs. reading a manuscript,
seriousness of purpose, style and poise). How well the speaker ANSWERS QUESTIONS for each speech should be considered.
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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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