L-D DesatE JUDGING PHILOSOPHY

Judge’s Name Bryce M. Jeter

All judges are required to complete this section.

Do not leave it blank.
In the space provided below, please provide specific details of your L-D judging philosophy.
This description of your philosophy should extend beyond information requested below.

At the core of my judging philosophy is a belief that debaters should do their best to passionately,
succinctly, and articulately deliver their arguments and the supporting evidence that they’ve chosen to
ubstantiate their claims. While debate is a passionate exercise, emotions only hold so much real estate inl
debate, and I look for debaters that emphasize fact over emotions, evidence over supposition, resolution
ver sensationalism. Therefore, I am looking for debaters that can then clearly demonstrate an ability to
ynthesize the supporting information they’ve collected in support of the arguments they’ve structured an
ompound it all into a workable resolution devoid of logical fallacies. Moreover, said synthesis should b
eflected in the actual framework of your speeches. I need to be able to clearly understand taglines, valu
riteria, contentions, etc. Also, since debating is a practice in sharpening one’s listening an;
ommunication skills, I am looking for debaters that are clearly listening to one another rather tha
echanically moving through the motions of a rehearsed argument. Therefore, in addition to each debate
potlighting the logical fallacies of their opponent's argument, each debater must be on top thei
pponent’s drops. If a debater makes a drop, I'm to assume it was done so because they are unprepared t
roperly defend their case, and it signals a silent agreement. Lastly, spend your last rebuttal time wisel
hough recounting why your case works over your opponent's is a fair strategy, punctuate the finale o
our speech by providing me with voters. I don't just need to know the what of your case, I also need t
ow why I should vote for it over your opponent's. Depending upon the trajectory of the debate up unti

that point, failure to provide voters could possibly flow my vote to your opponent.

A. X L-D debater in high school at # of Years 1

B. [0 CEDA debater in college at Dates

C. U Policy debater in high school at # of Years

D. [J Policy debater in college at Dates 2

E. [ Coach L-D in high school at . # of Years Coached LD
L What is your experience with debate? (check all appropriate)

E 0 Coach CEDA in college at Dates

2. Which best describes your approach to judging L-D debate? (check only one)

A. U0 Communication skills are more important than resolution of substantive issues.
B. [J Resolution of substantive issues is more important than communication skills.

C. X Communication skills and resolution of substantive issues are of equal importance.,

3. Indicate your preference toward the following items (circle one number for each item):

A. Rate of delivery 3 Slower 1 2 X 4 5 Faster

B. Amount of evidence 3 Little 1 2 X 4 9 Lots

C. Appeals 4 Emotional 1 2 3 X 5 Factual

D. Use of criteria 5 Unnecessary 1 2 3 X S5 Essential
E. Approach to topic 3 Philosophical 1 2 X 4 S5 Pragmatic




L-D DEBATE JUDGING PHILOSOPHY

Judge’s Name_ Kelly Columbia District

All judges are required to complete this section.
Do not leave it blank.
In the space provided below, please provide specific details of your L-D judging philosophy.
This description of your philosophy should extend beyond information requested below.

I am a relatively traditional LD Judge in that | am not for LD resembling CX. | see debate as a game with
bendable rules so I'm fine with radical cases but | don't want to see spreading, Da's, K's, ect. Keep the debate
about the Value and Criterion, don't make the whole thing about the examples. If your V/C are circular, you will
lose. If you drop V, C or framework then you will lose. Framework is king, this is what determines how | should

view the round. | default to utilitarianism framing until told otherwise, | expect sound philosophical justification |
for whatever standards you would have me uphold, especially for ethics.

Don' think that you have to politically cater to me, | am very open minded. Be cordial with each other, have some

evidence, KEEP THE FLOW ORGANIZED. Anyone should be able to make any argument regardless of your race,
sex, ect.

1. ‘What is your experience with debate? {check all appropriate)

A. O L-D debater in high school at # of Years

B. 0 CEDA debater in college at Dates

&, d Policy debater in high school at _Bandera High School #of Years _4

D. L0 Policy debater in college at Dates

E. [0 Coach L-D in high school at : # of Years Coached LD
F. ] Coach CEDA in college at Dates

2. Which best describes your approach to judging L-D debate? (check only one)
A. 01 Communication skills are more important than resolution of substantive issues.
B. [0 Resolution of substantive issues is more important than communication skills.
C. Communication skills and resolution of substantive issues are of equal importance.

3. Imdicate your preference toward the following items (circle one n@r for each ftem):

A. Rate of delivery ... Slower 1 4 5 Faster

B. Amountof evidence .........ocoo......... Little 1 3 5 Lots

C. Appeals .- Emotional 1 3 @

D. Useofcriteria .ooovoeieeereaaaacanns Unnecessary 1 2 3 Essential
E. Approach t0 tOPiC weoreeececeeene Philoscphical 1 @ 3 Pragmatic

How many rounds have you judged this year? 35
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L-D DEBATE JUDGING PHILOMUYHY

Judge’s Name /ﬁﬁfa Adfan AN A j——rz-«ULZS L District

L4
-

All judges are required to complete this section.

Do not leave it blank. _
In the space provided below, please provide specific details of your L-D judging philosophy.
This description of your philosophy should extend beyond information requested below.

| am a traditional judge when it comes to LD. In your case, | look for philospher, value, and criterion.

| also appreciate evidence as support to facts your case may claim. This is more about being organized and having
support.

Overall, | look for how well you can link your philospher, value, and criterion to the resolution.
| flow the round. | do not flow CX time, if you want me to vote on something said in CX, bring it up during you speech.

Debaters who win the round often sign-post, have good organization, stick to the resolution, and present voters.
They do not forget their opponent's case, they refute the case.

1. What is your experience with debate? (check all appropriate)

A. K4 LD debater in high school at__Hebbronville High School # of Years 1

B. 1 CEDA debater in college at Dates

c. O Policy debater in high school at #D:f Years

D. [ Policy debater in college at tes

E. 1 Coach L-D in bigh school at : # of Years Coached LD
F. [0 Coach CEDA in college at Dates

2. 'Which best describes your approach to judging L-D debate? (check only one)
A. [0 Communication skills are more important than resolution of substantive issues.
B. [1 Resolution of substantive issues is more important than communication skiils.
C. d Communication skills and resolution of substantive issues are of equal importance.

3. Indicate your preference toward the following items (circle one number for each item):

A. Rate of dEIVETY covereeveeeeesricrseresasisnees Stower 1 (32 3 4 5 Faster
B. Amount of evidence Little 1 2 3 4 (&) Lots

C. Appeals Fmotional 1 2 3 (4 5 Factual
D. Use of Criteria oo oeeevererrenmees Unnecessary 1 2 3 4 (3) Essential
RPN UE T R LR — Philosophical 1 2 (@) 4 5 Pragmatic

How many rounds have you judged this year? 3
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L-D Desate JUDGING PHILOSOPHY
Judge’s Name

All judges are required to complete this section.

Do not leave it blank.
In the space provided below, please provide specific details of your L-D judging philosophy.
This description of your philosophy should extend beyond information requested below.

| appreciate well warranted and strong arguments. Keep those fallacies out of my rounds.

If the negative fails to give me a warranted reason to weigh her value/value criterion above the one offered|
by the affirmative in the first negative speech, | will adopt the affirmative's FW. Likewise, if the negative)

offers a warranted reason that goes unaddressed in the AR1, | will adopt the negative FW.
! appreciate when debalers provide voters during the final speeches.

Debates that don't do any weighing are hard to judge. Be clear about what you think should be on my|

ballot if you're winning the round.

What is your experience with debate? (check all appropriate)

A. XX L-D debater in high school at 20# of Years

B. [0 CEDA debater in college at Dates

C. XX Policy debater in high school at # of Years

D. [0 Policy debater in college at Dates 2

E. XX Coach L-D in high school at # of Years Coached LD
F. 0O Coach CEDA in college at Dates

2. Which best describes your approach to judging L-D debate? (check only one)

A. [0 Communication skills are more important than resolution of substantive issues.
B. [ Resolution of substantive issues is more important than communication skills,

C. XX Communication skills and resolution of substantive issues are of equal importance.

3. Indicate your preference toward the following items (circle one number for each item):

A& Rateef deiveey s Sower 1 2 ¥ 4 5 Faster
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Amount of evidence 3 Little
Appeals 4 Emotional
Use of criteria 5 Unnecessary

Approach to topic 3 Philosophical
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L-D DEBATE JUDGING PHILOSOPHY

Judge’s Name _Roslyn P. Houghton District 4A- 28

All judges are required to complete this section.
Do not leave it blank.
In the space provided below, please provide specific details of your L-D judging philosophy.
This description of your philosophy should extend beyond information requested below.

In LD debate, I believe that the framework debate is paramount. The value/criterion relationship forms the
basis of every argument. The contentions should be used to demonstrate a real-world example of the
framework m action. Therefore, the contention debate is not enough to win alone; it must demonstrate that
you also win the value/criterion discussion. I do NOT intervene, so 1 will not make the leap to that
conclusion on my own. You must give me clear reasons to vote and explain why those reasons are
preferable to your opponent’s. I do NOT believe that plans, counterplans, and other policy issues have a
place in LD debate.

. What is your experience with debate? (check all appropriate)

A. OO0 L-D debater in high schoolat # of Years

B. [0 CEDA debaterin college at Dates

C. B Policy debater in high school at Tivy High School #of Years 2

D. E Policy debater in college at University of Texas at Austin Dates 1976-78

E. B Coach L-D in high school at Bandem High School # of Years Coached LD 20
F. [0 Coach CEDA in college at Dates

2. Which best describes your approach to judging L-D debate? (check only one)
A. OO Communication skills are more important than resolution of substantive issues.
B. [1 Resolution of substantive issues is more important than communication skills.
C. B Communication skills and resolution of substantive issues are of equal importance.

3. Indicate your preference toward the following items (circle one number for each item):

A. Rateof delivery 3......ccooicrncecnccnnnnas Slower 1 2 @ 4 5 Faster

B. Amount of evidence 3...........ccccoevmnen.. Little 1 2 4 5 Lots
o N Emotional 1 2 3 @ 5 Facual
D. Useofcriteria 5. Unnecessary 1 2 3 4 EI Essential
E. Approachto topic 3 .o Philosophical 1 2 E| 4 5 Pragmatic

4. How many rounds have you judged this year? approximately 20




L-D DEBATE JUDGING PHILOSOPHY
Judge’s Name SCOTT ALDERSON
Affiliation HIRED

All judges are required to complete this section.
Do not leave it blank.

My ballot will be won by the debater that most convincingly presents and upholds the most significant value
advocacy in the round. While I would not necessarily describe myself as an “LD traditionalist.” I cannot
overstate the importance of a functional value/criteria relationship.

. Whatis your experience with debate? (check all appropriate)

A. L-D debater in high school at Louise High School # of Years 4

B. [X] CEDA debaterin college at McNeese Dates 1999

C. O Policy debater in high school at # of Years

D. O Policy debater in college at Dates

E. [0 CoachL-Dim high school at # of Years Coached LD
F. X1 Coach CEDA in college at Arkansas State Dates 2000-2002

2. Which best describes yourapproach to judging L-D debate? (check only one)
A. 0 Communication skills are more important than resolution of substantive issues.
B. Resolution of substantive issues is more important than communication skills.
C. 00 Communication skills and resolution of substantive issues are of equalimportance.

3. Indicate yourpreference toward the following items (circle one number for each item):

A. Rateofdelvery ..o, Slower 1 2 3 ﬂ-_ S Faster

B. Amount of evidence ........cooooeveueeerecenennne. Little 1 2 3 4 5 Lots

C. Appeals e Emotional 1 2 3 4 5 Factual
D. Use of CIiteria ...oeereuumemersuseneensnens Unnecessary 1 2 3 4 5 Essential
E. Approach to tOpiC wercrcecrunnnns Philosophical 1 2 3 4 5 Pragmatic




L-D DEBATE JUDGING PHILOSOPHY
Judge’s Name: D'Lynn Davis District

All judges are required to complete this section.
Do not leave it blank.

In the space provided below, please provide specific details of your L-D judging philosophy.
This description of your philosophy should extend beyond information requested below.

As a judge, I judge only what happens in the round. You must prove (o me why you win the round
and back it up with evidence fo support your claims. This is a value debate that must be Judged through a
criteria-clearly present both of those in your case.

Iam a flow judge and if I can't understand you or hear you, then I can't Jlow the round properly.
You must apply all evidence presented to the arguments in the round.

Do not spend the round proving you know how to debate, debate the resolution with well
structured arguments and evidence.
I am VERY aware of time in the round and do not appreciate debaters who take advantage of]
prep time or road maps. Road maps should be kept concise. Prep time does not get a 30 second start
before you call that it begins. If you should be speaking and you are not, prep time is running.
Evidence is not a card._A card is what you read the evidence off of, please refer to it as such.

- _Whatis your experience with debate? (check all appropriate)

A L-D debater in high school at Palacios High School # of Years: 4

B. [0 CEDA debaterin colle ge at Dates

C. Policy debater in high school at # of Years:

D. O Policy debaterin college at Dates

E. [0 Coach L-D in high school at # of Years Coached LD
F. [0 Coach CEDA in college at Dates

2. Which best describes yourapproach to judging L-D debate? (check only one)
A. O Communication skills are more important than resolution of substantive issues.
B. [0 Resolution of substantive issues is more important than communication skills.
C. X1 Communication skills and resolution of substantive issues are of equalimportance.

3. Indicate yourpreference toward the following items (circle one number for each item):

A. Rate of delivery . Slower 1 X 3 4 5 Faster

B. Amount of evidence ..o, Little 1 2 3 X 5 Lots

C. Appeals . Emotional 1 2 3 X 5 Factual
D. Unnecessary | 2 3 4 X Essential
E. Approach to topic ... Philosophical 1 2 3 X 5 Pragmatic

How many rounds have you judged this year? .......... )




i-D D.EBATE JUDGING PHILOSOPHY
Tudge’s Name L b 3
Affiliation

All judgesare required to complete this section.
Do not leave it blank,
In the space provided below, please provide specific details of your L-D Judging philosophy.
This description of your philosophy should extend beyond information requested below.
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- Whatis your experience with dobate? {check all approprivte)

A [ LD debater in high school at ) ) _ # of Years ,

B. [0 CEDA debaterin colloge at o . Dates .
C. B Poficy debaterin high school at El CAMPO HILH STHOOL #0fver =

D. [J Policy debaterin college at _ Dates

E. I Coach 1D in high schoolat . #ofYeasCoached LD __
¥ [1 Coach CEDA R college at Dates

A Ratof defivery . Sower 1 2 3 (3) 5 Faster
B. Amountof evidesoe . Lie 1 2 (D 4 5 Lot

C. Appeals ~Emotional 1 2 (3 4 5 Faetu
D. Use of COiOLia wovmsvormmonss UlGGCSSRTY | 7 3 4 Essential
E.  Approach o t0pic om.......... Philosophical 1 @ 3 4 5 Pmgnatic




L-D Desate JUDGING PHILOSOPHY

Judge’s Name David Rodriguez

Affiliation

All judges are required to complete this section.

Do not leave it blank.
In the space provided below, please provide specific details of your L-D Judging philosophy.
This description of your philosophy should extend beyond information requested below.

-__What is your experience with debate? (check all appropriate)

Value and Criterion analysis are very important. Voters are very important. LD is value debate make sure
to remember that. I would like everything to link back to the value and Jor the value to link to the
resolution. I do not like rapid fire delivery.

moaw

Coach L-Din

L-D debater in high school at

CEDA debater in college at
Policy debater in high school at
Policy debater in college at

high school at

Coach CEDA in college at

Rate of delivery Slower
Amount of evidence Little
Appeals Emotional
Use of criteria Unnecessary
Approach to topic Philosophical

3. Iudlcate your preference toward the following items (circle one namber

Wwww W

2. Which best describes your approach to judging L-D debate? (check only one)
A. [J Communication skills are more important than resolution of substantive issues.

B. [0 Resolution of substantive issues is more important than communication skills.
Communication skills and resolution of substantive issues are of equal importance.

for each item):

[S RS IS 4 I ]

# of Years
Dates
#of Years 6
Dates 02-06
# of Years Coached LD
Dates
Faster
Lots
Factual
Essential

Pragmatic




L-D DEBATE JUDGING PHILOSOPHY
Judge’s Name Emily Fagan-Baker
Affiliation Nonprofit Executive Director

All judges are required to complete this section.
Do not leave it blank.
In the space provided below, please provide specific details of your L-D Judging philosophy.
This description of your philosophy should extend beyond information requested below.

I'am open to all approaches to the topic if there is clear understanding of the material and ideas presented.
[ want to hear clash in the round. LD is a value debate and I expect to hear yours and why it ought to be
valued above all. Throughout the round, debaters should demonstratc civility as well as a professional
demeanor and style of delivery.

- What is your experience with debate? (check all appropriate)
A L-D debater in high school at Austwell-Tivoli High School for 4 # of Years

B. O CEDA debater in college at Dates

¢ B Policy debater in high school at # of Years

D. [0 Policy debater in college at Dates

E.XICoach L-D in high school at Hays High School for 2 # of Years Coached LD
F. L1 Coach CEDA in college at Dates

2. Which best describes your approach to judging L-D debate? (check only one)
A. 00 Communication skills are more important than resolution of substantive issues.
B. [1 Resolution of substantive issues is more mmportant than communication skills.
C. Communication skills and resolution of substantive issues are of equal importance,

3. Indicate your preference toward the following items (circle one number for each item):

A. Rateofdelivery .......oo.oocoveeeeen.... Slower 1 2 3 4¥* 5 Faster

B.  Amount of evidence ........ocoueennn...... Little 1 2 3= 4 5 Lots

C. Appeals .....ccoeeeeirreeceeeeeenn. Emotional 1 2 3 4% 5 TFactual
D. Use of criteria ....ueeeeevennn........ Unnecessary 1 2 3 4** 5 [Essential
E.  Approach to topic ................. Philosophical 1 2 3*x 4 5  Pragmatic




L-D DEBATE JUDGING PHILOSOPHY

Judge’s Name REBECCA WALTERS
Affiliation Unaffiliated

Both debaters need to present a case, support his/her case with logic and evidence throughout the debate,
and clash directly with his/her opponent’s case. I believe that both the affirmative and the negative each
needs to support a value and utilize a criterion. Each debater needs to persuade the judge that his/her value
and criterion is more important and better supported that his opponent. I am a flow judge; if the speaker
speaks so quickly that I can’t flow effectively, he/she should slow down.

- Whatis your experience with debate? (check ail appropriate)

A. [0 LD debater in high school at # of Years

B. [0 CEDA debaterin college at Dates

C. O Policy debater in high school at # of Years

D. [ Policy debater in college at Dates

E.X[] Coach L-D in high school at Granbury & Sweeny High Schools # of Years Coached LD 12 yrs
F. OO0 Coach CEDA in-college at Dates

2. Which best describes yourapproach to Jjudging L-D debate? (check only one)
A. IO Communication skills are more important than resoltion of substantive issues.
B. 0 Resolution of substantive issues is more important than communication skills.
C.XO Communication skills and resolution of substantive issues are of equalimportance.

3. Indicate yourpreference toward the following items (circle one number Jor each item):

A. Rate of delivery ......coooceonoeeeenenn..... Slower 1 2 3 X4 5 Faster

B. Amount of evidence Litle 1 2 3 X4 5 Lots

C. Appeals ... Emotional 1 2 X3 4 5 Factual
D. Use of criteria Unnecessary 1 2 3 4 X5 Essential
E. Approach to topic Philosophical 1 2 X3 4 5 Pragmatic




L-D Debate JUDGINGPHILOSOPHY
Judge’s Name Sonya Matula Affiliation_Hired
Judge

All judges arerequired to complete this section.
Do not leave it blank.
In the space provided below, please provide specific details of your L-D judging philosophy.
This description of your philosophy should extend beyond information requested below.

This is value debate, not policy debate so make sure you stick to showing me how your value is superior
than that of your opponent and how your criterian upholds your value. Aff, your job is to uphold your case
and refute neg arguments and case. Neg, your job is to not only provide a neg case but refute that of the
aff and prove how your case is superior.

- _Whatis your experience with debate? (check all appropriate)

A. O L-D debater in hi gh school at # of Years

B. [0 CEDA debaterin college at Dates

C. ™ Policy debaterin high school at Boling High School for 3 yrs.

D. O Policy debaterin college at Dates

E. 0 Coach L-D in high school at # of Years Coached LD
F. 00 Coach CEDA in college at Dates

2. Which best describes yourapproach to judging L-D debate? (check only one)
A. OO0 Communication skills aremore important than resolution of substantive issucs.
B. [0 Resolution of substantive issues is morc important than communication skills.
C. ™ Communication skills and resolution of substantive issues are of equalimportance.

3. Indicate yourpreference toward the following items (circle one number for each item):

A. Rateof delivery ..o Slower 1 2 x3 4 5  Faster

B.  Amount of evidence ...oooueerooooeeeeeoooooo Little 1 2 x3 4 5 Lots

C. Appeals . Emotional 1 x2 3 4 5 Factual

D. Useofcriteria ......ooeeeeceneeenc... Unnecessary 1 x4 5 Essential
E. Approach to topic ...eeeeeeeeeee... Philosophical 1 x3 4 5 Pragmatic




L-D DEBATE JUDGING PHILOSOPHY

Judge’s Name Vicki Hall Affiliation Former
Coach

All judges are required to complete this section.
Do not leave it blank.
In the space provided below, please provide specific details of your L-D judging philosophy.
This description of your philosophy should extend beyond information requested below.

I want a strong value/criterion debate that flows all the way through. You need to signpost and
support each point. Presentation is important. IfI can’t follow you, I can’t adequately judge you.

- _Whatis your experience with debate? (check all appropriate)

A. O LD debater in high school at # of Years

B. [0 CEDA debaterin college at Dates

C. [0 Policy debater in high school at # of Years

D. [ Policy debater in college at Dates

E.LI® Coach L-D in high school at # of Years Coached LD 10
F. O Coach CEDA in college at Dates

2. Which best describes yourapproach to judging L-D debate? (check only one)
A. O Communication skills are more important than resolution of substantive issues.
B. [0 Resolution of substantive issues is more important than communication skills.
C. ¥ Communication skills and resolution of substantive issues are of equalimportance.

3. Indicate yourpreference toward the following items (circle one number for each item):

A. Rate of delivery wovomeeeeeoe . Slower 1 2 X 4 5 Faster

B. Amountof evidence ......ooooovvorreroeeen . Little 1 2 3 X 5 Lots

G 1 G —————— Emotional 1 2 3 X 5 Factual
D Unnecessary 1 2 3 4 X Essential
E. Approach to topic ................... Philosophical 1 2 3X 4 5  Pragmatic




L-D DEBATE JUDGING PHILOSOPHY

Judge’s Name g 01@12{‘1? (. m&ﬂ/\

District H f\ﬁu}'e .

All judges are required to complete this section.
Do not leave it blank.
In the space provided below, please provide specific details of your L-D judging philosophy.
This description of your philosophy should extend beyond information requested below.
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1. What is your experience with debate? (check all appropriate)

A B LD debater in high school at__Notadees 1 #of Years N

B. [ CEDA debater in collegeat _ SUJTS A ) Dates G A ~4'(,

c. O Policy debater in high school at # of Years '

D. 0 Policy debater in college at Dates

E. Bl Coach L-D in high school at_ Do BHE. # of Years Coached LD (D 5
F. Coach CEDA in college at Dates

2. Which best describes your approach to judging L-D debate? (check only one)
A [0 Communication skills are more important than resolution of substantive issues.
B. [0 Resolution of substantive issues is more important than communication skills.
el ‘ﬂ’ Communication skills and resolution of substantive issues are of equal importance.

3. Indicate your preference toward the following items (circle one number for each item):

A. Rate of delivery -...ecovmencmremsmicneccsains Slower 1 2 _ 4 5 Faster
B. Amount of evidence ..eceeccecieisieens Litle 1 2 4 5 Lots

C. Appeals pmotiomal 1 2 3 4 (5 Factmal
D. Use of criteria .ooooococeeecsssneanes Unnecessary 1 2 3 4 Essential
T R T — Philosophical 1 2 @ 4 5 Pragmatic

How many rounds have you judged this year? %

71 :



Judge’s Name__ Rivers Wright

L-D DEBATE JUDGING PHI11.OSOPHY

District

1. What is your experience with debate? {check all appropriate)

All judges are required to complete this section.
Do not leave it blank.

In the space provided below, please provide specific details of your L-D judging philosophy.
This description of your philosophy should extend beyond information requested below.

| like to see clash and for both teams to tell me why their case is better.
Don't just tell me that the plan is better, prove it 1o me
and tell me why your opponent’s plan won’t work.
If you are going to state your value and criterion, connect them to your case
and don't be vague. Definition arguments aren’t important unless there is a vast difference.

W

How many rounds have you judged this year? 4

A

mEOOW

Which best describes your approach to judging L-D debate? (check enly one)

X L-D debater in high school at_Hebbronville High School

CEDA debater in college at

# of Years 3

Dates

Policy debater in high school at

# of Years

Policy debater in college at

Coach L-D in high school at

ooooo

Coach CEDA in college at

Dates

# of Years Coached LD
Dates

A. O Communication skills are more important than resolution of substantive issues.
B. Resolution of substantive issues is more important than communication skills.
C. [0 Communication skills and resolution of substantive issues are of equal importance.

Indicate your preference toward the following items (circle one number for each item):

Mo Nw P

Rate of delivery - Slower
Amount of evidence ..........ccoeeieieianns Little
Appeals Emotional
Use of criteria ..oooeeoveeaoeaaeee. Unnecessary
Approach to topiC ...oermeereneenen Philosophical

pod el ek ek et

NN OMNONN

3
3
3
3

4

eleleo)

th v Wy b LA

Faster
Lots
Factual
Essential
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4/8/23, 7:35 AM Mail - Lydia Miller-Wyatt - Outiook

L-D DEBATE JUDGING PHILOSOPHY

Judge’s Namew District

All judges are required to complete this section.
Do not leave it blank.
In the space provided below, please provide specific details of your L-D judging philosophy.
This description of your philosophy should extend beyond information requested below.
Auslue £ 2 ¢iilerion et 2 must. T preler & draditionat LD rourd . Chsh
15 essarral. Ar?mh;‘ Shoud be B2t A’ﬂ“ma-!"‘“ﬁén shuud be
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1. What is your experience with debate? (check ali appropriate) N
A. [1 L-D debater in high school at #of Years
B. [0 CEDA debater in college at Dates
C. O Policy debater in high school at # of Years
D. OO rolicy debater in college at Dates
E R Coachbnin;ﬁghmlmhﬂg&"(ﬁ Theee Kiges #S # of Years Coached LD 27
F. 0 Coach CEDA in college at Dates

=

Which best describes your approach to judging L-D debate? (check only one)

A. 0 Communication skills are more important than resolution of substantive issues.

B. [ Resolution of substntive issucs is more important than communication skills.

¢. @ Communication skills and resolution of substantive issues are of equal importance.

3. Indicate your preference toward the following items (circle one number for each itenz):

A. Rate of delivery ..ccccvensismimrsssmmmiones Slower 1 2 3 5 Faster
B. Amount of eVidEnte womeicisemsisemnes Little 1 2 g 4 5 Lot

C. Appeals Emotional 1 2 4 5 Factual
D. Useofcriteria ..o Unnecessary 1 2 3 4 (5) Essential
E.  Approach to topic ... . Philosophical 1 2 @ 4 5 Pragmatic

How many rounds have you judged this year? ( 2
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L-D DEBATE JUDGING PHILOSOPHY
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All judges are required to complete this section.

Do not leave it blank.

In the space provided below, please provide specific details of your L-D judging philosophy.
This description of your philosaphy should extend beyond information reguested below.

LD is value debate.
LD is persuasive communication.
This 18 not one man cx debate.

Fast delivery is frowned upon. 1 do not care to see plans. solvency.
This is the primary responsibility of the debaters in the round.

All arguments need to be pertinent to the topic.

Values, criterion, and contentions must be linked.

The value must be supported with cvidence as to how it is a value.
Dccorum in the round is of utmost importance: if vou arc arrogant and rude to vour competitor vou will lose the

round.
DEBATE THE TOPIC—NOT THEORY.

The affirmative shounld define terms as needed.
Debaters should cstablish a value hierarchy for the round.

1. What is vour experience with debate? (check all appraprigie)

L-D debater in high school at

CEDA debater in college at

£ of Years
Dates

Policy debater in high school a

Policy debater incollegeat K en bt Sf£x7 e i

# of Years
Dates /5,4 - 372
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Coach CEDA incollege at

Coach L-D in high schoolat SAAZ 5 MiGH Schpp ¢
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Which best describes your approach to Jjudging L-D debate? (check enly one)

# of Yemrs Coached LD ~
Diates

A. O1 Communication skills are more important than resolution of substantive issues.
B. Resolution of substantive issues is more important than communication skills.

C. O Communication skills and resolution of substantive issu

L

A. Rateof delivery .oeecvecreeeriernenn Slower 1 Q@ 3 4
B.  Amount of evidence ......ooooeevvennn... Lile 1 2 @ 4
LA Emotional 1 2 B 4
D. Useofcriteria oo Unnecessary ] 2 B 4
E. Approach 10 tOpiC wooveroeee. .. Philosophical 1 2 5 4
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es are of equal imporiancs,

Indicate your preference toward the following items {circle one number for cack item):

Faster
Lot
Faciual
Essential
Pragmaiic




