Sart. 00t 3215 P Finals Berdnik, Christop-

Extemporaneous Debate

Alice Deal SA (Savannah Alexander) vs Alice Deal MB (Myles Bell)

Debaters should flip for sides. Please mark entry designations by side on the lines below
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Winner: / déba&ing on the
/ R School/Team/ , Side (Affor Neg)
Signature: e

VAl

Other judges on panel: Steve Clemmons, *Mary *Chen, Marco Dominguez, Ashley Olson. Please do not start until all judges are present.

Pronouns: Judge Olson pronouns: she/her

2«/ \)61"‘/ ,\Lﬁf"
V) ch  contnlUh N Panovoorte. Ldocke Cbud~
M/ Arwre Yo woanl CAAVDWMW b oS M"\""'\D/B

Y dek. f andumeclie oo o

.3> MB "L"i gfxwt Anes ,MIL f/{é’““(‘/ ’0@\6\“
A.‘“’th Q‘QQOM‘I Casn, /\D% é(.,g&u

berk
1) M;Eu Conlaiss . tjf‘ ‘ /’”")‘”‘iM
o e obh he sl (euidines
At 2 I«ﬁk NPT
fommcl [

Tabroom.com, a service of the National Speech & Debatg Assocation: http://www.speechanddebate.org. Page 2 of 5

P . ¢



Start: 12:00 A~ Q5 P Finals *Chen, *Mary

Extemporaneous Debate Y o¢
X

Alice Deal MB (Myles Bell) vs Alice Deal SA (Savannah Alexander)

Debaters should flip for sides. Please mark entry designations by side on the lines below

Alice Dest Mp (Bell) Mice Dead sh (Aleyamder)

AFF NEG

Winner: /A([ (L D @ﬂ/[ M ’6 debating on the

School/Team Side (Aff or Neg)

Signature: 74 pd 7 NN

Other judges on panel: Steve Clemmons, Christopher Berdnik, Marco Dominguez, Ashley Olson. Please do not start until alt judges are present.

Pronouns: Judge Olson pronouns: she/her
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S mooen 315 M Fmals Dominguez, Marco

Extemporaneous Debate

% MATIOMAL

$RCPEECH & DEBAT

QURMAMENT

Alice Deal SA (Savannah Alexander) vs Alice Deal MB (Myles Bell)

Debaters should flip for sides. Please mark entry designations by side on the lines below

/Afl‘u(\ ‘ﬂ, /WB /Jf""“—DML &A
/ﬁf fer ‘\}“&”@m( /)&{ B debating on the, /‘4 i"@

— Axﬂ\ o Side (Aff or Neg)
Si nature / M
Other judges on panel: Steve Ctemmons, *Mary *Chen, Chr@lerdmk,ﬁh&lson. Please do not start until all judges are present.

Pronouns: Judge Olson pronouns: she/her
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228
Room: ASK TAB
start: 100pM 7).\ P

2/ A Extemporaneous Debate
] ¢¥*

ST RATIONA

(SPEECH & DERA

Finals *Clemmons, Steve

TOURNAMENT

1. e
| e¥
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" MNhe Alice Deal SA (Savannah Alexander) vs Alice Deal MB (Myles Bell
ebaters should flip for sides. Please mark entry designations by gde on the ling€ Nelow
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(/{G{: 4’(/ N batingonthe______,.___

Winner: -
School/Team ¥ \
Signature: >
S

b MOye gii pitrret
e f/x%{biﬂ*ﬁ"y

Side (Aff or Neg)

| /

*Please chair this round. Other judges on panel: *Mary *Chen, Christopher Berdnik, Marco Dominguez, Ashley Olson. Please do not start until all judges are
present,

Pronouns: Judge Olson pronouns: she/her
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Seart: 2:00 M 715 P Finals Olson, Ashley

Extemporaneous Debate Amicitia American School Fes

/
/

Alice Deal MB (Myles Bell) vs Alice Deal SA (Savannah Alexander)

Debaters should flip for sides. Please mark entry designotions by side on the lines below

Nice Tl 4B Alice Deal_SA

AFF

Winner: /\ \( e (wk"aﬁl M/ debatmg onthe _ /\g%
SchootfTeam ( / Side (Aff oriNeg)
Signature: ‘ 4‘4 Lm

Other judges on panel: Steve Clemmons, *Mary *Chen, ChristopHer Berdnik, Marco Dominguez. Please do not start untit all judges are present.
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Room: CC 305
Start: 1:15 PM
Public Forum

Flnals

Please confirm the names of the students listed below.
If there is a forfeit, please come to the Tabroom in the Media Center.,

Mountain Brook BL (Battle & Lauterbach) vs Joaquin Miller JC (Jing & Cai)

Debaters should flip for sides, Please mark entry designations by side on the lines below

Vasquez, Christian
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Signature: L[ ”/ﬁé
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Side (Pro or Con}
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Other judges on panel: Jenny Cook, Christy Briggs, Donovan Harvey{é::(y Markowitz. Please do not start until all judges are present.
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Point Scale:

Half points are acceptable.

30- Exceptional debating, with minor
flaws

29 - Outstanding, with a few flaws

28 - Effective, perhaps with some
overlooked details

27 - Effective, with more room for im-
provement

26 - Average, with some skilis that
need to be polished and developed
25 - Average, with a major flaw or two
24 - Below average or standards you
would expect

23 - The debater spoke well, but had
serious flaws in argumentation

22 - Debating, attitude, and/or deliv-
ery is lacking (please specify in writ-
ten comments)

21 - Serious problems with debating,
attitude and/or delivery {please spec-
ify in written comments)

20 ~ Performance was awful, or atti-
tude was inexcusable
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Markdwjtz, Reiy"

Tequesta Trace

Room: CC 305
Start: 1:15 PM
Public Forum

Please confirm the names of the students listed below.
If there is a forfeit, please come to the Tabroom in the Media Center.

Mountain Brook BL (Battle & Lauterbach) vs Joaquin Miller JC (Jing & Cai)

Debaters should flip for sides. Please mark entry designations by side on the lines below

d0AQuiv el (o Mo A Brooi B L

PRO CON

Winner: M 9] \“\/TV’H f\/ ’F)(L(ﬂ) L ?ﬂ’/debating on the

School/Team

Side {Pro or Con)
,~//’
Signature: Q)[} (e

Other judges on panel: Jenny Cook, Christy Briggs, Donovan Harvey, Christian Vasquez. Please do not start until all judges are present.
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attitude and/or delivery {please spec-
ify in written comments)
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Room: CC 305

Start: 1:15 PM FI n a IS

Public Forum s g @,‘ y 4
)

Ptease confirm the names of the students listed below.
If there is a forfeit, please come to the Tabroom in the Media Center.

Heg, Jst Aet Zu)
Mountain Brook BL (Battle & Lauterbach) vs Joaquin Miltler JC (Jing & Cai)

Debaters should flip for sides. Please mark entry designations by side on the lines below

8 3 Movalain  Bmall BL

Harvey, Donovan

j@ac{f(l{n M&//T’f'

PRO CON

Winner:

Hol/)\lﬂj. !_ZML( BL

School/Team

Signature: /

debatingonthe____Copn

Side (Pro or Con})

A
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Other judges on panel: Jenny Cook, Christy Briggs, Reilly Markowitz, Christian Vasquez. Please do not start until all judges are present.
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Point Scale:

Half points are acceptable.

30 - Exceptional debating, with minor

flaws

29 - Qutstanding, with a few flaws

28 - Effective, perhaps with some

overtooked details

27 - Effective, with more room for im-

provement

26 - Average, with some skills that

need to be polished and developed
25— Average, with a major flaw or two

24 - Below average or standards you

would expect

23 - The debater spoke well, but had

serious flaws in argumentation

22 - Debating, attitude, and/or deliv-

ery is lacking {please specify in writ-

ten comments)

21 - Serious problems with debating,

attitude and/or delivery {please spec-

ify in written comments)

20 - Performance was awful, or atti-

tude was inexcusable
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Room: CC 305
Start: 1:15 PM
Public Forum

FInals

Please confirm the names of the students listed below.
I there is a forfeit, please come to the Tabroom in the Media Center.

(/“J on

Mountain Brook BL (Battle & Lauterbach) vs Joaquin Miller JC (Jing & Cai)

Debaters should flip for sides. Please mark entry designations by side on the lines below

Joaqurn Milly Je

*Cook, Jenny

CON

PRO

Winner: /:}?//} j’L?Z{’Z,j/L /é}?z}z{ éggating on the

School/Team

//7\/ !\ pff——

Dewy Cadpwnrie

Lo
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Signature:

“Please chair this round. Other judges on panel: Chrlstwarfg’gi) Donovan Harvey, Reitty-Markewitz, Christian Vasquez. Please do not start until all judges are

present.
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Half points are acceptable.

30 - Exceptional debating, with minor
flaws

29 - Qutstanding, with a few flaws

28 - Effective, perhaps with some
overlooked details

27 - Effective, with more room for im-
provement

26 — Average, with some skills that
need to be polished and developed
25 - Average, with a major flaw ortwo
24 - Below average or standards you
would expect

23 - The debater spoke well, but had
serious flaws in argumentation

22 - Debating, attitude, and/or deliv-
yery is lacking (please specify in writ-
ten comments)

21 - Serious problems with debating,
attitude and/or delivery (please spec-
ify in written comments)

20 ~ Performance was awful, or atti-
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Room: CC 305
Start: 1:15 PM
Public Forum

)

T MATIONAL (0 YO

Please confirm the names of the students listed below.
If there is a forfeit, please come to the Tabroom in the Media Center.

) R R
gaE s

Main Brook BL (Battle & Lauterbach) vs Joaquin Miller JC (Jing & Cai)

Debaters should flip for sides. Please mark entry designations by side on the lines below

Movtzun Bk 3¢

Briggs, Christy

CON

debating on the m_,

Side (Pro or Con}

PRO

o ook

jpa%mm flille. J0

Schol/Team

W20

Signature:

Other judges on panel: Jenny Cook, Donovan Harvey, Reilly Markowitz, Christian Vasquez. Please do not start until all judges are present.
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Point Scate:

Half points are acceptable.

30- Exceptional debating, with minor
flaws

29 - Qutstanding, with a few flaws

28 - Effective, perhaps with some
overlooked details

27 - Effective, with more room for im-
provement

26 - Average, with some skills that
need to be polished and developed
25 - Average, with a major flaw or two
24 - Below average or standards you
would expect

23 - The debater spoke well, but had
serious flaws in argumentation

| 22 - Debating, attitude, and/or deliv-

ery is lacking {please specify in writ-
ten comments)

21 - Serious problems with debating,
attitude and/for delivery {please spec-
ify in written comments)

20 - Performance was awful, or atti-

tude was inexcusable
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Room: CC 305
Start: 12:00 PM
Lincoln Douglas

*Fernandez, Rober-

Tequesta Trace

Please confirm the names of the students listed below.
If there is a forfeit, please come to the Tabroom in the Media Center.

BASIS San Antonio Shavano PK (PranavKrishna Kandikayala) vs NSU SF (Sebastian Frazier)

Debaters should flip for sides. Please mark entry designations by side on the lines below

NS §F RAYS P
WF - SF NFF

Side (Aff or Neg)

Winner: debating on the

School/Team
o

Signature‘:wwww'ﬂ

*Please chair this round. Other judges on panel: Steve Clemmons, Courtney Coffman, Kate Hamm, Chris Wardner. Please do not start until all judges are present.

% Nede et ¥

Point Scale:

Half points are acceptable.
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Tabroom.com, a service of the National Speech & 5 ate Assocation: http://www.speechanddebaté.org,

30 - Exceptional debating, with minor
flaws

29 - Qutstanding, with a few flaws

28 - Effective, perhaps with some
overlooked details

27 - Effective, with more room for im-
provement

26 - Average, with some skills that
need to be polished and developed
25 - Average, with a major flaw or two
24 - Below average or standards you
would expect

23 - The debater spoke well, but had
serious flaws in argumentation

22 - Debating, attitude, and/or deliv-
ery is lacking (please specify in writ-
ten comments)

21 ~ Serious problems with debating,
attitude and/or delivery {please spec-
ify in written comments)

20 - Performance was awful, or atti-
tude was inexcusable
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Room: CC 305
Start: 12:00 PM
Lincoln Douglas

is
Ovo\u, Srephanie

Please confirm the names of the students listed below.
If there is a forfeit, please come to the Tabroom in the Media Center.

BASIS San Antonio Shavano PK (PranavKrishna Kandikayala) vs NSU SF (Sebastian Frazier)

Debaters should flip for sides. Please mark entry designations by side on the lines below

Sehosrion Franier Prongy Wrgng Yand; koyale
, .

AFF NEG

Winner: QPng.g S.OX\ Pinton. .. PK debating on the___&cj\_

}/Sﬁ:;c:z;rjm Side (Aff or Neg)
Signature: ¢ 01}/0)\’“

Other judges on panel: Roberto Fernandez, Steve Clemmons, Courtney Coffman, Kate Hamm., Please do not start until all judges are present.
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25 - Average, with a major flaw or two
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7 N /& MP{ \\ \, Y\% would expect
/ - . 23 - The debater spoke well, but had
MWWG VL CAV% u W“\’" mg‘(@i 2l \ C’ serious flaws in argumentation
@ 22 - Debating, attitude, and/or deliv-
ery is lacking {please specify in writ-
ten comments)
21 - Serious problems with debating,
attitude and/or delivery (ptease spec-
ify in written comments)
20 - Performance was awful, or atti-
tude was inexcusable
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Start: 12:00 P Finals Coffman, Courtne-

Lincoln Douglas

Please confirm the names of the students listed below.
if there is a forfeit, please come to the Tabroom in the Media Center

BASIS San Antonio Shavano PK (PranavKrishna Kandikayala) vs NSU SF (Sebastian Frazier)

Debaters should flip for sides. Please mark entry designations by side on the lines below

NSU &F eV .

AFF NEG
Winner: NS\) %F debating on the_ﬂﬁ_
School/Team Side {Aff or Neg}

Signature: ‘Mﬁ%
Other judges on panel; Roberto Fernandez, Steve Clemmoi¥yKate Hamm, Chris Wardner. Please do not start until all judges are present.

Lor@vab on freus! You are both incred by

' Point Scale:

ralendzd and will eccel in NS achvity .

29 - Qutstanding, with a few flaws
28 ~ Effective, perhaps with some

The round endedt up beivd Ve clote; | &t

26 - Average, with some skills that
need to be polished and developed
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. : M ‘,w 50»-\ serious flaws in argumentation
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p ery is lacking {please specify in writ-
ten comments)
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20 - Performance was awful, or atti-
tude was inexcusable
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Room: CC 305

Start: 12:00 PM Fi n a ls

49 Lincoln Douglas W, ]

- N §
'/3}(/ 3 hT(:N;\L "y
Al |

i

%

QT’lease confirm the names of the students listed below.
I}xhere is a forfeit, please come to the Tabroom in the Media Center.

k!

Clemmons, Steve

205

BASIS San Antonio Shavano PK (PranavKrishna Kandikayala) vs NSU SF (Sebastian Frazier)

Debaters should flip for sides. Please mark entry designations by side on the lines below

NSV Coagrian brsic Rawav

Nﬁ/ Je BAST 14

School/Team

Signature: /

Winner:

NEG
74 Fr~

on the

Other judges on panel: Roberto Fernandez, Courtney Coffman, Katamm, Chris Wardner. Please do not start until all judges are present,

Tabroom.com, a service of the National Speech & Debate Assocation: http://www.speechanddebate.org.

Point Scale:

Half points are acceptable.

30 - Exceptional debating, with minor
flaws

29 - Outstanding, with a few flaws

28 - Effective, perhaps with some
overlooked details

27 - Effective, with more room for im-
provement

26 - Average, with some skills that
need to be polished and developed
25 - Average, with a major flaw or two
24 - Below average or standards you
would expect

23 - The debater spoke well, but had
serious flaws in argumentation

22 - Debating, attitude, and/or deliv-
ery is lacking (please specify in writ-
ten comments)

21 - Serious problems with debating,
attitude and/or delivery {please spec-
ify in written comments)

20 -~ Performance was awful, or atti-

tude was inexcusable

Page 2 of 5




Tlarqddibing S

Room: CC 305
Start: 12:00 PM
Lincoln Douglas

Hamm, Kate

Please confirm the names of the students listed below.
If there is a forfeit, please come to the Tabroom in the Media Center.

BASIS San Antonio Shavano PK (PranavKrishna Kandikayala) vs NSU SF (Sebastian Frazier)

Debaters should flip for sides. Please mark entry designations by side on the lines below

Sé’&@ﬁ%w ?T&Zier Q@M@? Fo\v\c\\ﬁ\/v»«;ﬁm‘;\/amof Q‘W\)’C‘JC\

AFF NEG

o
Winner:(gég/_fS// /A N

/ I
Webatin on the 5
School/Team Side (Aff or Neg)
Signature: (’X/;? £ a2 Ve e
N

p) -
Other judges on panel: Roberto Fernandeu{é:e/clemmons, Courtney Coffman, Chris Wardner. Please do not start until all judges are present.
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60@7{)% Ve - y S A4S ’ 28 - Effective, perhaps with some
W W% m = . ‘% Ao WG@M SCerar uoverlooked details

lens om &, _? 27 - Effective, with more room for im-

- . W _\é ) M_/ provement
é d - . . 67 " |26 - Average, with some skills that
W 02 W (24 -%1/“ W Wzg’/\ed aung’| need to be polished and developed

’ \ v | 25- Average, with a major flaw ortwo

A 20t tenet” W MW/Z' WM W 24 - Below average or standards you
. ‘ would expect

- ook ,_L e ) ngw any é. é .Y | 23- The debater spoke well, but had
QX V‘&‘_________W A serious flaws in argumentation
o M se & SCCHnorivS 4 Wm - 22 - Debating, attitude, and/or deliv-

ery is lacking {please specify in writ-
ten comments)

21 - Serious problems with debating,
attitude and/or delivery {please spec-
ify in written comments)

20 - Performance was awful, or atti-
tude was inexcusable




Room: CC 220
Start: 11:00 AM
Extemporaneous Debate

inals *Lopez, Daniela

Robert Lanier

T NATIONAL

“PEECH & DEB

Wy TOURNAMENT

Poly Prep BK (Brianna Kwan) vs Alice Deal MB (Myles Bell)

Debaters should flip for sides. Please mark entry designations by side on the lines below

Mice Deal Mg (Miks Bell)  _Pol Hep BE (Branna Ewom)

AFF NEG

Winner: AFF //V\’ws %’6{( debating on the

School/Team Side (Aff or Neg)

Signature: %{M/é/ ,W
/
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Tabroom.com, a service of the National Speech & Debate Assocation: http://www.speechanddebate.org. Page 2 of 2



ol LN e *J/LJ rad;
Room: CC 304
Start: 10:00 AM Quarterfmals -Kramer, Robert
Extemporaneous Debate H \ Ramblewood
3

AFF NEG
Alice Deal MB POINTS Korea SL POINTS
(20-30) (20-30)
Myles Bell 29 Su Lee 255

Winner: /4/6& '&Q@/ /Vﬂ debating on the Apf

School/Team Side {Aff or Neg)

Signat W" éﬂ/
ignature ]

Comments & Reason for Decision:

Ao

Low point win?

R S 2 WUoe Sdibe v = |
wash . AFE f“og-‘// vonldd bape wor Hat U5 wit!
bo M,&/// Lr O R '@7/\ /:/I.W'\J‘DJ b #- s e e
PR - Y/ N A et Ay, Ao eSS Lfpef

A LA LIS aferven Hrin Le fpos bo canse gl
/W‘ W,.%ﬁ_&e/ -y 2] Jwvw«\ 74"&« g A 4/0-»\5& x>

4.5 ’,;f’ e Ll e / 4?//4. éz/nz/@ /\bé//fjhz«:

= frorgye
ol o e P Smeple  swdeeyds,

A”FDR' @/M\?é (Sha mQ r % g 'ngl‘ﬂégm“ QU ay o Nd , .

9

/0013 ; ﬂ., Lyouﬂm é\,o ,2:.5 PO\/'\ , S ;{_/»O . MO% {q@/ 3

= A L rekibe wti) ar cnohe pen g

W‘W/K) Jﬁ"”/c_/"’g-* 5“’?”/ A & o Lou éa%/
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M(,V(*—W'\ C;‘Sw/@‘h&gg
Room: cc 304 Quarterfmals -Kramer, Robert—

Start: 10:00 AM
Extemporaneous Debate Ramblewood

NEG

AFF
Korea CK POINTS Poly Prep CL POINTS
(20-30) (20-30)
Colin Kim 29 Claudia LeDuc 2F.9
Winner: < 4/ A% 5‘4 debating on the /L/;’*"\ Low pointwin?i/Q
Side (AMeg

School/Team
e A
Signature:

Comments & Reason for Decision:

’/4/«7% /’7:'/, /%'Aﬂhwrt/é-})*i e dl /'-f/?/?z/
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Room: CC 220

Start: 10:00 AM Quarterfinals Surmik, lvan

Extsgporaneous Debate 5 Ramblewood
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Alice Deal SA Poly Prep GP
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Savannah Alexander o7 Gabrielle Perry .l
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debating on the __*
Side {Aff or Neg)

Winner: Low point win?

School/Teand

Signature:

Comments & Reason for Decision:
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Start: 1:00 AM Semifinals *Catale, Anthony
Extemporaneous Debate Vg s ¢
< NM%A i John F. Kennedy Catholic

relons O"Lf)h%’

Alice Deal SA (Savannah Alexander)

Yo (e(eve ha

—eht {o  voie .

O

vs Poly Prep CL (Claudia LeDuc)

Debaters should flip for sides. Please mark entry designations by side on the lines below

Yoy Yeep (L
Winner: ;AS\\\U»« Mk CDA

Mliee Deal S

NEG

NEC

debating on the

hool/Team
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Room: CC 302

Start: 8:00 AM Semif

Lincoln Douglas

inals Govindan, Abby

@ % Robert Lanier
Y ¥

Yo

Please confirm the names of the students listed below.
If there is a forfeit, please come to the Tabroom in the Media Center.

NSU SF (Sebastian Frazier) vs Quail Valley AJ {Anshumi Jhaveri)

Debaters should flip for sides. Please mark entry designations by side on the lines below

poshan Erazier 24.20F AnShumi Ihaver 2‘6,5 s

NE

Winner: ‘\\ S \A COF debating on the A F F

School/Team Side (Aff or Neg)

Signature: M i

/

Other judges on panel: Angela Resnick, Justin Weaver. Please do not start until all judges are present.
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Room: CC 302
Start: 8:00 AM
Lincoln Douglas

Semlfmals

Please confirm the names of the students listed below.
If there is a forfeit, please come to the Tabroom in the Media Center.

NSU SF (Sebastian Frazier) vs Quail Valley AJ (Anshumi Jhaveri)

Debaters should flip for sides. Please mark entry designations by side on the lines below

&\} 7 s ’f\}u ool (/ﬂi('m/

AN

Weaver, Justin

AFF NEG

Nsu < F ALC

School/Team Side (Aff or Neg)

oG )
(-

Winner:

debating on the

Other judges on panel: Angela Resnick, Abby Govindan. Please do not start until all judges are present.
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Point Scale:
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o N

teelly U

O~
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cni vet. om .

Half points are acceptable.

30 - Exceptional debating, with minor
flaws

29 - Outstanding, with a few flaws

28 - Effective, perhaps with some
overlooked details

27 - Effective, with more room for im-
provement

26 - Average, with some skills that
need to be polished and developed
25 - Average, with a major flaw or two
24 - Below average or standards you
would expect

23 - The debater spoke well, but had
serious flaws in argumentation

22 - Debating, attitude, and/or deliv-
ery is tacking (please specify in writ-
ten comments)

21 - Serious problems with debating,
attitude and/or delivery (please spec-
ify in written comments)

20 - Performance was awful, or atti-
tude was inexcusable
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Tabroom.com, a setvice of the National Speech & Debate Assocation: http://www.speechanddebate.org.
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Cyo cca  Amandg

Room: CC 302 * M
Start: 8:00 AM Semifinals Resnick;Angela-
Lincoln Douglas 4 ‘
“ ; ATIONAL IR Sawgrass Springs
* ?EEBH&BEB

B3 ey TOURNAMENT

Please confirm the names of the students listed below.
If there is a forfeit, please come to the Tabroom in the Media Center.

NSU SF (Sebastian Frazier) vs Quail Valley AJ (Anshumi Jhaveri)

Debaters should flip for sides. Please mark entry designations by side on the lines below

NOL SF

Qnm\ NGl ey A

AFF

NSO SV

Winner:

NEG

ALY

School/Team

Signature:

debating on the
Side (Aff or Neg)

*Please chair this round. Other judges on panel: Abby Govindan, Justin Weaver. Please do not start until all judges are present.
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f}\ L 2;‘1/i)utstanding, with a few flaws
NV ﬂ€€d5 "}b b(’ 28 - Effective, perhaps with some
mere  organiced bt
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overlooked details

27 - Effective, with more room for im-
provement

26 - Average, with some skills that
need to be polished and developed
25 - Average, with a major flaw or two
24 - Below average or standards you
would expect

23 - The debater spoke well, but had
serious flaws in argumentation
T T e oy 22 - Debating, attitude, and/or deliv-
ery is lacking (please specify in writ-
ten comments)

21 - Serious problems with debating,
attitude and/or delivery {please spec-
ify in written comments)

20 - Performance was awful, or atti-
tude was inexcusable
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Tabroom.com, a service of the National Speech & Debate Assocation: http://www.speechanddebate.org.
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¢stes . Madso
Start::s:oo AM Semlflnals BmﬂtTLucas

Room: CC 304

Lincoln Douglas

AN ;‘smacu 3 DEBATE

AMENT

Please confirm the names of the students listed below.
If there is a forfeit, please come to the Tabroom in the Media Center.

Sides are locked due to o previous debate between these entries

BASIS San Antonio Shavano PK
(PranavKrishna Kandikayala)

T.H. Rogers DH (Daniel Hung)

Stilwell

AFF NEG
Winner: __{_ @\7“ LI debating on the e\%“
School/Team

Signature: E{\JA‘@K ?;

Side (Aff or Neg}

Other judges on panel: Lawrence Zhou, Chakira Smith. Please do not start until all judges are present.

| / Pooki- AS

Tabroom.com, a service of the National Speech & Debate Assocation: http://www.speechanddebate.org.

Abdang ) \@szwf(

Cr

Point Scale:

Half points are acceptable.

30 - Exceptional debating, with minor
flaws

29 - Outstanding, with a few flaws

28 - Effective, perhaps with some
overlooked details

27 - Effective, with more room for im-
provement

26 - Average, with some skills that
need to be polished and developed
25 - Average, with a major flaw or two
24 - Below average or standards you
would expect

23 - The debater spoke well, but had
serious flaws in argumentation

22 - Debating, attitude, and/or deliv-
ery is lacking {please specify in writ-
ten comments)

21 - Serious problems with debating,
attitude and/or delivery {please spec-
ify in written comments)

20 - Performance was awful, or atti-
tude was inexcusable
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Room: CC 304
Start: 8:00 AM
Lincoln Douglas

Please confirm the names of the students listed below.
If there is a forfeit, please come to the Tabroom in the Media Center.

v i e

i

/ e
_BASIS San Antonio Shavano
(PranavKrishna Kandikayala)

AFF

\P
/
.

TS (o

Winner:

Semifinals

Boss &M‘\W‘m\ ‘%d

__ Sides are locked due to a previous debate between these entries

T.H. Rogers DH (Daniel Hung)

Smith, Chakira

NEG

atmg onthe

Signature: { ¥ [

Side (Aff or Neg)

/\
(4

!

y

Other judges o(rpanel: Lawrence Zhou, L

}

as Bryant. Please do not start until all judges are present.
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Point Scale:

Half points are acceptable.

30 - Exceptional debating, with minor
flaws

29 - Outstanding, with a few flaws

28 - Effective, perhaps with some
overlooked details

27 - Effective, with more room for im-
provement

26 — Average, with some skills that
need to be polished and developed
25 - Average, with a major flaw or two
24 - Below average or standards you
would expect

23 - The debater spoke well, but had
serious flaws in argumentation

22 - Debating, attitude, and/or deliv-
ery is lacking (please specify in writ-
ten comments)

21 - Serious problems with debating,
attitude and/or delivery {please spec-
ify in written comments)

20 - Performance was awful, or atti-
tude was inexcusable
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Room: CC 304

Start: 8:00 AM Semifinals *Zhou, Lawrence

Lincoln Douglas B % § 4 Harker

REECH & TEBATE A

QURNAMENT

Please confirm the names of the students listed below.
If there is a forfeit, please come to the Tabroom in the Media Center.

Sides are locked due to a previous debate between these entries

BASIS San Antonio Shavano PK
(PranavKrishna Kandikayala)

AFF NEG

E AS‘S P,\K debatingonthe _* > * ~ ‘?:
?v{lﬁ am Side (Aff or Neg)
Signature: ___! P / /_\——/
s

*Please chair this round. Other judges on panel: Lucas Bryant, Chakira Smith. Please do not start until all judges are present.

T.H. Rogers DH (Daniel Hung)

Winner:

On Tbcwm , Ocal

Point Scale:

Half points are acceptable.

30 ~ Exceptional debating, with minor
flaws

29 - Outstanding, with a few flaws

28 - Effective, perhaps with some
overlooked details

27 - Effective, with more room for im-
provement

26 - Average, with some skills that
need to be polished and developed
25 - Average, with a major flaw ortwo
24 - Below average or standards you
would expect

23 - The debater spoke well, but had
serious flaws in argumentation

22 - Debating, attitude, and/or deliv-
ery is lacking (please specify in writ-
ten comments)

21 - Serious problems with debating,
attitude and/or delivery {please spec-
ify in written comments)

20 - Performance was awful, or atti-
tude was inexcusable

Tabroom.com, a service of the National Speech & Debate Assocation: http://www.speechanddebate.org. Page 4of 6



Room: CC 220
Start: 8:00 AM
Public Forum

Poly Prep
Please confirm the names of the students listed below.
If there is a forfeit, please come to the Tabroom in the Media Center.
Mountain Brook BL (Battle & Lauterbach) vs Autrey Mill BM (Biswas & Mujawar)
Debaters should flip for sides. Please mark entry designations by side on the lines below
” ; P
. g
(et Pl A Menwatan f%“ ekl B L
" PRO
e ¥ 2 ol (2 ’
I ~ erd . [ , ]
Winner: M A Q}’mm g{ '&’debatmg onthe__{BVL
School/l’eam o, Side (Pro or Con)
/ ) — _—
Signature: ABAA MM‘\B
Other judges on panel: Reilly Markowitz, Paul Paradis. Please do not start until all judges are present.
Dy - .
ol b mﬂmtk\ K g e dd © ke - g byt LA (/M (’,«’ . AmAe ’ﬁ:‘i{%
~ e, pptech Ce — el w/u)ﬁg " N CoAte :WY Ve Scale@ﬂ
¢ v a (&, NS Y.V a . 2 QQViT(;&j Lfif'?\ Half points are acceptable.
@LAZ\J “,r g ‘ ) {: j . k(gw,w/g.»mm% kfué\ }B / {{/V f’? Fore 30 - Exceptional debating, with minor
- ¢ )&W i/lﬂ\}é\ '.5}:75\.&4.;\ = F ‘/lV‘é{i A igﬁ,,;}g NS 1{ ¢ f”: ,N?y AL AT flaws

i

29 - OQutstanding, with a few flaws

h s 5&,5( P j& - > Cara ALY e ’ 28 —l Eflie;ti(;/et, ‘?erhaps with some
AT S s, g ey L0 overlooked details
- aALEK (Kﬁ;ﬁr‘{ﬁx&"ﬁ«" 4"1\ j:/gk ~ |~ (’f\ SAFLLny A“"AV@’%’:L AP0 WA 27 - Effective, with more room for im-
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shK x.,e:/is; iv A, e X
d\;i@’&,f@f’( ”’{w,u LA

)

ma\ﬂ ,‘mfi'; f\/ii\Ju \ :ﬁ«{ ﬂ{,/r\ai&

ﬂ/av

gk Jﬁ;@ 1wl

Rl U ——
j,f&z'w%@’&. fi"/ /
L,QW&ML f*’\i‘f{‘k«‘&?w&f,&.&f 4 .
N /é}f.v/w& ;}y ut) AT /k LI :&X‘};}&)
oo w:.g wﬂ\ﬁf\x%’{‘jﬁj&) > (} 3 ''''' &Q?ﬁjfl}&%

. ;‘Z‘ff; ¢ j WW\’,;,\:%; hfxfé/ﬁvfx} et (..z/
A nade
. 9%‘\ ﬁ,&* /}(VW {\

kﬁ‘}@/ Vi a B Gt
Aas M ,/&Jfg 13 Mﬁt{/wis«:,/

xﬁwﬂwdmﬂ
Wy f/\ a4

\
}gy\;:";,s £ (f’//%%f

X»J'\} Ccm

D R o ,M

CLent (Cords yotina

|
|
‘\
3
|-
i
|
‘s
l
|
!
|
|
i
i
B
|

}me %

- 45 ma./i\ %’y@’%@/é& Cinn

A RY (LS

re (,éfuf"\ I

Nz {
o,

Wiy a2
;»gﬂfﬁ» g(k/},

(“//i,( ’

(L £ AAL ﬁ*} MV}

s

Link

i\m’& )Y«*w’w‘\ % (/ { Ll

L}% a-(./fy*/‘“\s‘/i: A

v;i/x,ixm(é} AL (' JA, ((ﬁw %ﬁ}.

j&%mm &

&»?kﬂ.«i{)’k\ lf'&é /@‘ %,
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provement

26 - Average, with some skills that
need to be polished and developed
25 - Average, with a major flaw or two
24 - Below average or standards you
would expect

23 - The debater spoke well, but had
serious flaws in argumentation

22 - Debating, attitude, and/or deliv-
ery is lacking (please specify in writ-
ten comments)

21 - Serious problems with debating,
attitude and/or delivery {please spec-
ify in written comments)

20 - Performance was awful, or atti-
tude was inexcusable
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Room: CC 220
Start: 8:00 AM
Public Forum

»»Paradls, Paul

Ramblewood

;" FE
{

Please confirm the names of the students listed below.
If there is a forfeit, please come to the Tabroom in the Media Center.

| :
ity

»%t.jy Z«e 4 dfi »; é‘tﬂ

Autrey Mill BM (Biswas & Mujawar) vs Mountain Brook BL (Battle & Lauterbach)

P hm

Debaters should flip for sides. Please mark entry designations by side on the lines below

v, Breok. ( i)

Winner:

4{
{ 5 m s 2
S

PRO

Moundga n tw

School/Team

CON

Con

Side (Pro or Con)

J 1.7 éa N2

debating on the

ol

(ﬁgf.}@ 4 'th,dw‘ai‘v’ }

R r{; i # ’ )
G Z iu,j ¢ H/ LIg

Signature:

Other judges on panel: Reilly Markowitz, Nicholas Hudson éPlease do not start until alt judges are present.

Point Scale:
7| Half points are acceptable.
30 - Exceptional debating, with minor
flaws
29 - Outstanding, with a few flaws
28 - Effective, perhaps with some
overlooked details
27 - Effective, with more room for im-
provement
26 ~ Average, with some skills that
need to be polished and developed
25 - Average, with a major flaw or two
24 - Below average or standards you
would expect
23 - The debater spoke well, but had
serious flaws in argumentation
22 - Debating, attitude, and/or deliv-
R N ery is lacking {please specify in writ-
SR R N ten comments)
- Serious problems with debating,

PRI S

yw-:«g;?g@x Q 17

Gpvit ﬁ»@ﬁfg VLY.

A @%ﬂ%\\ oy
Weal - ”‘ng‘af

ot pley
fmmg%m @M”?

Kl

Tabroom. com a se v1ce of the Natio

winend oy

AMA mﬁt\; Loy AMLn ¢

attitude and/or delivery {please spec-
ify in written comments)

20 - Performance was awful, or atti-
tude was inexcusable

i
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Room: CC 220
Start: 8:00 AM
Public Forum

*Markowitz, Reilly

Tequesta Trace

Please confirm the names of the students listed below.
If there is a forfeit, please come to the Tabroom in the Media Center.

fo, L™ ton, |*!
Autrey Mill BM (Biswas & Mujawar) vs Mountain Brook BL (Battle & Lauterbach)

Debaters should flip for sides. Please mark entry designations by side on the lines below

éﬁﬂ‘\)%@\? Mm &M MQW\%&QQ %{8@}@ @L

PRO

Winner: m@xj{\%ﬂ?g\ @«7@6&!@ @71?1\ debating on the @f\

School/Team Side (Pro or Con}

Signature:

*Please chair this round. Other judges on panel: Nichola]ﬂudson, Paul Paradis. Please do not start until all judges are present.

Y voie (on

Point Scale:

B : A & N Half points are acceptable
X, a%ﬂﬂm%{ %"}\g {:WM@W@(K égé)@jrﬁ lﬁ)@fﬁﬂﬂ 30(;%&&!@%\} 7W@§€Vﬁﬂ“§' ag 30l—fgxceptationaldebpatti:lg,.with minor

A { \ . LU ﬂavjs utstanding, wi
&g@vm@ﬂ%ﬁ ;}\V (ﬁ@(}‘ §m u We gﬁ@;? }( @(3@@ K W%%g)@? V%’ @‘f@q@mmg ;Z -oE;fetcti\(/!e, gg)erlzzs:ex,itf;av:(ime

overlooked details

Wy I Shovid grefer Oae  Heamy \akerreteion ver antther, Sg gy < i mre oom forim:

26 - Average, with some skills that
- ) \ WY a need to be polished and developed
1 @@%@MH“ m%"@ G\f\ 0 ffense~ é@@@fﬂ@, @@M&qgﬁ . 25 - Average, with a major flaw or two
24 - Below average or standards you
would expect
23 - The debater spoke well, but had
serious flaws in argumentation
R %} §\ N 5 . . < A\ 22 - Debating, attitude, and/or deliv-
I [ATAINE 0 4 ; ' g ery is lacking {please specify in writ-
@ (\@ w W)§ %\5 ﬂ@ @ @% {gj ﬁﬁ k} Q@ igﬁ@fﬁ%@ﬁ s }%@V@gg(j f‘@ f‘ BS (ﬁé}\;} teryn commen%s)p pecty
21 - Serious problems with debating,

"“%“Q %Q%{\%‘ 9 v%“ @{@bj ;ﬂ d@g;?{ %\g ‘jr@ (i\f@mﬁ%iﬁ ”‘%,«Q, @](ﬁ”gﬁ a @fﬁiﬁgﬁ“ﬁ iaf;tiit‘usiv?i;::/grii‘li\e/re;g)(please spec-

20 ~ Performance was awful, or atti-

of Hhese jagacts W/ 4 Jod sy Cand middle) ()gss WOrkery —|Ludewssnocsabl
ThS mesnf Yhob @en 7F ffo WS Hgh maguildosy madel

COSHE MO b 0SB 0 gied eodvh do Lo modeld, T

vobe (a0 Fo Qevent  another Yoor oF  busdo dvg O
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Room: CC 221
Start: 8:00 AM
Public Forum

Please confirm the names of the students listed below.
If there is a forfeit, please come to the Tabroom in the Media Center.

Joaquin Miller JC (Jing & Cai) vs T.H. Rogers WY (Weng & Yu)

Debaters should flip for sides. Please mark entry designations by side on the lines below

LorCl, 04
Kerr, Brianna—

Ransom Everglades

Son}.u;v\ M Wea ({‘\5. \Qo\ftys

PRO CON

~ N R
Winner: __Joagqein | A\ Y

School/Team

Signature:
ignature A

debating on the —Qr_‘.?__.____

Side (Pro or Con)

Other judges on panel: Kayla Montgomery, Tyler Prochazka. Please do not start until all judges are present.

Ue"‘“’ %OV‘X MdAL« ‘50%\ $|‘¢/(-LS weve J-e/7 égy{gtoj- -\,}‘ rﬂgaé“l?»\

e rpovendt poind i 0N T decided Ao Pro
Betarvse Mey mande oo Shomges cast sk VAFTA Moy
A med Sened'd ow pouering acves) a bl Arcc covndiieg,
s manhe n $drvay paga d o Lailance e Lemed )y
of MEFTE subei dac Consegueme § 7‘pwrﬂmwu7 Y

felaldiom do Qoverdy nln n, loweriny &F el grilces acmrsy
AR-“&M&- K;\WJ() aﬁ 3,,“15. ?/o |'JW\,,30=(64J\ :.SC—V‘&F';S !‘qw.-_./\

Alvow e JArren (am\v\«) whict N @ asfewiﬁw Imp‘,u} S~
Soiied g Lives les ¥ Joeio

Tabroom.com, a service of the National Speech & Debate Assocation: http://www.speechanddebate.org.

Point Scale:

Half points are acceptable.

30 - Exceptional debating, with minor
flaws

29 - Outstanding, with a few flaws

28 - Effective, perhaps with some
overlooked details

27 - Effective, with more room for im-
provement

26 - Average, with some skills that
need to be polished and develaped
25 - Average, with a major flaw or two
24 - Below average or standards you
would expect

23 - The debater spoke well, but had
serious flaws in argumentation

22 - Debating, attitude, and/or deliv-
ery is lacking (please specify in writ-
ten comments)

21 - Serious problems with debating,
attitude and/or delivery {please spec-
ify in written comments})

20 - Performance was awful, or atti-

tude was inexcusable

Page 4 of 6



Room: CC 221
Start: 8:00 AM
Public Forum

Please confirm the names of the students listed below.
if there is a forfeit, please come to the Tabroom in the Media Center.

T.H. Rogers WY (Weng & Yu) vs Joaquin Miller JC (Jing & Cai)

Debaters should flip for sides. Please mark entry designations by side on the lines below

T&éq 7 A /A’i Nz r T,H, ﬁ&é&/"%’

PRO CON

N_ .,
)Diléiﬁ}ﬁ ﬁ}(ﬁ% WY debating on the

School/Team ‘ Side (Pro or Con)
Ty

Other judges on panel: Brianna Kerr, Kayla Montgomery. Please do not start until all judges are present.

Winner:

Signature:

RFD, F/‘;“azzwwf“k b4 9 /‘"fﬁzf 'y Tl Sbrmary .,

Point Scale:
Half points are acceptable.
30 - Exceptional debating, with minor

Q’l} (I/M afd Jé( ¢ an %ﬂmﬂ’vﬂ gv Wf’} ‘ /y ggvjs()utstandin with a few flaws
! 28 - Effective, gE)erhaps with some

é(?/y) I!ﬂ& 6 {/NM t’L‘ ?/ ( /%f/ ﬁf‘/ %M., jé {/ﬂ ﬂh/ /‘rﬁ) g;/e—rg’f?ek;?v:ifvaiitlﬁ more room for im-

provement
26 - Average, with some skills that

AJ% &rﬁ% Liy }ﬂg h/ &, f . J q 2@/1;/ 4/ jy a vé(?/ - 7£ need to be polished and developed

25 - Average, with a major flaw or two
N 24 -~ Below average or standards you
. M would expect
&/l 7 {1 y’/ljl’f/ 4? j & Q;??'ﬂk’ fﬂv.&y W ﬁvy in 49 23 - The debater spoke well, but had
‘ serious flaws in argumentation
22 - Debating, attitude, and/or deliv-

C/ﬂé//’ A ery is lacking (please specify in writ-
U pprttT O e Yt Chpe Gates B S

attitude and/or delivery (please spec-
{ Q ’&5 . f of &4 4P R ify in written comments)
? § ﬁ(/é 'nd ¢ ’4; .j ﬁ ﬁfﬂﬂ l‘ﬁ/"" %[ﬁyd. 20 - Performance was awful, or atti-
tude was inexcusable

G,/mf’ Jeite v, Thrugd — nezied ppore o lver )"’}%
‘{gfm*’l & f’é}ﬁ"/ %44 gl{%’/ﬁ)%ﬁ Vo {«ﬂf") VA 4{’{:%1/)
e ﬂ%r&% ﬁmi %Mv 4 ()%wm "é”ffmw’ 4}/5%%/}7

: wp hon.
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Room: CC 221
Start: 8:00 AM
Public Forum

Montgomery, Kay-

& DEB4

AMEN
e

Please confirm the names of the students listed below.
If there is a forfeit, please come to the Tabroom in the Media Center.

Joaquin Miller JC (Jing & Cai) vs T.H. Rogers WY {(Weng & Yu)

Debaters should flip for sides. Please mark entry designations by side on the lines below

E}%m %U&“m Miller mﬁ:@g M %2;@@ oS

PRO CON

3

<

& M§ B debating on the @%’iwm

‘ Side (Pro or Con}
- S

ton b i&%&m@s%w s ere Muadh oy
Lo @”“’%A Point Scale:

Half points are acceptable.

2 ol ) . T
@W@)@% %@%@%m §%@%€:@mﬁ m@ﬁvé g@)ﬁs 30 - Exceptional debating, with miror

a L¥S D %ﬁmi,@h hgeech )
%m%:” Heton A waderolew) m&a ey Dot

“%fgﬁ@m Caad @ %&y% €ade, e . A ol . flaws ' .
i sAle ff& " %s %{“@%ﬁw% ) . ««%ﬁ A 29 ~ Outstanding, with a few flaws
B %&Mﬁ&ﬁ% ﬂm b Q&E@&ww bR, HEseN %&’V € 28 - Effective, perhaps with some

looked detail
o mm %‘;Qﬁ,%&b % im%m%% (Z)\Y/G—r;f?eciive,evzl‘d: more room for im-
provement
By T
o dit g%bm Y here ©w

26 - Average, with some skills that
o #
wravmer Vet L 2

K

need to be polished and developed

éfg 25 - Average, with a major flaw or two
24 - Below average or standards you

would expect

23 - The debater spoke well, but had

serious flaws in argumentation

22 - Debating, attitude, and/or deliv-

- ery is lacking (please specify in writ-
ﬁgﬁw &ﬁ%%} Q%‘”’:%‘ ten comments)

s 21 - Serious problems with debating,
attitude and/or delivery (please spec-

. o 5 ify in written comments)
) ® m@%a %%W%” 20 - Performance was awful, or atti-

s ‘:%WM 4 %@@@M%W@K ) s
%( . %@ weh %@'M-

tude was inexcusable
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@ “Room: CC 305 *
Finals Start: 8:00 AM Finals Staﬁord, Shane

Division: World Schools Debate Chair Judge

China CCT Speakers: AFF
1 AtlasTan

Stephanie Chen

3 Sunshine Chen

N

Greenhill GGKS Speakers: NEG
Jothi Gupta

Cameron Kettles

Aimee Stachowiak

Caroline Greenstone

DN —

p s (O H! [ B \&1’1“—3
C" km\v\i\\ debating on the 6’? -
School/Team Side (Aff or Neg)

Signature: {}\M ‘9\”1 Affiliation: g\‘i t— & —~ /‘M p

Other Judges: Pamela Childress, Paul Gaba, Tiana Menon, Ela Michaels

Winning team:

Comments & Reason for Decision:
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N s frog S g we are dobol Y e preece s
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%, "Room: CC 305 . .
Finals Start: 8:00 AM Finals Chlldress, Pamela

Division: World Schools Debate

China CCT Speakers: AFF
Atlas Tan

Stephanie Chen

3 Sunshine Chen

N o=

Greenhill GGKS Speakers: NEG
Jothi Gupta '
Cameron Kettles

Aimee Stachowiak

Caroline Greenstone

B W N —

Winning team: Q/")L/Yla_/ QC/T debating on the QFF

School/Team Side (Affor Neg,

Signature: (PW\Q/QQ QMM Affiliation: GA S PQ(XQ’/\ D'SZ ¢ /\C7L'

Va (doste, GH]

Other Judges: Shane Stafford, Paul Gaba, Tiana Menon, Ella Michaels

Comments & Reason for Decision:

ZkQQDQM Rou/r\il. \/ou wenre 9_}_' Qmazthﬁ.
RVD' while the @Ppoéz.é"ov\ had mo"y
%OOd Po‘;"ﬂbi thL (PFOPOSM”\* Tece—
oo QJOLQ LQ ’prOUQ tjqa,(fj
A. US bas .CUou/.l&o’ dfs pouH’f
o mempulat ond oxplok
dQ/U'Q/lOPVnS Qou/nhﬁm |
B. mMuldi-polardte wopuld be ablo
to allow Pesnoan andmlu,p
| on ('}"Q QQonomj o C-or d-Qquo‘amlé/tf
ﬁ"itmﬂ"(’;eﬁjt Ul dente  wag ower VAC wum
QMan b\d us "America :,‘rgiu po[,‘Qg/, - Jran Qnd
QUemate loalk
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: /Room: CC 305 . .
Finals Start: 8:00 AM Finals Menon, Tiana

4 Division: World Schools Debate

China CCT Speakers: AFF
1 Atlas Tan

Stephanie Chen

3 Sunshine Chen

N

Greenhill GGKS Speakers: NEG
Jothi Gupta

Cameron Kettles

Aimee Stachowiak

Caroline Greenstone

BN —

Winning team: CW C/O/T debating on the %
\l‘ﬁv\o\ School/Team Side (aff or Neg)
Signature® / %W‘ Affiliation: W th\\)\/\’

Other Judges: Shane Stafford, Pamela Childress, Paul Gaba, Ella Michaels

Comments & Reason for Decision:

DM,WA_' AT May otinain. eommt Olowm o &/S,MWS:
\.EW

7. " Word eveler

o0 o 9—9.47,; MW-@‘W odomud” ol e |
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“Lﬂ""’"’"uswi “m WMMM Sioleg . | Htarnh. Prep ML o
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SRoom: CC 305
/ Finals Start: 8:00 AM Finals Gaba, Paul
. Division: World Schools Debate

mp AT# ) on MRS 27 S s

e ™ = 6fﬂﬂt
ﬁ’/‘;) ,9( / 3 Sunshine Chen p{t:ob;/)‘jo/,/é
). v Greenhill GGKS Speakers: NEG / o
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) SN e W /ﬁ //w/ IN TS DB, jp0 Pher dve
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/Room: CC 305 . .
” Finals Start: 8:00 AM Finals Michaels, Ella

Division: World Schools Debate

China CCT Speakers: AFF
1 AtlasTan

nN

Stephanie Chen
3 Sunshine Chen

Greenhill GGKS Speakers: NEG
1 JothiGupta
2 Cameron Kettles
3 Aimee Stachowiak
4 Caroline Greenstone
Winning team: G? yéen h i ’( debating on the /\}Qﬁ)(
School/Team Side (AfférJNeg)

Signature: %/ é‘“"w Affiliation: ND{ ‘\"’\\ l’\'Dl\V} N’W& H\’S

Other Judges: Shane Stafford, Pamela Childress, Paul Gaba, Tiana Menon
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Room: CC 305
Start: 10:00 AM
Policy Debate

Finals
e

FHON,

‘SPEECH & DEBAT

Please confirm the names of the students listed below.
If there is a forfeit, please come to the Tabroom in the Media Center.

Sides are locked due to a previous debate between these entries

Amicitia American School Fes AC (Al

ouazen & Cho) Taiwan TT (Tsang & Ting)

Schoeneman, Aar-

-25

AFF NEG

Winner:T ol Wk \ ‘

School/Team

Signature: (k\m/‘ %”\/_\ _

/]

debating on the /Ue b)
Side (Aff or Neg)

Other judges on panel: Christopher Berdnik, Jesus Caro, Roberto Fernandez, Meagan Kowaleski. Please do not start until altjudges are present.
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Point Scale:

td s \‘m?HWMW(.HW do ey Chom e
pe&&y%y. Alge, dwerld are Mulkpie worll
Role dmei cordition ol widhe Tt il

Mafpe tht al} Scue ude, -T@ﬁ—-

“Pat Mone wnnlys’s on e (nse
s, 1ohy JO ey Vs
st | Whet do brey pmnenn?

Se tor (DL | .tre for CaP! They Drom "
Ned Move o~ mithenms Wkt FulK by W'@;V AVD T, :ui ff:le{wf 4421
e Comds in He e ok, bur No e ARl EASY Pealst!
Arhnmments,

Don 'y SiF dovoln WY 12 Sfmm‘B’ (oL}
bn  Concwde Pern YWY OGN HA
Cop R, Alse; Yor rreel Yo ansemes vhe
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Half points are acceptable.

30 - Exceptional debating, with minor
flaws

29 - Outstanding, with a few flaws

28 - Effective, perhaps with some
overlooked details

27 - Effective, with more room for im-
provement

26 - Average, with some skills that
need to be polished and developed
25 - Average, with a major flaw or two
24 - Below average or standards you
would expect

23 - The debater spoke well, but had
serious flaws in argumentation

22 - Debating, attitude, and/or deliv-
ery is lacking {please specify in writ-
ten comments)

21 - Serious problems with debating,
attitude and/or delivery {please spec-
ify in written comments)

20 - Performance was awful, or atti-
tude was inexcusable
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WO (RC 70 4NtV 79 Sfike ouT gliadlyants e, (Lo Swcte 1T )
Start: 10:00 AW D> Fir *Berdmk Christop-
MDD Weres )V\g JN .

Pollcy Debate ‘ '”*6 ' '2/ 5 cY M CQ )& Clﬁ.S-&
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% es are locked dueto a previous debate between these entues
{ W / /U// do 0

Amicitia American School Fes AC (Al o . lo/
ouazen & Cho) e —._Taiwan TT(Tsanhg & Ting) bé{ /\ WU/‘
M%wf }~ W'(l/-' \ NEG.~ ‘W/rr 'd’ko-

~1 A
Winner: ) /A/& WO»—»«M \/ -
‘\‘,‘}NFAWﬂWM_SchQOL/;g;ﬁT’J _‘v 7 ﬂ// :::::::

Slgnature MM 4 gw '
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Point Scale

Half points are acceptable.

30 - Exceptional debating, with minor
flaws

29 - Outstanding, with a few flaws

28 - fEffective, perh;;7;with some
overl&% &m‘ls )
V7 - Effective, with m$TEToom for im-

vement
26 - Av:%e, with some skills that
need to be folished and developed
25 - Average, with a major flaw or two
24 - Below average or standards you
would expect
23 - The debater spoke well, but had
serious flaws in argumentation
22 - Debating, attitude, and/or deliv-
ery is lacking (please specify in writ-
ten comments)
21 - Serious problems with debating,
attitude and/or delivery {please spec-
ify in written comments)
20 - Performance was awful, or atti-
tude was inexcusable
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MoXrson, Low,

Room: CC 305
Start: 10:00 AM
Policy Debate

Please confirm the names of the students listed below.
If there is a forfeit, please come to the Tabroom in the Media Center.

Sides are locked due to a previous debate between these entries

Amicitia American School Fes AC (Al

ouazen & Cho) Taiwan TT (Tsang & Ting)

Fernandez, Rober-

Tequesta Trace

AFF NEG

yd —
Winner: ]0\"\\’\)0‘“ T\

School/Team

Signature: M %

debating on the ,_N_‘e%__.
Side or Neg}

Other judges on panel: Christopher Berdnik, Jesus Caro, Meagan Kowaleski, Aaron Schoeneman. Please do not start until all judges are present.
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Tabroom.com, a service of the National Speech & Debate Assocation: http://www.speechanddebate.org.

Point Scale:

Half points are acceptable.

30 - Exceptional debating, with minor
flaws

29 - Outstanding, with a few flaws

28 - Effective, perhaps with some
overlooked details

27 - Effective, with more room for im-
provement

26 - Average, with some skills that
need to be polished and developed
25 - Average, with a major flaw or two
24 - Below average or standards you
would expect

23 - The debater spoke well, but had
serious flaws in argumentation

22 - Debating, attitude, and/or deliv-
ery is lacking (please specify in writ-
ten comments)

21 ~ Serious problems with debating,
attitude and/or delivery {please spec-
ify in written comments)

20 - Performance was awful, or atti-
tude was inexcusable
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Room: CC 305
Start: 10:00 AM
Policy Debate

Please confirm the names of the students listed below.
If there is a forfeit, please come to the Tabroom in the Media Center.

Sides are locked due to a previous debate between these entries

Amicitia American School Fes AC (Al
ouazen & Cho)

Taiwan TT (Tsang & Ting)

% ﬂsw

Side (Aff or Neg)

AFF NEG
. 7
Winner: A Wil ”’“ Wﬁ)(@/ﬂ”\ // . ’ debating on the __
School/Tea /
Signature:

é/;- /—" = M%%;\.

Other judges on panel: Christopher Berdnik,k}erto Fernandez, Meagan Kowaleski, Aaron Scﬁoeneman. Please do not start until all judges are present.
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Point Scale:

Half points are acceptable.

30 - Exceptional debating, with minor
' flaws

29 - Outstanding, with a few flaws

28 - Effective, perhaps with some
overlooked details

27 - Effective, with more room for im-
provement

26 - Average, with some skills that
need to be polished and develaped
25 ~ Average, with a major flaw or two
24 - Below average or standards you
would expect

23 - The debater spoke well, but had
serious flaws in argumentation

22 - Debating, attitude, and/or deliv-
ery is lacking (please specify in writ-
ten comments)

21 - Serious problems with debating,
attitude and/or delivery (please spec-
ify in written comments)

20 ~ Performance was awful, or atti-
tude was inexcusable
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Room: CC 305

Start: 10:00 AM Finals Kowaleski, Meaga-

Policy Debate

Please confirm the names of the students listed below.
If there is a forfeit, please come to the Tabroom in the Media Center.

Sides are locked due to a previous debate between these entries

NEG
e
N Mmmwm"”“www

debating on the

Amicitia American School Fes AC (Al
ouazen & Cho)

Winne(@/{m

[

Side (Aff or Neg)

rnandez, Aaron Scho“énemauLPlease do not start until-alljudges dre present.

Other judges on panel: Christopher Berdnik, Jesus Caro, Roberto
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. et overlooked details

27 - Effective, with more room for im-

provement
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[ serious flaws in argumentation

o ole IV
JV \4 61(q~ A~
€ )f’t"i’.’f -

oy e
3%«‘—}*“' ‘\;\f\awl‘ ) o & {(r’q o
ey ‘:%) . AX‘ g— \.

P X

e e

k_‘ 22 - Debating, attitude, and/or deliv-
) i § sy ¥ C —g{ e TCEED | ery is lacking (please specify in writ-

N k«“f C”{ t{g - ten comments)
) 21 - Serious problems with debating,

oty AY I Q,.) . s
~k’ ot . . Gof e g 4 ’ [ A attitude and/or delivery (please spec-
- ) ‘ ,A:p{? 45 ‘f/(;i’w)fg ULJ é:ﬂ{ Lo ify in written comments)
(;‘ e O ” N -jm 20 - Performance was awful, or atti-
- OOy € “&”’*fi’" Fa" tude was inexcusable

e  ee ot

-

A e
C s K bo + U \ o°
Lgbhé) B 1 8 *\' )z,&) LSV /\\@ (R} S.) )g_j" o b At
| ol Bee  OFF Ve Nedec T Ve e <
o YO - oo D
w\%‘/‘ 1 O+ A %ﬁ\d«:’,(’ﬁ L%—&r)\.
p L e .,%@.Lj ?SC =5 ™
“'y')({'\:*“e? ’ " s ) j y s R )
o d feoy PRI S

R NS

i d}‘x“

Y o & Y @ (»C‘, PR =T l.\ s b;:y,
{w{j . (:MQ&”\?UM
C‘\;v" }Sf‘”\ o N 63. (X\'

. £ fown Vi
M, ” ~ ey oy F - e RO AN i v
A S ‘)L ‘ \ coct. Wows ey W SO AN
= A - . C A e e e 5. VO LAD -
W v ¥ C"'C& %&Cy’*’j = / o L &
Tabroom.com, a service of the National Speech & Debate Assocation: http://www.speechanddebate.org. " Pf)ge 40f5

YO woiA A balod e D /) ol cesodr oo Stemts

: : e Yo ament o

- —L:C‘) LA O ,K



Interpretation
Comment Sheet

Performer’s Name u74 "\A‘f(/\/\) 1_,\ Code TP
R . ] J A
Performer’s Selection_~ il @.;‘%wm C M’@' e Time 4 4@

Judge Name M"" & [ i\”“:“ vy E= Affiliatio(rD‘S*/W;”Aj* HS
~ L,/ O/ U

Directions: Using the prompts below, please provide constructive feedback to the competitor. Your comments
should highlight areas of strength, as well as provide areas for growth. Please be as specific as possible in your
feedback. Use the general feedback space to expand your thoughts on any of the below categories, or to
comment on specific scenes or lines that stood out to you.

Is each character well-developed? Is

Characterization 5}3@& oy Ve e y”&, Q/W“‘“ eJ«*W f» ‘?3. “{Lﬁm

e
each character relatable? Doe's a b e LM %’j‘ﬂ 7 A .,k [ VN @i\ (
character’s response seem believable 3 |
given the situation being portrayed? / k \\w
Blocking \/ 1

Can you tell what the performer is ( wa Lo - '”

doing in the scene? Is it clear what ( ! 3

character he or she is playing? Is the N

movement motivated?

Cutting E”Mf\{‘ e,,ﬁfg'“ @(@ %}i) »%% /j’)kﬁmﬂe) &,jﬁw %’/&“"‘0 gkﬁw ji °

Do you understand what is happening? 4
\w,\ j, s 7 3
e /%;@%&,, o g&\‘ v ’%/ i,vv\ %%

Is the story line easy to follow? Do the
sequence of events make sense?

G Y:»‘a y&e

General Feedback:
M /AMW‘W Ez«;ss L et (\ES{;”K’M P b

/\RW wdﬁn@ N y'ﬁﬁ M\‘@Q ?,

son for Decision {why did this performance earn the rank that you assigned):

L& Ly W/-\)AAQ ~ rX) Yy

Performer Rank /o (a Performer Points ‘/Q)O (out of 100)

Judge Signature

ch & Debare Ascogiation © 2012015
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Interpretation
Comment Sheet

Contestant’s Name A‘\/»(I[aw’ L\;
Round EV\&( Section Speaker Time Q{ : %
Selection Title !A)iw"cﬂ Can B (V\ (“ ‘I\ e e

Judge’s Name \./’\ S5y Affiliation | { D¢

Directions: Using the prompts below, pleaje provide constructive feedback to the competitor. Your cor%r:\ve‘n/t‘i
should highlight areas of strength, as well as suggest areas for growth. Please be as specific as possible in your
feedback. Use the general feedback space to expand your thoughts on any of the below categories, or to
comment on specific scenes or lines that stood out to you.

Is each character well-developed? Is
each character relatable? Does a
character’s response seem believable
given the situation being portrayed?

Characterization ‘% /U”CQ_ ___JO\Q L/\// S 21N OMCVG( F/g@ié &gn,\l

/

Blocking ' Zo W/'(
Can you tell what the performer is F

doing in the scene? Is it clear what

character s/he is playing? Is the k ’ <:{ &\}/ /
movement motivated? ‘S{' 6{1/\/-8./ L( 6 (,Lk\’ﬁ Cm’\{ V‘/‘Q"(é V\'W

g: ::tiJrl‘JgderstandWhatishappening? %6/ A,/ e C; QJ\ 6(%(5\/\ @’é/ ¢! ?&@C& V%

Is the story line easy to follow? Do the

sequence of events make sense? 4% MJ( \J B-N f’%@/ Q(‘f M?t// 50 & <\W( V"(’,éﬁtgc

o

Nt - . A
General Feedback: \J oV 54‘ e 9oL WFQ ‘Vdio{\ d.&ed mﬁ\'\
petneen c\nolactels

VARSI \DQW"& V2o V“%\i

Reason for Decision (Why did this perfor ce arn the rank y u assign L{ M ((
8 ve U e AT et ‘

\PQ( N L *va\vw\, At wcwd{'iw\ Q‘(’x&-’ ww*?

Contestant Rank % / @ Spsgl(%r P0|s ____ (outof100) +p ‘CQQ'[ \ ‘9"(’ V\/ﬁ‘[

Judge’s Signature



Interpretation A
Comment Sheet ; ‘s»;mmws. FORENSIC LEAGUE

Performer’s Name A M ‘f@ W L/\ Code B ‘)

Performer’s Selection F 0 E) Time (/{ " 4 O
p—TT k . N \

Judge Name \ \/Lf/g//\/ P)i/D wro Affiliation H [/(/‘H/‘ 05 bw”@/ (/l/[S)

Directions: Using the prompts below, please provide constructive feedback to the competitor. Your comments
should highlight areas of strength, as well as provide areas for growth. Please be as specific as possible in your
feedback. Use the general feedback space to expand your thoughts on any of the below categories, or to
comment on specific scenes or lines that stood out to you.

Characterization Civaodk Voices h d{sﬁﬂ%v IShe characters!
Is each character well-developed? Is
each character relatable? Does a

character’s response seem believable
given the situation being portrayed?

Blocking Coad S Up The Space 50 i+ was AsUy
Can you tell what the performer is ) . J

doing in the scene? Is it clear what 10 vis W\L g tee 5o (\% .

character he or she is playing? Is the
movement motivated?

Cutting -1 . AS Lo Lo .
Do you understand what is happening? \he’ (/\4\7\/&1%0{; %ﬁ\l@ﬁ* WIAS C/U Lk/a/ }Z’K/Lsud/,f‘b

Is the story line easy to follow? Do the /?D \\ 0 vop

sequence of events make sense?

General Feedback:
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Directions: Using the prompts below, please provide constructive feedback to the competitor. Your comments
should highlight areas of strength, as well as provide areas for growth. Please be as specific as possibte in your
feedback. Use the general feedback space to expand your thoughts on any of the below categories, or to
comment on specific scenes or lines that stood out to you.

7(?

Judge Name

Characterization U(\\,fi})s Ui § Jfa i /\}y’jfUU\ )f/! (ji} b(f}d;’,{\ T
e\l e it

character’s response seem believable

given the situation being portrayed?

Blocking [Tar SN P N T ’; "y %Jn P PR AS AR AN 73
Can you tell what the performer is /“ {)f k btj L"‘ ﬁj&%‘% & 'M {f"‘; o \‘\”/’{/\/ ) i‘.,'% U/::_ & 1 1{§ l: Q{ 5’,\1[ i {) ! i’/ ” ?
doing in the scene? Is it clear what &gﬁ{ /l j\ \ {‘/{ }) t{} H/aM Mlitk J(I (k izi f ” 3 3(\ i /‘ul‘}‘/ U/‘i(’zu‘ ’/ ¢
character he or she is playing? Is the X o

movement motivated?

Cutting " s Y w fﬁ/;’z\ B Aoy /‘\“ bl A Fl e
Do you understand what is happening? / % qL‘g !; L %WYL 5{ ) [M L‘*"'}( T % M H’é\/\ j {; I%ﬂ %‘
Is the story line easy to follow? Do the "} ifz’/ 0 ?@{%\f\ q \ {/( ﬂf < {/} o

sequence of events make sense?
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Round k Section Speaker Time
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Directions: Using the prompts below, please provide constructive feedback to the competitor. Your comments
should highlight areas of strength, as well as suggest areas for growth. Please be as specific as possible in your
feedback. Use the general feedback space to expand your thoughts on any of the below categories, or to

comment on specific scenes or lines that stood out to you.
Characterization

\)C)t Lgb ‘%TL@ :KQ/\C:,‘ -
Is each character well-developed? Is

each character relatable? Does a s pUUA Y \/\j e b ‘*\ b
character’s response seem believable % d/\\“) Ll GO

given the situation being portrayed? — WZ@ : @ \l -\,’\(\(C)(\} s %‘ géu L
Blocking L/x’\'q\/‘Y\C,\ \w : 2
/\\

Can you tell what the performer is
VIOV W

doing in the scene? Is it clear what
character s/he is playing? Is the 7
movement motivated?

- \/V\L‘YJ/\ (M\/“K’\Q@ ?l <, /\?Za \ L@
Cutting E
Do you understand what is happening? P R : , s { M
Is the story line easy to follow? Do the

sequence of events make sense? ( L}
OUe w Z/\\ .

Genera\l Feedback /
N\\@.O

"%'—3 Lail
%&M@ugﬁz&v\bﬂ)& W\U&mf—(ﬂe;dxxgj

Feced DT C @5H , ST ol b o
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Directions: Using the prompts below, please provide constructive feedback to the competitor. Your comments
should highlight areas of strength, as well as suggest areas for growth. Please be as specific as possible in your
feedback. Use the general feedback space to expand your thoughts on any of the categories below, or to

comment on specific moments or lines that stood out. Notes about delivery and gestures are also appropriate.

Cutting MoL nalbl no dea hew 1elevant s splech s 1o m Wk = LoL
v, . -y A o

Do you understand what is happening?

Does the speech flow effectively? Does I _L O U@CL t V\’{ {\ \U ﬁ(ﬁi}a 10 RS (}‘f Serifiis g o8 O’;VQ'!OL
the sequence of ideas contained in the num or. {?\_jd] \ &\? ALy LXECY hd G @{) Ul ;’){i r%” .

speech make sense?

)

: Toveon (nopee 1 P I i
Delivery } < Anderson ({.‘*OPL/V«, R RO contickevice angd, decilsion
Is the speech, as performed, appropriate | . e BTl ey AV S e oo :«V,,‘ ” by ) Y A 7 YTV

for the situation? Does the studentuse | 100~ adl { J 'f 4{._ _\ . s “)PK/V\" W untrad onal rovie e i(” €5
voice, posture, and gestures to enhance \,} OV % $) KK CA ‘\'\ﬂ(“ [we, A &'(‘_j.'}"i .

the message? v Jo ] , ; . ¥ _‘\‘”' o ol s oy b
A TUCE usE OF space ] bk mcdudlecl @ gl jpornie

e merengmeminne T U] audigN (€ eNGaRMAT cha racker

audience? L?oes the pez‘ormance o (:ﬂq 9. q(“{/ S uan (/L VVATrie C/(_ { !"‘i(—? ‘?’C/“C i rm (71(/{)4.4 This Pl((i

appropriately capture the context of the Ny o ,_ o .

speech? vl v and ik res h\n@) tor aveiyong .

General Feedback: ™ Giveat clichon - el un protessional
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Dirgtions: Using the prompts below, please provide constructive feedback to the competitor. Your comments

m%@}g , 1D

shoid highlight areas of strength, as well as suggest areas for growth. Please be as specific as possible in your
feeback. Use the general feedback space to expand your thoughts on any of the categories below, or to

cofiment on specific moments or lines that stood out. Notes about delivery and gestures are also appropriate.

[ Cuttng

Do yownderstand what is happening?
Does te speech flow effectively? Does
the sewence of ideas contained in the
speethmake sense?

Delivery

Isthe peech, as performed, appropriate
for thesituation? Does the student use
V0ICe, fosture, and gestures to enhance
the mesage?

Context

Does the performer engage with the
audiene? Does the performance
cppropigtely capture the context of the
SpEECh?

General Feedback:

Bl ererzp -

Reason for Decision (Why did this presentation earn the rank you assigned?):
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Comment Sheet

Contestant’s Name D\\ Jia W {?l%’id Code \”Mu

~.=“’”"'.‘ . . . A N f\} » -
Round (‘“/\\(\kag Y \ ! Section Speaker Time i U-0 ‘7
Title

=

Judge’s Name \'{\/\ &%@A ,  Blodlew, Affiliation “{}%@\g\wﬁm Acoda ﬁ
Directions: Using the prompts below, please provide constructive feedback to the competitor. Your comments ’
should highlight areas of strength, as well as suggest areas for growth. Please be as specific as possible in your
feedback. Use the general feedback space to expand your thoughts on any of the categories below, or to

comment on specific moments or lines that stood out. Notes about delivery and gestures are also appropriate.

Cutting ' V@M d&gg& V'3 atl V@ TNa } g S Lrawiless !aﬁw

Do you understand what is happening?

Does the speech flow effectively? Does ’ - o }—» - v - e ki N i ‘
%@ A (hadd @ bt of o S peLih {)gfxp%ﬁr M

the sequence of ideas contained in the

speech make sense? u&(\r\ N ?{L’\@\A‘j‘m

Delivery \‘JC Wl as | ~ep~g €3

Is the speech, as performed, appropriate e . _ Y (é 5 » :
for the situation? Does the studentuse | o , o .. o 0 D D N OV E S i VAK e N O vaal e
voice, posture, and gestures to enhance \»/Z(g/ LA‘“éf/ ?ﬂ“(’ (\O\A ,& >< ()\( (“") %:‘ ﬂ

the message?

Context i, Chone wyy Pere o 0 %‘* \ ()@/\%1 ¢ 1 OWwWin

oes the performer engage wi e {

audience? Does the performance / ()\,{\,ﬁ’f Q\ Q\//k/’e%C/YiALf V\Q,%Lﬁ h

appropriately capture the context of the ﬁ H 5 2R

555655? tely capture the context of th \’(@\&_ V‘\ (k\fﬁ :}9\,}\/(/‘/&. CiA {?{ ("’3/5,::@"’\ ‘Lﬁ/w) L,;,ﬁ)\fg &' 52

General Feedback: LD ¢ H‘D v\j E‘f{fﬂfk C_0 PAWGAN m(} r@ DV
Plesor: . Y be oo Hey To PUncron. !/
D s ) C;(E" el Og[‘ gé/f\%(/ AR

. 1@,(& | %&j@ uf )
o e This A WESDIM ¢ Awessvni e gy % covtfirlon g
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Directions: Using the prompts below, please provide constructive feedback to the competitor. Your comments
should highlight areas of strength, as well as suggest areas for growth. Please be as specific as possible in your
feedback. Use the general feedback space to expand your thoughts on any of the categories below, or to

comment on specific moments or lines that stood out. Notes about delivery and gestures are also appropriate.

Cutting

Do you understand what is happening?
Does the speech flow effectively? Does
the sequence of ideas contained in the
speech make sense?

Delivery

Is the speech, as performed, appropriate
for the situation? Does the student use

voice, posture, and gestures to enhance
the message?

Context

Does the performer engage with the
audience? Does the performance
appropriately capture the context of the
speech?

General Feedback:

Reason for Decision (Why did this presentation earn the rank you assigned?): A ;

Hov ol Wandeigu) . Absolrely vwan
Contestant Rank \ /. Qj Speaker Points m {out of 100)

Judge’s Sigégtur e
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Contestant’s Name

Round F N\ \ Section Speaker Time ‘ 0" O'E
Title an ot e able
Judge’s Name Mo ¢ \LU\ME- Sawn O’w( S Affiliation g A

Directions: Using the prompts below, please provide constructive feedback to the competitor. Your comments
should highlight areas of strength, as well as suggest areas for growth. Please be as specific as possible in your
feedback. Use the general feedback space to expand your thoughts on any of the categories below, or to

comment on specific moments or lines that stood out. Notes about delivery and gestures are also appropriate.

Cutting LYeAtT Srvrultur of Wour piLet) 6o easy +o fovgw
Do you understand what is happening?

Does the speech flow effectively? Does £\ ovi ¥"\\() S (,r‘.p'&“' E+\S S—\ Yualtuerceal IVJ
the sequence of ideas contained in the NS Q()“ b \ e

speech make sense? Nic Q' 3 O\Ar(e,s

Delivery Uretor SyGeding ENEray L yerny Captivathnag
Is the speech, as performed, appropriate

for the situation? Does the student use A WLS o t’ OH' S*V\(('S S P QCL AY O\"\ 0\ (. Oﬂ-ﬂldlbf\(,(
voice, posture, and gestures to enhance N (L PO\V\QCS \‘ (90 Lns ) ¥ ”6‘"(15 Y 0

the message?

Context L TWIS 000G atally Wniaug = nod g rIVANE g
oes the performer engage with the Y .
audience? Does the performance o ¢ © £ Yt ot 4 OP 5 A bv"" 4 DAL(fh‘H\/(_ { \.3 wa b

appropriately capture the context of the *\/\L v d S 4 e d WC gt 10noh \ p v 73 \

speech?

Geceréj‘:«ex?b:::ur JILG A YR D EGINTING (anek inidnt vess 0f Your Gpavad
0 Y

\
drT Horntd SowmlaNing from HoRe Speech . L rove hay

Reason for Decision (Why did this presentation earn the rank you assigned?): \
(I
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Contestant Rank / Speaker Points (out of 100)
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judge'sName___ PAC) W(J\ \OpLZ Affiliation | kypm@k

Directions: Using the prompts below, please provide constructive feedback to the competitor. Your comments
should highlight areas of strength, as well as suggest areas for growth. Please be as specific as possible in your
feedback. Use the general feedback space to expand your thoughts on any of the categories below, or to

comment on specific moments or lines that stood out. Notes about delivery and gestures are also appropriate.

Cutting - SOPER v ! l § )

Do you understand what is happening? >5\ ‘{ E L G’ ¥ \\) m‘)‘\ q n \ \ un m\/\ Lz\?i\ P\ N '8\ 1 k ’J ’1” )‘ s u{(/} ’6 B
Does the speech flow effectively? Does N vy P \

the sequence of ideas contained in the 'j {’)\‘H € ‘FG ?'U\ “\j U (,/ H. ‘J GDR"& |

speech make sense?

Delivery 4\ leve your i,r\u%j and NGHuTal wag- of speaking
Is the speech, as performed, appropriate 5
{mn(is so (edy -

for the situation? Does the student use

voice, posture, and gestures to enhance | l(Of ig,‘— &“ ,n ( ! (} ( h(ﬁ (‘3 (“ 1(11\ f@ V,J? ‘g

the message? |

W 2 hmmm’@ totadl { reex wnizabl i /c;rrm/“fl/x!'fueﬁ}
J o

ry
¥

O vmer engage with the “}&U (@M 30 (omfor fosde WW'} v fnare

audience? Does the performance -

appropriately capture the context of the \} ¥ vl k Q J(‘ S P Gl ‘{/ & &U&& Y‘ﬂ ML, g %,4{]&/ { (AV% X\{G ﬁ(}

|

- nnovalive anl Gl pass incducled the u Whole &jﬂg
Lo AEAT J0B-

General Feedback:
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Judge’s Name_{Madgi 0 Bladen affiliation ¥ ¢iawton MW@L

N
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Directions: Using the prompts below, pledse provide constructive feedback to the competitor. Your comments

should highlight areas of strength, as well as suggest areas for growth. Please be as specific as possible in your
feedback. Use the general feedback space to expand your thoughts on any of the categories below, or to

comment on specific moments or lines that stood out. Notes about delivery and gestures are also appropriate.

Cutting 5 - , ) N ~

Do you understand what is happening? Dvg 1’3 ix/\f\\i& ‘% \/!:/@) \A\\' VV ¢ {Q (\ ! i:) SSQ:L +L&

Does the speech flow effectively? Does WO D (> ﬁ/‘i} e { € é"‘(),b et ?" LAV %x %‘R{f 4

the sequence of id tained in th L ) , 2 , .

speech make sensee,gs comeneE e \“j DAL &*{Jﬂ ff( % %@ ny @@ ’ é’;Vlwf 5“%”

SNACIN (e, e

Delivery . < e R .

Is the speech, as performed, appropriate uf(j \‘A 2m b@ {X i\ﬁ{"j \‘%/‘ in Sec SO i €5 O ? .-

for the situation? Does the student use i -y b &Z@'ﬁf’ P‘» f”F (L‘%’

;/}?ieczepszztguer?e, and gestures to enhance {;O "1‘/\’\0;%«“’ Wy\‘;;&/j\y mﬁ % @ 54 %E& K},g (,:Tw ‘
B nagdeed  a oy “%f Mol of g heat oW CE

Context Yt AVE SowAL AN

Does the performer engage with the
audience? Does the performance
appropriately capture the context of the

speech?
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General Feedback:
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Contestant’s Name___© Lol eth VRS San kodhard Code CE
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Directions: Using the prompts below, please provide constructive feedback to the competitor. Your comments
should highlight areas of strength, as well as suggest areas for growth. Please be as specific as possible in your
feedback. Use the general feedback space to expand your thoughts on any of the categories below, or to

comment on specific moments or lines that stood out. Notes about delivery and gestures are also appropriate.

Cutting W ond U fa S+Orxj\;r\ﬁ T Lagquy A0 fotow

Do you understand what is happening?
Does the speech flow effectively? Does
the sequence of ideas contained in the
speech make sense?

Delivery C[hwtbongy ANvery L Nowet 46 (g f dend and
Is the speech, as performed, appropriate ©wo Wi VO\\.N(V\( . p AL

for the situation? Does the student use QAwi¢ 01

voice, posture, and gestures to enhance )

the message?

Context Nox only did You oo Rl gpeleh inmertolioi wtd |

Does the performer engage with the \oh .
audience? Does the performance KA ‘) kﬁ(’A o G\‘()O\blld\ woman S ¢ (Q,S p(c*ﬁu\\“j.

appropriately capture the context of the rhone pIAS ko 4o (AS§n 4 on LSV PRS2+ Y raather
speech? PR O Mt e NA G e

C}»V“O\'L‘\(\o) {,v)k corntAacry ~{\Wowl Poitl omd (ontidtnct

General Feedback:

DNV 10RLeLS | mattts ous chawe T S0

Love
NEAN ond $idn
. i ol = eSS ywres NA Lo
AW g o aae, AT Qent —_—

WLt Lo e ffectivl

) Grtaxr Lneriy iy

Reason for Decision (Why did this presentation earn the rank you assigned?):

T love Yow 4§ b, VAN 0w+ Now(t Awthovng. Gawl
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Contestant’s Name E \ \ L@b@m V@Sﬁ oYY @m @{;} Code C/E
Round ’g:\%ﬁ 2} %% Section Speaker Time %:é %

Title
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Directions: Using the prompts below, please provide constructive feedback to the competitor. Your comments
should highlight areas of strength, as well as suggest areas for growth. Please be as specific as possible in your
feedback. Use the general feedback space to expand your thoughts on any of the categories below, or to

comment on specific moments or lines that stood out. Notes about delivery and gestures are also appropriate.

Cutting
Do you understand what is happening?
Does the speech flow effectively? Does

the sequence of ideas contained in the @ V\ b . A)

speech make sense?

Delivery

Is the speech, as performed, appropriate
for the situation? Does the student use

voice, posture, and gestures to enhance
the message?

Context

Does the performer engage with the
audience? Does the performance
appropriately capture the context of the
speech?

General Feedback:

Reason for Decision (Why did this presentation earn the rank you assigned?):
Lon&(DY s on chnod)s ) (Ohwye SP-€0lrs were (usy mone
A€o ghA P04 h@n«ﬂ

Contestant Rank (ﬁ / é”“? Speaker Po’mj;s% (out of 100)

Judge’s Sign
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Performer’s Name W\(lC)i W /BMS (()U\ Code rL
@ - . J . I
Performer’s Selection anni € /(\ g’hh{f/ Time _J* ) (4’
Judge Name L" 4 Fa\m S Affiliation CWO\[ SFV\.Y\(/}S m‘g

Directions: Using the prompts below, please provide constructive feedback to the competitor. Your comments
should highlight areas of strength, as well as provide areas for growth. Please be as specific as possible in your
feedback. Use the general feedback space to expand your thoughts on any of the below categories, or to
comment on specific scenes or lines that stood out to you.

Tone

Does the performer’s voice align with ﬁ{ L(.«) ~€W O i/) W WM Vi} ) (_/Q

the type of story they've chosen to tell?

Is it clear this is a story that is suitab/e. /g’L&ZL(\{ :) ’]/) ‘\fZ) C‘l(} ‘{(}Y é/(' [Jrj_g

for children to hear??

Expressiveness

Does the presenter bring the words to P-vbb W\] % j f’)‘Lf\ é) )sz/td,/’\”))j)}vw/@.ﬁ

life using effective techniques to convey &(_ {. j

appropriate emotion? Does the » \(,
presenter’s facial expressions aid the } Ov\e [ L % S fﬂ’{f
overall delivery of the presentation?

Does the presenter seem engaged in

the literature? V\@m 6‘?/{/‘6] A V\ i VLS{ n ’\t’ Cj
Relatability , J J J [

Is the presenter delivering the story in a ] - ] L)

manner that would engage young \}@ W [/ { (CL \(ﬂ o \6)
children? Does the presenter effectively g .
establish a connection to the audience? 4 7‘ ﬂ 4 -]-—
Is eye contact used to engage the %@ Ct/ é) Cfa ( 0}/\ (/

audience?

General Feedback:

(Omarivy 10 bl

»
oiee| oF | cspeculiy He Mg oF e poha o

Reason for Decision (why did this performance earn the rank that you assigned):

Performer Rank { / Lf Performer Points _{ 0o (out of 100)

Judge Signature 4

National Speech & Debate Association @ 2015-2016



Storytelling

Comment Sheet

Performer’s Name [V (yo

"i@g 3&4?
ﬁ&*‘f:\;@& IATIC

MATIONAL FORENSIO LEA "%UE

Code 'géﬁ

%&%‘&&é

@%@Aﬁ Time % - i ko

Performer’s Selection %”V@fikmf% v.

affiliation [ L TCFA

Judge Name %immgﬁ Mon o nerLy

Directions: Using the prompts

below, please provide constructive feedback to the competitor. Your comments

should highlight areas of strength, as well as provide areas for growth. Please be as specific as possible in your
feedback. Use the general feedback space to expand your thoughts on any of the below categories, or to
comment on specific scenes or lines that stood out to you.

Tone

Does the performer’s voice align with
the type of story they've chosen to tell?
Is it clear this is a story that is suitable
for children to hear??

Oresy choil fue ¥y
vaored  ouliex
oo, mﬂaﬂ}g

Expressiveness

Does the presenter bring the words to
life using effective techniques to convey
appropriate emotion? Does the
presenter’s facial expressions aid the
overall delivery of the presentation?
Does the presenter seem engaged in
the literature?

Foctodd | nrou %m@w%@

Qé@%ﬂ{“?m@% oL naeke d
Wk ¥ dimensional

nOlses  woere e b

T

Relatability

Is the presenter delivering the story in o
manner that would engage young
children? Does the presenter effectively
establish a connection to the audience?
Is eye contact used to engage the
qudience?

WO Lo \Md
T ondeyiwosd TApLch Aat.  Connen daey n
ee ovaeol coohd v, \oeen. pedhoer

General Feedback: W@% Vi i}g

Vvieae. & oy of H4alend.

Reason for Decision {(why did this performance earn the rank that you assigned):

Performer Rank f}s /ivggag

(out of 100)

_,

Judge Slgnature(/ <

Performer Points

National Speech & Debale Association @ Z015-2016




Storytelling
Comment Sheet

NATIONAL
SPEECH & DEBATE
ASSOCIATION

MATIONAL FOREMEIC LEAGUE

Code V\/

Performer’s Name /VLM) 59/] .gvgy

Performer’s Selection ’SF‘{Lé(/nn be K . S‘)"tlﬂ

Time 5’9

Judge Name KWW g@w’rﬂ(ﬂ Affiliation ng Dﬂfl//f HJ

Directions: Using the prompts below, please provide constructive feedback to the competitor. Your comments
should highlight areas of strength, as well as provide areas for growth. Please be as specific as possible in your
feedback. Use the general feedback space to expand your thoughts on any of the below categories, or to

comment on specific scenes or lines that stood out to you.

Tone

Does the performer's voice align with
the type of story they've chosen to tell?
Is it clear this is a story that is suitable
for children to hear??

Expressiveness

Does the presenter bring the words to
life using effective techniques to convey
appropriate emotion? Does the
presenter’s facial expressions aid the
overall delivery of the presentation?
Does the presenter seem engaged in
the literature?

Relatability

Is the presenter delivering the story in o
manner that would engage young
children? Does the presenter effectively
establish a connection to the audience?
Is eye contact used to engage the
qudience?

General Feedback:

- a \WHe rogh (eovld be (leaner w/ jops)

T gk gddon, vy oMfetajung

Reason for Decision (why did this performance earn the rank that you assigned):

Performer Rank ’ / (ﬂ Performer Points i 7 (out of 100)

P

Judge Signature /ﬁ 7

¥ g

National Speech & Debate Association €@ Z015-2016
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Storytelling
Comment Sheet

Performer’s Name Oadison ™ 15 \f‘)‘\ﬁ
Performer’s Selection Eraninyg { )(" i Time 5 - | (v

s o J \
Judge Name Andred LO P!C”J"Zw Affiliation __ S Ot DR

Directions: Using the prompts below, please provide constructive feedback to the competitor. Your comments
should highlight areas of strength, as well as provide areas for growth. Please be as specific as possible in your
feedback. Use the general feedback space to expand your thoughts on any of the below categories, or to
comment on specific scenes or lines that stood out to you.

Tone 1 thaovadker 0o JECTI VS a\)’g,(“nus a \5?"\(/\/\/ {d \W‘U\M\ﬁ CRaN

Does the performer’s voice align with )
the type of story they've chosen to tell? VQP}’“F?() (”)(i £Asit } (“Shﬁ(j v ’iSV)(,% AV cho VaC WQ
Is it clear this is a story that is suitable

for children to hear??

Expres ;:li;‘tef ing the words | wonderl “nergy j and oveditv Fiming

life using effective techniques to convey |... S 1} ‘/\{ ; H’{‘V{ g (} V24 V{J J L { ? ¥ U V ¥ - . ’
appropriate emotion? Does the \‘ . /} , e ( d (’{i" (‘7 LQ i.% ¥ (J‘ S %/2 (‘ !V(yﬂ,
presenter’s facial expressions aid the 5 Urd '_(/ A g &/K \“j ) " 2 \( “4 U\J (:C/( (,% O ﬂ{j I m ¢ },,,
overall delivery of the presentation? S ) — (AN -

Does the presenter seem engaged in v 39 S0 &? QU rvo 8 82 AVL 1 T TM av d 2 L€ J Y 3’”
the literature? ‘3/}’\4’ 4\ 0 a9

Relatability R N . T .

Is the presenter delivering the storyina | Ua)h i % € ﬁ% Q/"(xr H’rm Ny was ri - ovet H% o P /i ﬂb

manner that would engage young PR ~ v e S o {2 N ch o,

children? Does the presenter effectively W as 8 u“ an a Q{’& M‘) Un (/(,Q 5" i ﬁ\\j *(’(/i\g\%} 3;'"0 %i 3@ Wi

establish a connection to theaudience?{:’;mmmw i:; {{/ ’ }h@. b(% ; ;f* f‘;i }, 3 ;}L Vo %) rg HY%Q ﬁ'?‘ . [/’U(‘ d,( ?-(Q”(i

Is eye contact used to engage the

audience? SRY Y %‘f(i ¥ "f" e, ’f”f 1

General Feedback:

- Toved o atwnt(s) and cnarasker cnoies and, MYSTC LErects.

2

L pF (70/&”?7‘*5 / /«fé/f v coviclve pro }«(C%’fd gm,g, an{;{ (omm ‘}'}%{i{
our wmi&m‘wa Wit a rad’ imere. However, i'm

3;“7*? Hyﬁq &i(!u/ﬁ (/fa’/vULij

Reason for Decision (why dld this performance earn the rank that you assigned):

UEFER PRy 1,4 giher 7w€ (g5 Werd moig
Suz isj [LLVA) anol WAkl  charchers woerd more fiwz/cpm Q\ﬁi}u
Performer Pomts[_(ﬁ___(out of 100) ?eﬁﬁ fg(/( A q’,{/(/’ﬁc lej;fi’/j

) / Wb and bliwino
Judge Signature /’/2/57"/ - gy @W&’iﬁ"s

National Specch & Debate Association © 2015 ?U/)
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Performer Rank __ " /
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® NATIONAL
SPEECH & DEBATE
ASSOCIATION

Comment Sheet | ATIONAL FORENSIC YEAGUE

Performer’'s Name /MA //[59(7 8 bS5 67 Code F‘Z"

Performer’s Selection F/Ahh/f (é §{f;” Time 3. /‘é

Judge Name B/‘/lk/

Directions: Using the prompts below, please provide constructive feedback to the competitor. Your comments
should highlight areas of strength, as well as provide areas for growth. Please be as specific as possible in your
feedback. Use the general feedback space to expand your thoughts on any of the below categories, or to
comment on specific scenes or lines that stood out to you.

Tone

Does the performer’s voice align with
the type of story they've chosen to tell?
Is it clear this is a story that is suitable
for children to hear??

- _E)(( €l ent Wy:‘atéw;
— é[ea + eSS -2

Expressiveness

Does the presenter bring the words to
life using effective techniques to convey
appropriate emotion? Does the
presenter’s facial expressions aid the
overall delivery of the presentation?
Does the presenter seem engaged in
the literature?

—Expesims g, e M%"‘diy

Relatability

Is the presenter delivering the story in a
manner that would engage young
children? Does the presenter effectively
establish a connection to the audience?
Is eye contact used to engage the
audience?

- Prtte o5 tedy ceatbr€

General Feedback:

This

— bole— Cpa/o/ée Up a li€4€

(S Fé&viﬁs-ﬂé- 1 aa rely (,vpfé‘s_c-é&/,

Reason for Decision (why did this performance earn the rank that you assigned):

Performer Rank / / é Performer Point/ o2 (out of 100)

Ste  kiled i+

"
Judge Signature % /‘%

National Speech & Debate Association © 2015-2016



6/22/2018

search_results

Type Entry/Judge Code Entry or Judge Name School
School HP Westpine
School FG Ramblewood
School AN BASIS San Antonio Sh
School GJ Somerset
School GY Bear Creek
School HB Potomac School (IS/M
School FJ Ransom Everglades
School AP BASIS Scottsdale
School BD Casady
School HH Vickery Creek
School FT River Trail
School CE Ernest Lawrence
School GZ Broadoaks School Of
School EL Mission Hills
School EZ Paducah
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6/22/2018

search_results

Type Entry/Judge Code Entry or Judge Name School
School CR Glades
School BM Coral Springs
School HN Westglades
School DG Hunter's Point
School GN St John's
School CcT Green Meadow
School DC Hindman
School CN Gale Ranch
School BC Carroll
School BS Dawson
School FP Revere
School DN John F. Kennedy Cath
School ™M Fresta Valley Christ
School DE Hopwood
School DR Kendall Whittier
School FD Poly Prep
School EG McNicol
School EE McCormack
School GX Tequesta Trace
School cp Gaston
School CL Francisco M. Sablan
School CS Golden Elementary
School ET Nohl Canyon Elementa
School BZ Eagles Landing
School FL Raymore-Peculiar Eas
School EA Lyons Creek
School EM Mount Carmel
School FR Rio Norte
School BP Dana
School BG Chandler
School HM West hills middle
School HL Webb Bridge
School AL Autrey Mill
School DT Lake Highland
School HY Yorkville East
School AZ Bowling Green
School GK South Forsyth
School EP Murray Middle School
School FM Raymore-Peculiar Sou

2/3



6/22/12018 search_results
Type Entry/Judge Code Entry or Judge Name School
School HC Village
School BY EAOlle
School CwW Greenhill
School FW Riverwatch
School BX Denmark
School ER NSU
School FA Phoenix Country Day
School BN DanDan
School ED Marvin Baker
School HE Toledo School For Th
School HD Weiss
School FB Pike
School FY Robert Lanier
School FS River Oaks Baptist
School BA Brecksville-Broadvie
School DA Heritage
School AY Bible Center
School HG Vela
School Cz Harlingen School Of
School BK Coakley
School EJ Memorial
School  |HF Union
School HR Westridge
School Al Attucks
School CG Falcon Cove
School AH Amicitia American Sc
School GF Seminole
School Cl Forest Glen
School CA East Valley
School HX Woodland
School AS Bak Arts
School CH Flintridge Prep
School CK Fort Settlement
School HA Harker
School DK indian Ridge
School FC Pleasanton
School EY Nysmith
School cC Edison
School AC Albion
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