
LINCOLN DOUGLAS DjEbate
Judge's Name: (Ini-GlA/

Judge's School Affiliation:

Speaker Code #:
AFF: i\/cCterSffH

ptŝ £x Speaker Code #:
N E G :

Please award each speaker points based on the following scale:
30 = Perfect 29 = Outstanding 2ŜVery Good

27 = Good (but possibly not good enough to qûfy for elimination rounds)
26-25 = Fair 24-20 = Poor <20 = Rested for rude or inappropriate behavior

Judging Critma
Using the above criteria, please offer complimeny'̂ and/or suggestions for improvement for
e a c h d e b a t e r : /
• C A S E A N A L Y S I S : /
How well did the debater develop a case in response to the resolution?
• E V I D E N C E : /
Although value debating emphasizes logic and persuasion, eVuience (quoted material, contemporary or historical examples)
should be used to support arguments. How effective was th/C evidence?
• O R G A N I Z A T I O N : /
How well did the debater organize both the constructive/nd rebuttal speeches?
• V A L U E C L A S H : /
How clearly did the debater emphasize the value being supported by his/her side, and how well was that value measured?
( C r i t e r i o n ) J
• R E F U T A T I O N : /
How thoroughly did the debater refute the arguments of the opposition and rebuild his/her own side?
• DELIVERY/COURTESV: /
Did each debater speak in communicative stylythat was pleasant, easily understandable, and civil?

Using the above criteria, please offer compliments and/or suggestions for improvement to
e a c h d e b a t e r : /

A f fi r m a t i v e : / N e g a t i v e
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SPEAKER CODE #:
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A • CO/?̂  jCO &-d2ĵ  •=-d<̂-'d,̂*AAAf ■
- VC: (-^&

1 (p ScJP(̂-T>-ê/̂  -
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LINCOLN DOUGLAS Debate
Judge's Name: CM

Judge's School Affiliation: ^ \L>
A F F :± . i \ i / v w v v . ' ~ o • - S

Speaker Code #: A pts*^/ Speaker Code #:
NEG: (̂ ay^

Please award each speaker points based on the following scale: /
30 = Perfect 29 = Outstanding 28 = Very Good /

27 = Good (but possibly not good enough to qualify for elimination rounds)
26-25 = Fair 24-20 = Poor <20 = Reserved for rude or inaporopriate behavior

J u d g i n g C r i t e r i a /
Using the above criteria, please offer compliments and/or suggestions for improvement for
e a c h d e b a t e r : /
• C A S E A N A L Y S I S : /
How well did the debater develop a case in response to the resolution? /
• E V I D E N C E : /
Although value debating emphasizes logic and persuasion, evidence (quoted materîcontemporary or historical examples)
should be used to support arguments. How effective was the evidence? /
• O R G A N I Z A T I O N : /
How well did the debater organize both the constructive and rebuttal speechê
• V A L U E C L A S H : /
How clearly did the debater emphasize the value being supported by his/ĥ  side, and how well was tliat value measured?
( C r i t e r i o n ) /
• R E F U T A T I O N : /
How thoroughly did the debater refute the arguments of the opposition and rebuild his/her own side?
• D E L I V E R V / C O U R T E S V : /
Did each debater speak in communicative style that was pleasantŷasily understandable, and civil?

Using the above criteria, please offer comp̂ ments and/or suggestions for improvement to
e a c h d e b a t e r : /

A f fi r m a t i v e : , /
G}OOci ^

d l o . /

N e g a t i v e . n ^ ^
e x < b ^ ,

^ ^ j 2 A t x ^ t > .
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RafccOffoJj, CIAĴ  fU.<S2̂ ij2,

SPEAKER CODE #: 2-2^ on the Nfc^wins this debate.
(AFF or NEG)

R E A S O N F O R D E C I S I O N
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Judge 2 Logan {*^^)
R o u n d 1 A 9 : 0 0 a m P 1
A f f ; 1 9 A l a m

Neg: 2 Littlesun
N o v i c e L - D D e b a t e

LINCOW DOU^AS Debate
Judge's Name: t \

Judge's School Affiliations

A F F :
Speaker Code #: Speaker Code #:

N E G :

Please award each speaker points based on the following sĉ :
30 = Perfect 29 = Outstanding 28=yveryGood

27 = Good (but possibly not good enough to qualify for elimination rounds)
26-25 = Fair 24-20 = Poor <20 = Resemd for rude or inappropriate behavior

Judging Critenia
Using the above criteria, please offer complimentsy6nd/or suggestions for improvement for
e a c h d e b a t e r : /
• C A S E A N A L Y S I S : /
How well did the debater develop a case in response to the resolii^n? \
• E V I D E N C E : / .
Although value debating emphasizes logic and persuasion, evince (quoted material, contemporary or historical examples) CO I ̂should be used to support arguments. How effective was tĥvidence?
• O R G A N I Z A T I O N : /
How well did the debater organize both the constructive ̂d rebuttal speeches?
• V A L U E C L A S H : /
How clearly did the debater emphasize the value bein̂upported by his/her side, and how well was that value measured?
( C r i t e r i o n ) 7
• R E F U T A T I O N : /
How thoroughly did the debater refute the argumems of the opposition and rebuild his/her own side?
• DELIVERV/COURTESY: /
Did each debater speak in communicative style mat was pleasant, easily understandable, and civil?

Using the above criteria, pleaseybffer compliments and/or suggestions for improvement to
e a c h d e b a t e r : /

ilCt"

A f fi r m a t i v e :

c,u.y
To o v i S i S w ' u k '

t o " ' S v t / V o - ^
tdlov/twi

Negative

UO\\c>jr DvV-iut \ Oitĉ

SPEAKER CODE ]

R E A S O N F O R D E C I S I O N

I o n t h e w i n s t h i s d e b a t e .
(AFF or NEG)
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Judge 2 Logan f11)
R o u n d 1 B 9 : 0 0 a m P 1
A f f : 1 9 Z h u

Neg: 20 Shvakel
N o v i c e L - D D e b a t e

LINCO^ DOUfif AS Debate
Judge's Name:

Judge's School Affiliation:

A F F :
Speaker Code #: ptsfifi Speaker Code #:

N E G :

Please award each speaker points based on the following scale:
30 = Perfect 29 = Outstanding 28 = Very Good

27 = Good (but possibly not good enough to qualify for elimination rounds)
26-25 = Fair 24-20 = Poor <20 = Reserved for rude or inappropriate behavior

Judging Criteria
Using the above criteria, please offer compliments and/or suggestions for imnî vement for
e a c h d e b a t e r : /
• C A S E A N A L Y S I S :

How well did the debater develop a case in response to tlie resolution? y
• E V I D E N C E :

Although value debating emphasizes logic and persuasion, evidence (quoted material, contemporary or historical examples)
should be used to support arguments. How effective was the evidence? y
• O R G A N I Z A T I O N :

How well did the debater organize both the constructive and rebuttal speeches? y
• V A L U E C L A S H : /
How clearly did the debater emphasize the value being supported by his/hej;/̂de, and how well was that value measured?
( C r i t e r i o n ) y
• R E F U T A T I O N : /
How thoroughly did the debater refute the arguments of the opposîn and rebuild his/her own side?
• D E L I V E R Y / C O U R T E S Y : /
Did each debater speak in communicative style that was pleaynt, easily understandable, and civil?

Using the above criteria, please offer compliments and/or suggestions for improvement to
e a c h d e b a t e r : /

A f fi n n a t i v e : , /

Wo A Ot'A c\' . <1

N e g a t i v e i
\)Cĵ  CAAI A -JlvtVAC\ oYl
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L I N C O L N D O U G L A S D e b a t e
Judge's Name: VWLv'P

Judge's School Affiliation:

A F F :
Speaker Code #:

N E G :
pts Speaker Code #:

Please award each speaker points based on the following scale:
30 = Perfect 29 = Outstanding 28 = Very Good

27 = Good (but possibly not good enough to qualify for elimination round̂
26-25 = Fair 24-20 = Poor <20 = Reserved for rude or inappr0priate behavior

J u d g i n g C r i t e r i a /
Using the above criteria, please offer compliments and/or suggestion̂ or improvement for
e a c h d e b a t e r : /
• C A S E A N A L Y S I S : /
How well did the debater develop a case in response to the resolution? /
• E V I D E N C E : /
Although value debating emphasizes logic and persuasion, evidence (quoted materiafyContemporary or historical examples)
should be used to support arguments. How effective was the evidence? /
• O R G A N I Z A T I O N : /
How well did the debater organize both the constructive and rebuttal speeches? /
• V A L U E C L A S H : /
How clearly did the debater emphasize the value being supported by his/her ihde, and how well was that value measured?
( C r i t e r i o n ) /
• R E F U T A T I O N : /
How thoroughly did the debater refute the arguments of the oppositionyond rebuild his/her own side?
• D E L I V E R Y / C O U R T E S Y : /
Did each debater speak in communicative style that was pleasant, ̂ ily understandable, and civil?

Using the above criteria, please offer compliments and/or suggestions for improvement to
e a c h d e b a t e r : /

A f fi r m a t i v e : ^ ^ , i . Negative

t r ■

SPEAKER CODE #;(̂o i : K ^ y j L T S L , f f i ' — o n t h e w i n s t h i s d e b a t e .

( A F F o r N T C ) A
R E A S O N F O R D E C I S I O N ^



mnnrHabib (*22)
R o u n d 1 B g : 0 0 a m A 1
A f f : 1 9 J e r e z

Neg; 8 Makkapati
N o v i c e L - D D e b a t e

A F F :
Speaker Code #: ZS-QvC.-

L I N C O L N D O U G L A S D e b a t e
Judge's Name:

Judge's School Affiliation: ^

pts ̂  Speaker Code #:
N E G : ^ .
• t A U

Please award each speaker points based on the following scale:
30 = Perfect 29 = Outstanding 28 = Very Good

27 = Good (but possibly not good enough to qualify for elimination rounds)
26-25 = Fair 24-20 = Poor <20 = Reserved for rude or inapproppdfe behavior

Judging Criteria
Using the above criteria, please offer compliments and/or suggestions/lor improvement for
e a c h d e b a t e r :
• C A S E A N A L Y S I S :

How well did the debater develop a case in response to the resolution? /
• E V I D E N C E :

Although value debating emphasizes logic and persuasion, evidence (quoted matpnal, contemporary or historical examples)
should be used to support arguments. How effective was the evidence? /
• O R G A N I Z A T I O N : /
How well did the debater organize both the constructive and rebuttal spê hes?
• V A L U E C L A S H : X
How clearly did the debater emphasize the value being supported ̂his/her side, and how well was that value measured?
( C r i t e r i o n ) /
• R E F U T A T I O N : /
How thoroughly did the debater refute the arguments of tĥpposition and rebuild his/her own side?
• D E L I V E R Y / C O U R T E S Y: /
Did each debater speak in communicative style that vys pleasant, easily understandable, and civil?

Using the above criteria, please ol̂ r compliments and/or suggestions for improvement to
e a c h d e b a t e r : /

A f fi r m a t i v e : /

\ A A

S P E A K E R C O D E U : * y ^
o n t h e w i n s t h i s d e b a t e .

(AFF or NEG)
R E A S O N F O R D E C I S I O N



|?<J I ? 3 K(Ov. c«. L-D
i-f Sd (Sowvtf-v-^ L I N C O L N D O U G L A S D e b a t e

Judge's Njime: 1/̂

Judge's School Affiliation:

AFF: /-■ /2-trvv^< '̂
Speaker Code #: s2Jl

NEC: ^tU.'
Speaker Code #: I n t s Z ^

Please award each speaker points based on the following scale: /
30 = Perfect 29 = Outstanding 28 = Very Good

27 = Good (but possibly not good enough to qualify for elimination roundŝ
26-25 = Fair 24-20 = Poor <20 = Reserved for rude or inappr̂ iate behavior

J u d g i n g C r i t e r i a /
Using the above criteria, please offer compliments and/or suggestionŝ r improvement for
e a c h d e b a t e r : /
• C A S E A N A L Y S I S : /
How well did the debater develop a case in response to the resolution? /
• E V I D E N C E : /
Although value debating emphasizes logic and persuasion, evidence (quoted materiaiyontemporary or historical examples)
should be used to support arguments. How effective was the evidence? /
• O R G A N I Z A T I O N : /
How well did the debater organize both the constructive and rebuttal speeches?/
• V A L U E C L A S H : /
How clearly did the debater emphasize the value being supported by his/ĥside, and how well was that value measured?
( C r i t e r i o n ) /
• R E F U T A T I O N : /
How thoroughly did the debater refute the arguments of the opposition and rebuild his/her own side?
• D E L I V E R Y / C O U R T E S V : /
Did each debater speak in communicative style that was pleasan/easily understandable, and civil?

Using the above criteria, please offer compnments and/or suggestions for improvement to
e a c h d e b a t e r : ^

N e g a t i v e IA f fi r m a t i v e : , / w N e g a t i v e I

, , I ^ V , 4 . ^ c r ^ 1 4 .
1 7 1 ]

S P E A K E R C O D E o n t h e w i n s t h i s d e b a t e .S P E A K E R C O D E # ; 7771

R E A S O N F O R D E C I S I O N

o n t h e / w i n s t h i s d e b a t e .
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L I N C O L N D O U G L A S D e b a t e
Judge's Name: CLriAo L-Q

Judge's School Affiliatioh:

A F F :
Speaker Code #: 2 ^ pts ^ / Speaker Code #: pts y^. y

Please award each speaker points based on the follov̂g scale:30 = Perfect 29 = Outstandinĝ28 = Very Good
27 = Good (but possibly not good enough to qualify for elimination rounds)

26-25 = Fair 24-20 = Poor <20 = Reserved for rude or inappropriate behavior

Judging Criteria
Using the above criteria, please offer complinyCnts and/or suggestions for improvement for
e a c h d e b a t e r : /
• C A S E A N A L Y S I S : /
How well did the debater develop a case in response to the r̂olution?
• E V I D E N C E ; /
Although value debating emphasizes logic and persuasion/evidence (quoted material, contemporary or historical examples)
should be used to support arguments. How effective was/he evidence?
• O R G A N I Z A T I O N : /
How well did the debater organize both the constructive and rebuttal speeches?
• V A L U E C L A S H : /
How clearly did the debater emphasize the value bGxxjg supported by his/her side, and how well was that value measured?
( C r i t e r i o n ) /
• R E F U T A T I O N : /
How thoroughly did the debater refute the argum̂ts of the opposition and rebuild his/her own side?
• DELIVERY/COURTESY: /
Did each debater speak in communicative style mat was pleasant, easily understandable, and civil?

Using the above criteria, please offer compliments and/or suggestions for improvement to
e a c h d e b a t e r : /

A f fi r m a t i v e : / N e g a t i v eN e g a t i v e \
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^ i-eA«;U St

SPEAKER CODE #:

R E A S O N F O R D E C I S I O N

on the Nek wins this debate.
(AFF or NEG)



L I N C O L N D O U G L A S D e b a t e
Judge's Name:_

Judge's School Affiliation:

A F F :
Speaker Code #:

N E G :
p t s S p e a k e r C o d e # : 9 X

Please award each speaker points based on the following scale:
30 = Perfect 29 = Outstanding 28 = Very Good

27 = Good (but possibly not good enough to quality for elimination rounds)
26-25 = Fair 24-20 = Poor <20 = Reserved for rude or inappropriate bdnavior

J u d g i n g C r i t e r i a /
Using the above criteria, please offer compliments and/or suggestions for in̂ rovement for
e a c h d e b a t e r : /
• C A S E A N A L Y S I S : /
How well did the debater develop a case in response to the resolution? /
• E V I D E N C E : /
Although value debating emphasizes logic and persuasion, evidence (quoted material, contejrfporary or historical examples)
should be used to support arguments. How effective was the evidence? /
• O R G A N I Z A T I O N : /
How well did the debater organize both the constructive and rebuttal speeches? /
• V A L U E C L A S H : /
How clearly did the debater emphasize the value being supported by his/her sid̂ind how well was that value measured?
( C r i t e r i o n ) /
• R E F U T A T I O N : /
How thoroughly did the debater refute the arguments of the opposition ârebuild his/her own side?
• D E L I V E R Y / C O U R T E S Y : /
Did each debater speak in communicative style that was pleasant, êy understandable, and civil?

Using the above criteria, please offer complî nts and/or suggestions for improvement to
e a c h d e b a t e r : /

A f fi r m a t i v e : Negative

OaA

S P E A K E R C O D E # :

R E A S O N F O R D E C I S I O N

on the Mt (a wins this debate.
(AFF or NEG)



LINCOLN DOUGL^ Debate/
Judge's Name:_

Judge's School Affiliation: /_

A F F :
Speaker Code #: s l l

N E G :
pts Cs I Speaker Code #:

Please award each speaker points based on the following scale: /
30 = Perfect 29 = Outstanding 28 = Very Good

27 = Good (but possibly not good enough to qualify for el̂ ination rounds)
26-25 = Fair 24-20 = Poor <20 = Reserved for̂ de or inappropriate behavior

Judging Criteria /
Using the above criteria, please offer compliments and/ô uggestions for improvement for

^ e a c h d e b a t e r : /
n ) • C A S E A N A L Y S I S : /^ How well did the debater develop a case In response to the resolution? /

^ • E V I D E N C E : /Although value debating emphasizes logic and persuasion, evidence (qî ted material, contemporary or historical examples)should be used to support arguments. How effective was the evidenĉ
^ • O R G A N I Z A T I O N : /W How well did the debater organize both the constructive and rebult̂  speeches?

V A L U E C L A S H : /
How clearly did the debater emphasize the value being supports by his/her side, and how well was that value measured?

^ ( C r i t e r i o n ) /
( A • R E F U T A T I O N : /^ How thoroughly did the debater refute the arguments of tĥpposition and rebuild his/her own side?

• D E L I V E R Y / C O U R T E S Y: /
[J Did each debater speak in communicative style that wasypleasant, easily understandable, and civil?

Using the above criteria, please offer Compliments and/or suggestions for improvement to
e a c h d e b a t e r : /

A f fi r m a t i v e : N e g a t i v e .

0 O K .
(2) oK

3 0 ' r \ p o u n d s
0 '

S U J L A K J L K C U O J i : n : \ o n t h e / v e r r w i n s t h i s d e b a t e . y
( A F F o r N E G ) '

R E A S O N F O R D E C I S I O N . J r s O p ( p S \ n t > n

m9ciG

(AFF or NEG)
w i n s t h i s d e b a t e .



Karina Rehemtulla ^^16)
R o u n d 1 B 9 : 0 0 a m A 2

Aff: 22 Khan
Neg: 20 Kareti
Novice L-D Debate

A F F :
Speaker Code #: XX VC-KaA

LINCOLN DOUGLAS Debal
Judge's Name:_ mm

Judge's School Affiliation:

pts ck.U Speaker Code #:

Please award each speaker points based on the following scale:
30 = Perfect 29 = Outstanding 28 = Very Good

27 = Good (but possibly not good enough to qualify for elimination rptmds)
26-25 = Fair 24-20 = Poor <20 = Reserved for rude or iî propriate behavior

J u d g i n g C r i t e r i a /
Using the above criteria, please offer compliments and/or suggê ons for improvement for

^ e a c h d e b a t e r : /
\ y • C A S E A N A L Y S I S : /How well did the debater develop a case in response to the resolution? /
' B • E V I D E N C E : /

Although value debating emphasizes logic and persuasion, evidence (quoted t̂ terial, contemporary or historical examples)
should be used to support arguments. How effective was the evidence? /

0 • O R G A N I Z A T I O N : /How well did the debater organize both the constructive and rebuttal speeches?
® • V A L U E C L A S H : /

How clearly did the debater emphasize the value being supported by his/her side, and how well was that value measured?

^ ( C r i t e r i o n ) /^ • R E F U T A T I O N : /How thoroughly did the debater refute the arguments of thêposition and rebuild his/her own side?
^ • DELIVERY/COURTESY: /^ Did each debater speak in communicative style that wâ leasant, easily understandable, and civil?

Using the above criteria, please offê ompliments and/or suggestions for improvement to
e a c h d e b a t e r : /

A f fi r m a t i v e : Negative

[| OK
I
I

SPEAKER CODE #: ffX
REASON FOR ctciSION

MZ wiio n t h e n w w i n s t h i s d e b a t e .

(AFF or NEG)
l A L A i U I N r U K L l b C J J j l U l N i



L I N C O L N D O U G L A S D e b a t e
Judge's Name:

Judge's School Affiliation:

A F F :
Speaker Code

N E G :
pts ̂  7 Speaker Code #:

Please award each speaker points based on the following scale: /
30 = Perfect 29 = Outstanding 28 = Very Good /

27 = Good (but possibly not good enough to qualiiy for eliminâ n rounds)
26-25 = Fair 24-20 = Poor <20 = Reserved for rude /r inappropriate behavior

Judging Cr i ter ia /
Using the above criteria, please offer compliments and/or sugĵ stions for improvement for
e a c h d e b a t e r : /
• C A S E A N A L Y S I S : /
How well did the debater develop a case in response to the resolution? /
• E V I D E N C E : /
Although value debating emphasizes logic and persuasion, evidence (quoted inaterial, contemporary or historical examples)
should be used to support arguments. How effective was the evidence? /
• O R G A N I Z A T I O N : /
How well did the debater organize both the constructive and rebuttal sp̂ches?
• V A L U E C L A S H : /
How clearly did the debater emphasize the value being supported bwtiis/her side, and how well was that value measured?
( C r i t e r i o n ) /
• R E F U T A T I O N : /
How thoroughly did the debater refute the arguments of the opmsition and rebuild his/her own side?
• D E L I V E R Y / C O U R T E S Y : 7
Did each debater speak in communicative style that was pleasant, easily understandable, and civil?

Using the above criteria, please offer compliments and/or suggestions for improvement to
e a c h d e b a t e r : /

A f f i r m a t i v e : / • /

\ M t U /
P(Ui?nb

A I s k ' - f t l / i ^

Skcndd. w\c;v j l C(n\

Negative: g i i u v c y

W e l l
G ) W ^
L 0 5' ai q q, n : U •'

0 ( J

'Tvvj no-t C
S P E A K E R C O D E # :

R E A S O N F O R D E C I S I O N

o n t h e w i n s t h i s d e b a t e .

(AFF or NEG)
r u K u t u i S i U i N . i a ^ t ^ t/. rt -f' i «



Yiming Yao (*16)
Round 2B 11 :00am A1
A f f ; 8 T a n g _ J ,
N e g : 1 9 A l a m ^ 1
N o v i c e L - D D e b a t e *

L I N C O L N D O U G L A S D e b a t e
Judge's Name:

Judge's School Affiliation:

A F F :
Speaker Code #: pts Speaker Code #:

N E G :

Please award each speaker points based on the following scale:
30 = Perfect 29 = Outstanding 28 = Very Good

27 = Good (but possibly not good enough to qualify for elimination rounds)
26-25 = Fair 24-20 = Poor <20 = Reserved for rude or inappr̂ iate behavior

J u d g i n g C r i t e r i a /
Using the above criteria, please offer compliments and/or suggestionŝ r improvement for
e a c h d e b a t e r : /
• C A S E A N A L Y S I S ; /
How well did the debater develop a case In response to the resolution? X
• E V I D E N C E : /
Although value debating emphasizes logic and persuasion, evidence (quoted materiak'contemporary or historical examples)
should be used to support arguments. How effective was the evidence? /
• O R G A N I Z A T I O N : /
How well did the debater organize both the constructive and rebuttal speecheX
• V A L U E C L A S H : /
How clearly did the debater emphasize the value being supported by hiŝr side, and how well was that value measured?
( C r i t e r i o n ) /
• R E F U T A T I O N : /
How thoroughly did the debater refute the arguments of the oppôon and rebuild his/her own side?
• D E L I V E R Y / C O U R T E S Y : /
Did each debater speak in communicative style that was pleât, easily understandable, and civil?

Using the above criteria, please offer compliments and/or suggestions for improvement to
e a c h d e b a t e r : /

, A f fi r m a t i v e : Negative

U i i c d L t :
- lirn C ^

G SPEAKER CODE #: 2 on the AFP wins this debate.

R E A S O N F O R D E C I S I O N
(AFF or NEG)

C 7 Y V d ^ a x e a v i ^



Lucas Tung (*11)
R o u n d 2 A 11 : 0 0 a m A 2
Aff: 22 Garg
Neg: 2 Nadler
N o v i c e L - D D e b a t e

Speaker Code #:

L I N C O L N D O U G L A S D e b a t e
Judge's Name: ^vA,v^ y
Judge's School Affiliation:

A F F :
pts_2̂ _ Speaker Code #:

N E G :

pts_22_

Please award each speaker points based on the following scale: /30 = Perfect 29 = Outstanding 28 = Vê3ood
27 = Good (but possibly not good enough to qualify fiVelimination rounds)

26-25 = Fair 24-20 = Poor <20 = Reserved ror rude or inappropriate behavior

Judging Criteria /
Using the above criteria, please offer compliments anchor suggestions for improvement for
e a c h d e b a t e r : /
• C A S E A N A L Y S I S : /
How well did the debater develop a case in response to the resolution? /• E V I D E N C E : J
Although value debating emphasizes logic and persuasion, evidenĉquoted material, contemporary or historical examples)should be used to support arguments. How effective was the evid̂ce?
• O R G A N I Z A T I O N : /
How well did the debater organize both the constructive and reĵttal speeches?
• V A L U E C L A S H : /
How clearly did the debater emphasize the value being sup̂rted by his/her side, and how well was that value measured?
( C r i t e r i o n ) /
• R E F U T A T I O N : /
How thoroughly did the debater refute the arguments ôhe opposition and rebuild his/her own side?
• DELIVERY/COURTESY: /
Did each debater speak in communicative style that was pleasant, easily understandable, and civil?

Using the above criteria, please offpr compliments and/or suggestions for improvement to
e a c h d e b a t e r : /

A f fi r m a t i v e : /
k b i A - V ■ \ a

m o r * . e y e r f " w t J r A s .
JVvouvVA taWc.

a-F

Negative
• d t c - c . ^ t i i t e a s O ,
• C o k n w o r V - 0 * ^

flA-cw>F wVvcvN cave,
• v e r y c o f ^ c o ^ i b w v r
bo VAWe Of crflr .IT (ovvrevVz-A
\>e ">Urc \o jaojrfvV a.r-eA<̂  wvVvore AFf-
dOCSY%'F -k? Cer'(ca(/^

S P E A K E R C O D E # :

R E A S O N F O R D E C I S I O N

on the AfF wins this debate.
or NEG)

k w A V v o v M v t e o r C e \ V, i O v v ^ f C V C i f y C ' \ c . AV t
mso d\f€c\<ork "tov- \Q*Kyv\̂  CAvry vv̂ v̂ V- o«̂  d. A"6\vVt<y roore, corvipreKtvisi

^ b i A - V V > e V H r - ^oF> 9^ 1)kv\-\Yyj WJVJ \Vwc\V- MA-V_
VA\uv<,y



Lucas Tung (*11)
R o u n d 2 B 11 : 0 0 a m A 2
Aff : 20 Kare t i

Neg: 19 Romero
N o v i c e L - D D e b a t e

A F F :
Speaker Code #: *20

L I N C O L N D O U G L A S D e b a t e
Judge's Name: LUCiftS j

Judge 's School Aff i l ia t ion : U.o«^g| i r>

N E G :
pts ^ Speaker Code #: pts_23_

Please award each speaker points based on the following scale:
30 = Perfect 29 = Outstanding 28 = Very Good

27 = Good (but possibly not good enough to qualify for elimination rounds)
26-25 = Fair 24-20 = Poor <20 = Reserved for rude or inappropriate behavior

Judging Criteria
Using the above criteria, please offer compliments and/or suggestions for improvement for
e a c h d e b a t e r :
• C A S E A N A L Y S I S :

How well did the debater develop a case in response to the resolution?
• E V I D E N C E :

Although value debating emphasizes logic and persuasion, evidence (quoted material, contempot̂  or historical examples)
should be used to support arguments. How effective was the evidence? y'
• O R G A N I Z A T I O N :

How well did the debater organize both the constructive and rebuttal speeches? X
• V A L U E C L A S H : /
How clearly did the debater emphasize the value being supported by his/her side, ̂  how well was that value measured?
( C r i t e r i o n ) /
• R E F U T A T I O N : /
How thoroughly did the debater refute the arguments of the opposition anĉbuild his/her own side?
• D E L I V E R Y / C O U R T E S Y : /
Did each debater speak in communicative style that was pleasant, easily understandable, and civil?

Using the above criteria, please offer compliî nts and/or suggestions for improvement to
e a c h d e b a t e r : /

A f fi r m a t i v e : /

w a r A s e y e
c c v i , c w t ' V V i r V v t W f ^ - .

cVvTvUc/xgeA iW*-

Negative
CTtsp k Orjft»vl2,ei <0.^0.

VM>r4,-cv̂  \oo bt̂  tiTN {frvf
itvxdLw T / by -xwc/va z,cor\

VvyHv/y^ 4vir

S P E A K E R C O D E # :

R E A S O N F O R D E C I S I O N

on the IM £ Oj wins th is debate.

(AFF or

VAIIAC cr\V re^ly OvAV,e nrwu'h V0rw^, WY VirvV W
YO'\S0v-»i\y,\y W«V\. ̂ *(rî A»YVt,wVs rĉ ôrvŝ  iî </\€irAVVy A? ê r ISjOj



Andrew Schwartz (*18)
R o u n d 2 A 11 : 0 0 a m P 2
Aff: 8 Makkapati
Neg: 22 Khan
N o v i c e L - D D e b a t e

L I N C O L N D O U G L A S D e b a t e
Judge's Name: /- KcAv"<rL>̂

A F F :
Speaker Code #:_

Judge's School Affiliation:

n Lpts Speaker Code #: ^ 2 . 7

Please award each speaker points based on the following scale:
30 = Perfect 29 = Outstanding 28 = Very Gopu

27 = Good (but possibly not good enough to quality for elindnation rounds)
26-25 = Fair 24-20 = Poor <20 = Reserved for rdde or inappropriate behavior

Judging Criteria /
Using the above criteria, please offer compliments and/̂ suggestions for improvement for
e a c h d e b a t e r : /
• C A S E A N A L Y S I S : /
How well did the debater develop a case in response to the resolution? /
• E V I D E N C E : /
Although value debating emphasizes logic and persuasion, eviden̂(quoted material, contemporary or historical examples)
should be used to support arguments. How effective was the evuience?
• O R G A N I Z A T I O N : /
How well did the debater organize both the constructive an̂ebuttal speeches?
• V A L U E C L A S H : /
How clearly did the debater emphasize the value beinĝpported by his/her side, and how well was that value measured?
( C r i t e r i o n ) /
• R E F U T A T I O N : /
How thoroughly did the debater refute the argum̂ts of the opposition and rebuild his/her own side?
• DELFVERY/COURTESV: /
Did each debater speak in communicative style that was pleasant, easily understandable, and civil?

Using the above criteria, pleâ  offer compliments and/or suggestions for improvement to
e a c h d e b a t e r : /

A f f i r m a t i v e : / N e g a t i v e • , ^

^ ' | J - i A i o / - C - - V - k T " ^
■V o < 5 J - W k y & a s i i .
t ^ M % c X c ^ c r s e e - - S - »

S f O . K ' X ; J f v g o v v o j e ^ S e . k / ^ K J-b JVe-l- IpsJ-ZFtCWcl. lo Jooi ^o(=
o f - f k < . 0 - / V k F 5

SPEAKER CODE #: on the wins this debate. kSicr) ®jktC. ̂
< > k r l ^ L f rn ' y r — R E A S O N F O R D E C I S I O N ^ / T . J / , / i 1
P O i A ' 2 ^ \ A d l / \ £ t ^ V ^ J o t o u O i A L i / M t i
C O c ^ ^ ' A t y ^ ^

A j o t

COĉ Âty'-to ajUei^ Oi^ |-1-C f(.o^ / ^ J|/"£X7 | j-UC"^^ kjrjv.v>MLK> J- I I 4 ^60J v4^£ Jy(0f c<^VZ.



Andrew Schwartz (*18)
Round 2B 11 ;00am P2

A f f : 2 P o t e n

Neg: 22 Wei
N o v i c e L - D D e b a t e

A F F :
Speaker Code #:

L I N C O L N . D O U G L A S D e b a t e
J u d g e ' s N a m e : S

Judge's School Affiliation:

N E G ;
pts / J) Speaker Code #: pis22.

Please award each speaker points based on the following scale:
30 = Perfect 29 = Outstanding 28 = Very Good

27 = Good (but possibly not good enough to quality for elimination rounds)
26-25 = Fair 24-20 = Poor <20 = Reserved for rude or inappropriate behavior

Judging Criteria
Using the above criteria, please offer compliments and/or suggestions for improvement for
e a c h d e b a t e r :
• C A S E A N A L Y S I S :

How well did the debater develop a case in response to the resolution?
• E V I D E N C E :

Although value debating emphasizes logic and persuasion, evidence (quoted material, contemporary or historical examples)
should be used to support arguments. How effective was the evidence?
• O R G A N I Z A T I O N :

How well did the debater organize both the constructive and rebuttal speeches?
• V A L U E C L A S H :

How clearly did the debater emphasize the value being supported by his/her side, and how well was that yaJue measured?
( C r i t e r i o n ) y /
• R E F U T A T I O N :

How thoroughly did the debater refute the arguments of the opposition and rebuild his/her own sitfe?
• D E L I V E R Y / C O U R T E S Y : /
Did each debater speak in communicative style that was pleasant, easily understandable, apu civil?

Using the above criteria, please offer compliments and/or suggestions for improvement to
e a c h d e b a t e r : /

A f fi r m a t i v e : i N e g a u y e ^ . I ,
+ ' v ^ o u

■V C v o 5 ~ 5 ^ / 4 k A l - l w o v J -
- - £ ^ 0 ^ ^ i " - ^
C V . A c a c ^ U k . - A ; V . X L o v f c f

\/«K€ -V
'fA\<re,^Us:.yJir / —(j2) lA-k-CJ^'V 10

SPEAKER CODE #; "" "** "At ; ^wins this debate. ' S
( A F F o r N E G ) , a , / | - r -

, R E A S O N F O R D E C I S I O N S ' \ ^

' 6 , « V < ; v l y < ; < V ^ > \ / A \ , J , I

Negatiy<

J k
- ^ k f M d r o p v 4 > M t . / ^
I L ' M I h i " f e / > 5( s p d k i ^ I \

J / ^ O O l Y\ds rZo,cM rK'^r. \ /«W -v
SPEAKER CODE #:

R E A S O N F O R D E C I S I O N

on the HXi ^
(AFF or NEG)



LINCOLN DOUGLAS Debate
Judge's Name:

Judge's School Affiliation: yj u Ct VTT^ >^ciLw-€_

A F F :
Speaker Code #: A - 7 N E G : / .ptsV / Speaker Code #: / sR.G
Please award each speaker points based on the following srale:

30 = Perfect 29 = Outstanding 28 j Very Good
27 = Good (but possibly not good enough to qualify for elimination rounds)

26-25 = Fair 24-20 = Poor <20 = Reserved for rude or inappropriate behavior

Judging Criterm
Using the above criteria, please offer compliments and/or suggestions for improvement for
e a c h d e b a t e r : /
• C A S E A N A L Y S I S : /
How well did the debater develop a case in response to the resolution?
• E V I D E N C E : /
Although value debating emphasizes logic and persuasion, evidence (quoted material, contemporary or historical examples)
should be used to support arguments. How effective was the evidmce?
• O R G A N I Z A T I O N : /
How well did the debater organize both the constructive and rebuttal speeches?
• V A L U E C L A S H : /
How clearly did the debater emphasize the value being supported by his/her side, and how well was that value measured?
( C r i t e r i o n ) /
• R E F U T A T I O N : /
How thoroughly did the debater refute the arguments of the opposition and rebuild his/her own side?
• D E L I V E R V / C O U R T E S Y : /
Did each debater speak in communicative style that was pleasant, easily understandable, and civil?

Using the above criteria, please offer compliments and/or suggestions for improvement to
e a c h d e b a t e r : /

A f fi r m a t i v e : Negative

!• Col 7

2 .
V>o>̂
otUl

S P E A K E R C O D E #. /3kJU ™,.. m
R E A S O N F O R D E C I S I O N

o n t h e ^ ' ' w i n s t h i s d e b a t e .

(AFF or NEG)



L I N C O L N D O U G L A S D e b a t e
Judge's Name

Judge 's School Affi l ia t ion: ^^

A F F :
Speaker Code #:_

N E G :
Speaker Code 2 >

Please award each speaker points based on the following scale:
30 = Perfect 29 = Outstanding 28 = Very Good

27 = Good (but possibly not good enough to qualify for elimination rounds)
26-25 = Fair 24-20 = Poor <20 = Reserved for rude or inappropriate behavior

Judging Criteria
Using the above criteria, please offer compliments and/or suggestions for impravement for
e a c h d e b a t e r :
• C A S E A N A L Y S I S :

How well did the debater develop a case in response to the resolution?
• E V I D E N C E :

Although value debating emphasizes logic and persuasion, evidence (quoted material, conterpporary or historical examples)
should be used to support arguments. How effective was the evidence?
• O R G A N I Z A T I O N :

How well did the debater organize both the constructive and rebuttal speeches? ,'
• V A L U E C L A S H : /
How clearly did the debater emphasize the value being supported by his/her sî e, and how well was that value measured?
( C r i t e r i o n ) /
• R E F U T A T I O N : /
How thoroughly did the debater refute the arguments of the oppositioiv̂ d rebuild his/her own side?
• D E L I V E R Y / C O U R T E S Y : /
Did each debater speak in communicative style that was pleasant/easily understandable, and civil?

Using the above criteria, please offer compliments and/or suggestions for improvement to
e a c h d e b a t e r : /

A f fi r m a t i v e :

/ N e g a t i v e ,
O V A \ J % ^ ^ C < \ A

iac -i/r I / f " J'
v c «

S P E A K E R C O D K # : t h e w i n s t h i s d e b a t e .
(AFF or NEG)

R E A S O N F O R D E C I S I O N

/ J i z e j u a / .



Katherine Jubelirer (*12)
R o u n d 2 A 11 : 0 0 a m P 1
A f f : 2 0 S h v a k e l

Neg; 19 Jerez
N o v i c e L - D D e b a t e

L I N C O L N D O U G L A S D e b a t e
J u d g e ' s N a m e : ^ x

Judge's School Affiliation:

Speaker Code #: 5/vtÂ  ptŝ^ Speaker Code #: W /
Please award each speaker points based on the following scal̂

30 = Perfect 29 = Outstanding 28 = Very Good
27 = Good (but possibly not good enough to qualifWor elimination rounds)

26-25 = Fair 24-20 = Poor <20 = Reserve for rude or inappropriate behavior

Judging Criterî
Using the above criteria, please offer compliments â d/or suggestions for improvement for
e a c h d e b a t e r : /
• C A S E A N A L Y S I S : /
How well did the debater develop a case in response to the resolutiô
• E V I D E N C E : /
Although value debating emphasizes logic and persuasion, evide/ce (quoted material, contemporary or historical examples)
should be used to support arguments. How effective was the eydence?
• O R G A N I Z A T I O N : /
How well did the debater organize both the constructive and/ebuttal speeches?
• V A L U E C L A S H : /
How clearly did the debater emphasize the value being supported by his/her side, and how well was that value measured?
( C r i t e r i o n ) /
• R E F U T A T I O N : /
How thoroughly did the debater refute the arguments 61 the opposition and rebuild his/her own side?
• DELIVERY/COURTESY: /
Did each debater speak in communicative style tha/was pleasant, easily understandable, and civil?

Using the above criteria, please offer compliments and/or sû estions for improvement to
e a c h d e b a t e r : ^ I ^

A f fi r m a t i v e :

ler compliments and/or su^estions tor improvement to

Negative ,

✓1 / 0 ^ v t t 6 / j C

Slj \/C )

Xi-n/'

S P E A K E R C O D E # ; Z 0 ' o n t h e w i n s t h i s d e b a t e .
(AFF or NEG)

R E A S O N F O R D E C I S I O N , , / L i
A A A M ' / > C A y ^ ^ < ^ ^ 7

4 c U c l W A f ^



Katherine Jubelirer (*12)
R o u n d 2 B 11 : 0 0 a m P I
A f f : 2 L i t t l esun

Neg: 22 Cheng
N o v i c e L - D D e b a t e

A F F :
Speaker Code #: 2- A

LINCOy^ DOUGLAS Debate
Judge's Name:

Judge's School Affiliation:

Speaker Code #: ̂

Please award each speaker points based on the following scale: /
30 = Perfect 29 = Outstanding 28 = Very Good

27 = Good (but possibly not good enough to qualify for elimination rouî )
26-25 = Fair 24-20 = Poor <20 = Reserved for rude or inappropriate behavior

J u d g i n g C r i t e r i a /
Using the above criteria, please offer compliments and/or suggesting for improvement for
e a c h d e b a t e r : /
• C A S E A N A L Y S I S : /
How well did the debater develop a case In response to the resolution? /
• E V I D E N C E : /
Although value debating emphasizes logic and persuasion, evidence (quoted material, contemporary or historical examples)
should be used to support arguments. How efTective was the evidence? /
• O R G A N I Z A T I O N : /
How well did the debater organize both the constructive and rebuttal speeches?
• V A L U E C L A S H : /
How clearly did the debater emphasize the value being supported by hitter side, and how well was that value measured?
( C r i t e r i o n ) /
• R E F U T A T I O N : /
How thoroughly did the debater refute the arguments of the opp̂tion and rebuild his/her own side?
• D E L I V E R Y / C O U R T E S Y : /
Did each debater speak in communicative style that was pleai4nt, easily understandable, and civil?

Using the above criteria, please offer com
e a c h d e b a t e r : ;

A f fi r m a t i v e : /

' o i /
i j i i

^ tyc// J14. ^■ VrJlMJL tSU/r^ (

/

ipliments and/or suggestions for improvement to

Negative

' i c j u

I A A / i a C .
J X

SPEAKER CODE #; on the Aff wins this debate.
(AFF or NEG)

R E A S O N F O R D E C I S I O N ^



/

I^iA\ciU Kcil/
Datta Makkapati ("tf)
Round 2 11:00am P3 (single flight)
Aff; 22 Gupta
Neg: 1 Ramirez
N o v i c e L - D D e b a t e

L INCOLRDOUGLAS Debate
J u d g e ' s N a m e : I v c l l

Judge's School Affiliation: P VVj ,S

A F F :
Speaker Code #:

o ^pts u b Speaker Code #: ( K.

Please award each speaker points based on the following scale:
30 = Perfect 29 = Outstanding 28 = Very Good /

27 = Good (but possibly not good enough to qualify for elimination rrnKKls)
26-25 = Fair 24-20 = Poor <20 = Reserved for rude or inaffpropriate behavior

J u d g i n g C r i t e r i a /
Using the above criteria, please offer compliments and/or suggeŝ ns for improvement for
e a c h d e b a t e r : /
• C A S E A N A L Y S I S : /
How well did the debater develop a case in response to the resolution? /
• E V I D E N C E : /
Although value debating emphasizes logic and persuasion, evidence (quoted m̂rial, contemporary or historical examples)
should be used to support arguments. How effective was the evidence? /
• O R G A N I Z A T I O N : /
How well did the debater organize both the constructive and rebuttal sp̂hes?
• V A L U E C L A S H : /
How clearly did the debater emphasize the value being supported b̂is/her side, and how well was that value measured?
( C r i t e r i o n ) 7
• R E F U T A T I O N : /
How thoroughly did the debater refute the arguments of the opposition and rebuild his/her own side?
• D E L I V E R Y / C O U R T E S Y : /
Did each debater speak in communicative style that was ̂asant, easily understandable, and civil?

Using the above criteria, please offer mmpliments and/or suggestions for improvement to
e a c h d e b a t e r : /

A f fi r m a t i v e : y

• ) - l < _ C Q

' C&i/ld

Negative

. f e Z i p k K J ± A r io{r^• (Soc/J lpC'\A^

c\c^r(ir^

SPEAKER CODE U: Cŵ c o n t h e w i n s t h i s d e b a t e .

(AFF or NEG)
R E A S O N F O R D E C I S I O N



3 LINCOLN DQUGLA êbate
Judge's Name: j5»oayi-

A F F :
Speaker Code #: ^

Judge's School Affiliation:

O G N E G : ^ ^
pts<^ 1 Speaker Code #:

Please award each speaker points based on the following scale: /
30 = Perfect 29 = Outstanding 28 = Very Good /

27 = Good (but possibly not good enough to qualify for eliminatkm rounds)
26-25 = Fair 24-20 = Poor <20 = Reserved for rude inappropriate behavior

Judging Cr i ter ia /
Using the above criteria, please offer compliments and/or sug ŝtions for improvement for
e a c h d e b a t e r : /
• C A S E A N A L Y S I S : /
How well did the debater develop a case in response to the resolution? /
• E V I D E N C E : /
Although value debating emphasizes logic and persuasion, evidence (quô  material, contemporary or historical examples)
should be used to support arguments. How effective was the evidence? /
• O R G A N I Z A T I O N : /
How well did the debater organize both the constructive and rebutt̂peeches?
• V A L U E C L A S H : /
How clearly did the debater emphasize the value being support̂by his/her side, and how well was that value measured?
( C r i t e r i o n ) /
• R E F U T A T I O N : /
How thoroughly did the debater refute the arguments of tl̂  opposition and rebuild his/her own side?
• D E L I V E RY / C O U RT E S Y: /
Did each debater speak in commimicative style that pleasant, easily understandable, and civil?

Using the above criteria, please off̂  compliments and/or suggestions for improvement to
e a c h d e b a t e r : /

A f fi r m a t i v e : Negative

^/ feeO

/AO

S P E A K E R C O D E # :

R E A S O N F O R D E C I S I O N

o n t h e w i n s t h i s d e b a t e .

(AFF or NEG)



LINCOm DOUGJL.^ Debate
Judge's Name:

Judge's School AffiIiation:_

Speaker Code #:
AFF:1''\ N E 0 : 2 -

pts ZX> speaker Code #: s j £
Please award each speaker points based on the following scale: /

30 = Perfect 29 = Outstanding 28 = Very Good /
27 = Good (but possibly not good enough to qualify for eliminatî rounds)

26-25 = Fair 24-20 = Poor <20 = Reserved for rude ô appropriate behavior

J u d g i n g C r i t e r i a /
Using the above criteria, please offer compliments and/or sugĝ tions for improvement for
e a c h d e b a t e r : /
• C A S E A N A L Y S I S : /
How well did the debater develop a case in response to the resolution? /
• E V I D E N C E : /
Although value debating emphasizes logic and persuasion, evidence (quoted̂ aterial, contemporary or historical examples)
should be used to support arguments. How effective was the evidence? /
• O R G A N I Z A T I O N : /
How well did the debater organize both the constructive and rebuttal ̂eches?
• V A L U E C L A S H : /
How clearly did the debater emphasize the value being supportêy his/her side, and how well was that value measured?
( C r i t e r i o n ) /
• R E F U T A T I O N : /
How thoroughly did the debater refute the arguments of tĥpposition and rebuild his/her own side?
• D E L I V E R Y / C O U R T E S Y: /
Did each debater speak in communicative style that wâleasant, easily understandable, and civil?

Using the above criteria, please off̂ compliments and/or suggestions for improvement to
e a c h d e b a t e r : /

A f fi r m a t i v e : . /
SocXtW, WelWy

Xfuoitn'^ / • 1
nOTvu^

\ A > L C t K ^ i i y \ ^ ^- ^ ^

S P E A K C R C O D E # : I H o n t l
✓ -

on ^

REASON FOR DECISION -forV
health rtowns.

Negative

C ̂  vmUI
crimini^ ■

Js££_ wins this debate.
r̂NEG)

ckhcdz



Roopali Bali (*10)
Round 3B 1:30pm A2
Aff; 12 Choudhry
Neg: 22 Wei
N o v i c e L - D D e b a t e

Speaker Code

LINCOm DOUjGL^ Debate
Judge's Name: KnffMU

Judge's School Affiliationia t ion :

A F F : N E G :
pts ZO Speaker Code

Please award each speaker points based on the following scale:
30 = Perfect 29 = Outstanding 28 = Very Good

27 = Good (but possibly not good enough to qualify for elimination rounds)
26-25 = Fair 24-20 = Poor <20 = Reserved for rude or inappropriate behavior

Judging Criteria
Using the above criteria, please offer compliments and/or suggestions for improvement for
e a c h d e b a t e r :
• C A S E A N A L Y S I S :

How well did the debater develop a case in response to the resolution? X
• E V I D E N C E :

Although value debating emphasizes logic and persuasion, evidence (quoted material, contemporary or t̂ orical examples)
should be used to support arguments. How effective was the evidence? /
• O R G A N I Z A T I O N : /
How well did the debater organize both the constructive and rebuttal speeches? /
• V A L U E C L A S H : /
How clearly did the debater emphasize the value being supported by his/her side, and hovywell was that value measured?
( C r i t e r i o n ) /
• R E F U T A T I O N : /
How thoroughly did the debater refute the arguments of the opposition and rebuild̂ s/her own side?
• D E L I V E R Y / C O U R T E S Y : /
Did each debater speak in communicative style that was pleasant, easily undeĉ andable, and civil?

Using the above criteria, please offer compliments mAlor suggestions for improvement to
e a c h d e b a t e r : /

A f fi n n a t i v e :

V / C ^ / \ f Q ; ^ P c o k < : } t d r > o f ,
^ ^ fi r e i t r n o / ^ ^

Cd, - -Pvf- €)wn^<^ ^robl^ _ ^h i t . - ^ r o B h a r d 4 o ^
- l A y r o \ d t I
w / o y o t . d o r ^ y K M J P i a ^

' ^ ^ ^ r o 8 3 ^

SPEAKER CODÊ#:. on thê n̂ ^ wins this debate.
(i(5F))rNEG)REASON FOR DECISION 5e«h CK oood job

Q r d ( k b a J t ( W ' . i u r V d i u e
^ p h o u ^ d M O r i h U ^ n t S r x '' v \ j a p t o d t J e r y j c n t i k f k D r fi  4 s C A -



Oleg Tiktinslei {*20)
Round 3A 1:30pm P2
A f f : 2 P o t e n

Neg: 22 Garg
N o v i c e L - D D e b a t e

LINCOLN DOUGLAS Debate
Judge's Name:_2l^^ nRV^i^ »

Judge's School Affiliation: IfCi fT'

A F F :
Speaker Code M

N E G :
pts/g^ J Speaker Code ^ y -

Please award each speaker points based on the following scale: /
30 = Perfect 29 = Outstanding 28 = Very Good

27 = Good (but possibly not good enough to qualify M elimination rounds)
26-25 = Fair 24-20 = Poor <20 = Reservê or rude or inappropriate behavior

Judging Criteria /
Using the above criteria, please offer compliments aim/or suggestions for improvement for
e a c h d e b a t e r : /
• C A S E A N A L Y S I S : /
How well did the debater develop a case in response to the resolutiot̂
• E V I D E N C E : /
Although value debating emphasizes logic and persuasion, evid̂e (quoted material, contemporary or historical examples)
should be used to support arguments. How effective was the evidence?
• O R G A N I Z A T I O N : /
How well did the debater organize both the constructive an̂ebuttal speeches?
• V A L U E C L A S H : /
How clearly did the debater emphasize the value being ̂pported by his/her side, and how well was that value measured?
( C r i t e r i o n ) /
• R E F U T A T I O N : /
How thoroughly did the debater refute the arguments of the opposition and rebuild his/her own side?
• DELIVERY/COURTESY: /
Did each debater speak in communicative styleymat was pleasant, easily understandable, and civil?

Using the above criteria, pleaŝ offer compliments and/or suggestions for improvement to
e a c h d e b a t e r : /

A f fi r m a t i v e : Negative

a <9

^ , Q-ao' <1 OofW-L adcoo "t"
^ &(pDc)! c>.i^(DL/'r

S P E A K E R C O D E # :

R E A S O N F O R D E C I S I O N

/ I f ;o n t h e / > / / w i n s t h i s d e b a t e .

(AFF or NEG)

âcs>cX ̂



L I N C O L N D O U G L A S D e b a t e
Judge's Name: Of e€f. Ti

Judge's School Affiliation: C / a c r v ■ < X n A e _

A F F :
Speaker Code #:_ ptŝ "7 speaker Code

N E G :

Please award each speaker points based on the following scale: /
30 = Perfect 29 = Outstanding 28 = Very Good y/

27 = Good (but possibly not good enough to qualify for elim'matioj/rounds)
26-25 = Fair 24-20 = Poor <20 = Reserved for rude or/mappropriate behavior

J u d g i n g C r i t e r i a /
Using the above criteria, please offer compliments aiid/or suĝ tions for improvement for
e a c h d e b a t e r : /
• C A S E A N A L Y S I S : /
How well did the debater develop a case in response to the resolution? /
• E V I D E N C E : /
Although value debating emphasizes logic and persuasion, evidence (quoted inaterial, contemporary or historical examples)
should be used to support arguments. How effective was the evidence? /
• O R G A N I Z A T I O N : /
How well did the debater organize both the constructive and rebuttal soeeches?
• V A L U E C L A S H : /
How clearly did the debater emphasize the value being supported w his/her side, and how well was that value measured?
( C r i t e r i o n ) /
• R E F U T A T I O N : /
How thoroughly did the debater refute the arguments of the ̂position and rebuild his/her own side?
• D E L I V E R Y / C O U R T E S Y : /
Did each debater speak in communicative style that was peasant, easily understandable, and civil?

Using the above criteria, please offeryCompliments and/or suggestions for improvement to
e a c h d e b a t e r : /

N o g T r t i T i r e ' p »
/ G -cpoc^ ^ ^

2 ' ^ o c ^ \ r . 1• ^ I I / 0 ^ ^ I K > A -
" - x a i c e p U s 2. Coil ^

i / w ( s > r < = -

a

ctsS i.

SPEAKER CODE/#:

I

R E A S O N F O R D E C I S I O N

o n t h e X ^ ^ w i n s t h i s d e b a t e .

(AFF or NEG)



L I N C O L N D O U Q ^
Judge's Name:

d e b a t e

Judge's School Affiliation:

A F F :
Speaker Code O-Q-

N E G :
pts \ Speaker Code #:_

Please award each speaker points based on the following scale: /
30 = Perfect 29 = Outstanding 28 = Very (̂ od

27 = Good (but possibly not good enough to qualify for̂ imination rounds)
26-25 = Fair 24-20 = Poor <20 = Reserved rude or inappropriate behavior

Judging Criteria /
Using the above criteria, please offer compliments an̂ r suggestions for improvement for
e a c h d e b a t e r : /
• C A S E A N A L Y S I S : /
How well did the debater develop a case in response to the resolutioî
• E V I D E N C E : /
Although value debating emphasizes logic and persuasion, evid̂ce (quoted material, contemporary or historical examples)should be used to support arguments. How effective was the ̂dence?
• O R G A N I Z A T I O N : /
How well did the debater organize both the constructive and rebuttal speeches?
• V A L U E C L A S H : /
How clearly did the debater emphasize the value bein̂upported by his/her side, and how well was that value measured?
( C r i t e r i o n ) /
• R E F U T A T I O N : /
How thoroughly did the debater refute the argur̂nts of the opposition and rebuild his/her own side?
• DELIVERY/COURTESY: /
Did each debater speak in commimicative st̂  that was pleasant, easily understandable, and civil?

Using the above criteria, plê e offer compliments and/or suggestions for improvement to
e a c h d e b a t e r : /

A f fi r m a t i v e :

W\A|sd5\Ko hJossĈ  a\\
Negative

oil- {HAihc

S P E A K E R C O D E # :

R E A S O N F O R D E C I S I O N

o n t h e w i n s t h i s d e b a t e .

(AFF or NEG)



L I N C O L N D O U G L A S D e b a t e
J u d g e ' s N a m e : L

Judge's School Affiliation:

A F F :
Speaker Code #:

N E G :
pts 9-̂  Speaker Code #: Pts_23

Please award each speaker points based on the following scale: /
30 = Perfect 29 = Outstanding 28 = Very Goô

27 = Good (but possibly not good enough to qualify for elimii(ation rounds)
26-25 = Fair 24-20 = Poor <20 = Reserved for or inappropriate behavior

Judging Criteria /
Using the above criteria, please offer compliments and/or ̂ ggestions for improvement for
e a c h d e b a t e r : /
• C A S E A N A L Y S I S : /
How well did the debater develop a case in response to the resolution? /
• E V I D E N C E : /
Although value debating emphasizes logic and persuasion, evidence (q̂ ted material, contemporary or historical examples)should be used to support arguments. How effective was the eviden̂
• O R G A N I Z A T I O N : /
How well did the debater organize both the constructive and rebuttal speeches?
• V A L U E C L A S H : /
How clearly did the debater emphasize the value being supported by his/her side, and how well was that value measured?
( C r i t e r i o n ) /
• R E F U T A T I O N : /
How thoroughly did the debater refute the arguments oythe opposition and rebuild his/her own side?
• D E L I V E R Y / C O U R T E S Y: /
Did each debater speak in communicative style thaUwas pleasant, easily understandable, and civil?

Using the above criteria, please offer compliments and/or suggestions for improvement to
e a c h d e b a t e r : /

A f fimat i ve : , i . . Ad "Hve Nega t i ve ^

SPEAKER CODE #; " V on the wins this debate.
Q ( A F F o r N E G ) ^

R E A S O N F O R D E C I S I O N . W v V s . ,



Irina Kizler (*16)
Round 3A 1:30pm A1
A f f ; 1 R a m i r e z

Neg: 20 Kareti
N o v i c e L - D D e b a t e

Speaker Code #:

L I N C O L N D O T
Judge's Name:

Judge's School Affiliation:

A F F :
pts S Speaker Code #:

N E G :

.Debate

Z7. S

Please award each speaker points based on the foliowing seal/:
30 = Perfect 29 = Outstanding 28 = Very Good

27 = Good (but possibly not good enough to qualî for elimination rounds)
26-25 = Fair 24-20 = Poor <20 = Reserv̂  for rude or inappropriate behavior

Judging Criteri/
Using the above criteria, please offer compliments ̂ d/or suggestions for improvement for
e a c h d e b a t e r : /
• C A S E A N A L Y S I S : /
How well did the debater develop a case in response to the resoiutlOT?
• E V I D E N C E : /
Although value debating emphasizes logic and persuasion, evidmce (quoted material, contemporary or historical examples)
should be used to support arguments. How effective was the widence?
• O R G A N I Z A T I O N : /
How well did the debater organize both the constructive aiyl rebuttal speeches?
• V A L U E C L A S H : 7
How clearly did the debater emphasize the value being ̂pported by his/her side, and how well was that value measured?
( C r i t e r i o n ) /
• R E F U T A T I O N : /
How thoroughly did the debater refute the argumeiUs of the opposition and rebuild his/her own side?
• DELIVERY/COURTESY: /
Did each debater speak in communicative style mat was pleasant, easily understandable, and civil?

Using the above criteria, please offer compliments and/or suggestions for improvement to
e a c h d e b a t e r : /

A f fi r m a t i v e :

- ( j e e A ^ /

N e g a t i v e / v-LooC. pV y V,jp_ -J
( n « t ^

' P o r t r ^ ' v U
P Vv O V>a r*- ' S ^ ' f

S P E A K E R C O D E # :

R E A S O N F O R D E C I S I O N

on the Aff wins this debate.
(AP® or NEG)

| u t v ^ i - e - f ( U . Y i r A V \



Irina Kizler (*16)
Round 3B 1:30pm A1
A f f : 2 A l d a n a

Neg: 19 Jerez
N o v i c e L - D D e b a t e

Speaker Code #;_
A F F :

LINCOLN DQIJî S Debate
Judge's Name:

Judge's School Affiliation:̂
N E G :

p t s S p e a k e r C o d e # : I v f

Please award each speaker points based on the following scale:
30 = Perfect 29 = Outstanding 28 = Very Good

27 = Good (but possibly not good enough to qualify for elimination round̂
26-25 = Fair 24-20 = Poor <20 = Reserved for rude or inappropriate behavior

J u d g i n g C r i t e r i a /
Using the above criteria, please offer compliments and/or suggesting for improvement for
e a c h d e b a t e r : /
• C A S E A N A L Y S I S ; /
How well did the debater develop a case in response to the resolution? /
• E V I D E N C E : /
Although value debating emphasizes logic and persuasion, evidence (quoted matenal, contemporary or historical examples)
should be used to support arguments. How effective was the evidence? /
• O R G A N I Z A T I O N : /
How well did the debater organize both the constructive and rebuttal speeĉ?
• V A L U E C L A S H : /
How clearly did the debater emphasize the value being supported by hîer side, and how well was that value measured?
( C r i t e r i o n ) /
• R E F U T A T I O N ; /
How thoroughly did the debater refute the arguments of the oppĉion and rebuild his/her own side? ̂
• D E L I V E R Y / C O U R T E S Y : /
Did each debater speak in communicative style that was pleât, easily understandable, and civil?

Using the above criteria, please offer compliments and/or suggestions for improvement to
e a c h d e b a t e r : /

A f fi r m a t i v e : /

. o-iscvi oC y(C - kjtXov-Vt-

N e g a t i v e • o X v
. V ' a S v . O r v

7 C ^ V ^

I

C r c \

s ̂ vo V ̂  r̂ s ̂ Vr<»

SPEAKER CODE #: V

R E A S O N F O R D E C I S I O N

on the AiCG wins this debate.
(AFForUB"

I 5-^5 ...vc rajil fof



Lucas Tung (*11)
Round 3A 1:30pm A3
A f f : 2 2 H a b i b

Neg: 20 Shvakel
N o v i c e L - D D e b a t e

A F F :
Speaker Code #:

L I N C O L N D O U G L A S D e b a t e
Judge's Name: UACAS Tuv̂^
Judge's School Affiliation:

N E G :
pts 2.q> Speaker Code #: XO ^ p

Please award each speaker points based on the following scale: /30 = Perfect 29 = Outstanding 28 = Very Gô
27 = Good (but possibly not good enough to qualify for elinmation rounds)

26-25 = Fair 24-20 = Poor <20 = Reserved for rude or inappropriate behavior

Judging Criteria /Using the above criteria, please offer compliments and/or ̂ggestions for improvement for
e a c h d e b a t e r : /
• C A S E A N A L Y S I S : /
How well did the debater develop a case in response to the resolution? /
• E V I D E N C E : /
Although value debating emphasizes logic and persuasion, evidence (qmited material, contemporary or historical examples)should be used to support arguments. How effective was the evidenĉ
• O R G A N I Z A T I O N : Z
How well did the debater organize both the constructive and rebuttm speeches?
• V A L U E C L A S H : /
How clearly did the debater emphasize the value being support̂  by his/her side, and how well was Uiat value measured?
( C r i t e r i o n ) /
• R E F U T A T I O N : /
How thoroughly did the debater refute the arguments of tl̂opposition and rebuild his/her own side?
• D E L I V E R Y / C O U R T E S Y : /
Did each debater speak in communicative style that ŵpleasant, easily understandable, and civil?

Using the above criteria, please offe/compliments and/or suggestions for improvement to
e a c h d e b a t e r : /

A f fi r m a t i v e : / N e g a t i v e
c r f & p c \ z a \ , r - A e \ \ \ J t r ' y ^ d - t U i W c i e h

c w v J d r c \ \ v x f y
n o i t o o c A n ' V C K .

o r ^ o U c i ® c u v r t t v * V s , V e r y C A ^ b e , b u t - f i c e l b f l ' V A y

S P E A K E R C O D E

REASON FOR DECISION

on the ApF w ins th i s deba te .

(A2F>rNEG)

wWy 6 VIQVVV- W bap. YV"ev««- ^ "VW, l\J^ L. pvi->Vv«ijr
V y M r - / v « . M 4 < W s < n . ^ o o < 4 T f f c . 6 i + e r U n V - i



Lucas Tung (Ml)
Round 3B 1;30pm A3
Aff: 22 Gupta
Neg: 19 Alam
N o v i c e L - D D e b a t e

L INCOLN DOUGLAS Deba te
Judge's Name: Luc^b

Judge's School Affiliation: L6Hc*V>.

A F F :
Speaker Code #: pts 7.7 Speaker Code #:

N E G :

Please award each speaker points based on the following scale:
30 = Perfect 29 = Outstanding 28 = Very Good /

27 = Good (but possibly not good enough to qualify for elimination roî s)
26-25 = Fair 24-20 = Poor <20 = Reserved for rude or inaopropriate behavior

J u d g i n g C r i t e r i a /
Using the above criteria, please offer compliments and/or suggestîs for improvement for
e a c h d e b a t e r : /
• C A S E A N A L Y S I S : /
How well did the debater develop a case in response to the resolution? /
• E V I D E N C E : /
Although value debating emphasizes logic and persuasion, evidence (quoted mâal, contemporary or historical examples)
should be used to support arguments. How effective was the evidence? /
• O R G A N I Z A T I O N : /
How well did the debater organize both the constructive and rebuttal speeds?
• V A L U E C L A S H : /
How clearly did the debater emphasize the value being supported by lys/her side, and how well was tliat value measured?
( C r i t e r i o n ) /
• R E F U T A T I O N : /
How thoroughly did the debater refute the arguments of the opposition and rebuild his/her own side?
• D E L I V E R Y / C O U R T E S Y : /
Did each debater speak in communicative style that was plênt, easily understandable, and civil?

Using the above criteria, please offer cĉpliments and/or suggestions for improvement to
e a c h d e b a t e r : /

A f fi r m a t i v e : /

d o € ^ c * . < 1 ^ v w V v v V ® -
A r l v f t V v 4 y v < j U I A < K \ o V

Negative,
'UV\V\V\, VvÂ peAedl Vo VWc-• W s a . s , p - n o i e c H o v ,

eyt, caofraJt! V>ur car> be tnore arHiJA\«*X/
drop <Ar<gi\TrvtYv̂ .

S P E A K E R C O D E # : ^ 2 -

R E A S O N F O R D E C I S I O N

o n t h e w i n s t h i s d e b a t e . L P W

(̂ 5̂>orNEG)
Atf (scS-t/^AKy ^ <L'r\'\ -Fov- rowvvA, ff" IAThvi'-^
VJ<»S o\/£VA1H faOr̂  orjjAwiz-tA «,,, cA9t. a.ryp,<n>r
V o j 3 r e v « ) f 4 c \ . « A r - , /■» + £ < t n V .



Round 4A 3:30pm A3
Aff; 22 Garg
Neg; 12 Choudhry
N o v i c e L - D D e b a t e

LINCOLN DOUGLAS Debate
J u d g e ' s N a m e : S

Judge's School Affiliation: 0

A F F :
Speaker Code U:

N E G ;
Speaker Code #: , z r

Please award each speaker points based on the following scale: 7
30 = Perfect 29 = Outstanding 28 = Very Go/w

27 = Good (but possibly not good enough to qualify for el̂nation rounds)
26-25 — Fair 24-20 = Poor <20 = Reserved for nWe or inappropriate behavior

Judging Criteria /Using the above criteria, please offer compliments and/or suggestions for improvement for
e a c h d e b a t e r : /• C A S E A N A L Y S I S : /
How well did the debater develop a case in response to the resolution? /
• E V I D E N C E : /
t̂hough value debating emphasizes logic and persuasion, evidence (quAed material, contemporary or historical examples) shouldbe used to support arguments. How efTcctive was the evidence? /
• O R G A N I Z A T I O N : /
How well did the debater organize both the constructive and rebutyf speeches?
• V A L U E C L A S H : /
ŵ clearly did the debater emphasize the value being support/U by his/her side, and how well was that value measured'/

( C n t e n o n ) /
• R E F U T A T I O N : /
How thoroughly did the debater refute the arguments of the opposition and rebuild his/her own side?
• D E L I V E R Y / C O U R T E S Y : /
Did each debater speak in communicative style that wa/pleasant, easily understandable, and civil?

Using the above criteria, please offeîompliments and/or suggestions for improvement to
e a c h d e b a t e r : // I '
A f fi r m a t i v e : / N e g a t i v e

J( u i. 'T^\ktKi Md \^cj^ hi P o n f s V l O t ^ r - ^ O n I j
. 6oM imhM

U > b ^ c l c d o A f ^ h o o / - / o V * - * r < r o - W - f -loA-clc o/v(-̂ ✓ih00 ĵ ooô

^ fl,euvho/icdC CAM u/e. lUt t> c
HdfukboA a wnu wLiel Tf b^nAfii-j

: ^ K / c ^ i u j L d c ' \ U ^

SPEAKER CODE #:

REASON FOR DECISION

o n t h e w i n s t h i s d e b a t e .
(AFF or NEG)



LINCOLN DOUGLAS Debate
Judge's Name:

Judge's School AfTiliation: B' J 0

Speaker Code #:
N E G :

Speaker Code 1 I ^ : n -
Please award each speaker points based on the following scale:

30 = Perfect 29 = Outstanding 28 = Very Good
27 = Good (but possibly not good enough to qualify for elimination rounds) y/̂

26-25 — Fair 24-20 = Poor <20 = Reserved for rude or inappropriatê havior

J u d g i n g C r i t e r i a XUsing the above criteria, please offer compliments and/or suggestions for imĵovement for
e a c h d e b a t e r : /
• C A S E A N A L Y S I S : /
How well did the debater develop a case in response to the resolution? y
• E V I D E N C E : /
t̂hough value debating emphasizes logic and persuasion, evidence (quoted material, contcnlporary or historical examples) shouldbe used to support arguments. How effective was the evidence? /

• O R G A N I Z A T I O N : /
How well did the debater organize both the constructive and rebuttal speeches? /
• V A L U E C L A S H : /
ŵ clearly did the debater emphasize the value being supported by his/her side/and how well was that value measured'

( C n t e n o n ) /
• R E F U T A T I O N : /
How thoroughly did the debater refute the arguments of the opposition and rebuild his/her own side?
• D E L I V E R Y / C O U R T E S Y : /
Did each debater speak in communicative style that was pleasant, êy understandable, and civil?

Using the above criteria, please offer complînts and/or suggestions for improvement to
e a c h d e b a t e r : /

A f fi r m a t i v e : / N e g a t i v e
- u u o f - J -

- N i u c a I < « o I U l M h < > - i o - f - d y - c
C w i i - f i ~ i r ■( / 6 C > ' V O > J K C - ^ i

C\rO%) '

Proloc,(ftî  U/«VlL H> iviô
i - I - P fi  C ^ A k A h o w j

d(̂<rt<clo 'fvû^
f̂-pnyJL (v,7̂

SPEAKER CODE #:

REASON FOR DECISION

(^ £> a\<A oA c,ycrMtAC-t
u .U c f - i r i f ooA CAH

5 lv i ^Y hu / t j

| 0 0 , A > y . U .
fY\^C< CCTAUi^

o n t h e w i n s t h i s d e b a t e .
(AFF or NEG)

'jOOd^ <t ctdif' pho/y & (/■
h S f̂fiorh



T t- 'i
Niiiilaii Xu (' 16)
Round 4A 3:30pm A1
A f f ; 2 0 S h v a k e l

Neg: 22 Gupta
N o v i c e L - D D e b a t e

LINCOLNDOUGLAS Debate
Judge's Name: 62̂ —
Judge's School Affiliation:

Speaker Code # : ^K) n ts Speaker Code # : p ts
Please award each speaker points based on the following scale: y

30 = Perfect 29 = Outstanding 28 = Very Good
27 = Good (but possibly not good enough to qualify for elu*(mation rounds)

26-25 — Fair 24-20 = Poor <20 = Reserved for or inappropriate behavior

Judging Criteria /Using the above criteria, please offer compliments and/or suggestions for improvement for
e a c h d e b a t e r : /
• C A S E A N A L Y S I S : /
How well did the debater develop a case in response to the resolution? /
• E V I D E N C E : /
t̂hoû  value debating emphasizes logic and persuasion, evidence (oubted material, contemporary or historical examples) shouldbe used to support arguments. How effective was the evidence? /
• O R G A N I Z A T I O N : /
How well did the debater organize both the constructive and rebiafal speeches?
• V A L U E C L A S H : /
ŵ clearly did the debater emphasize the value being suppo/kd by his/her side, and how well was that value measured*?

( C n t e n o n ) /
• R E F U T A T I O N : /
How thoroughly did the debater refute the arguments oLfhe opposition and rebuild his/'hcr own side?
• D E L I V E R Y / C O U R T E S Y : /
Did each debater speak in communicative style thatyLs pleasant, easily understandable, and civil?

Using the above criteria, please ofttr compliments and/or suggestions for improvement to
e a c h d e b a t e r : /

A f fi r m a t i v e : / N e g a t i v e . /
O f t ( x k <

Q:,ffCC{ CLfft
■4.U.

SPEAKER CODE # :

REASON FOR DECISION
(API
t h e n n w i n s t h i s d e b a t e .

(AFFoTNEQ



Nanlan Xu ('i€)
Round 4B 3:30pm A1
A f f ; 1 9 A l a m

Neg; 2 Aldana
N o v i c e L - D D e b a t e

Speaker Code #:

LINCOLN DOUGLAS Deb^e
J u d g e ' s N a m e : ^ / i C f ' Z

Judge's School Affiliation:

pts Speaker Code ft ■X. DL(i.C(y>ŷ (K pts oC7
Please award each speaker points based on the following scale:

30 = Perfect 29 = Outstanding 28 = Very Good /
27 = Good (but possibly not good enough to qualify for elimination rounds) /

26-25 - Fair 24-20 = Poor <20 = Reserved for rude or inapproprî  behavior

J u d g i n g C r i t e r i a /Using the above criteria, please offer compliments and/or suggestions for̂provement for
e a c h d e b a t e r : /
• C A S E A N A L Y S I S : /
How well did the debater develop a case in response to the resolution? /
• E V I D E N C E : /
t̂hough value debating emphasizes logic and persuasion, evidence (quoted material, coot̂iporary or historical examples) shouldbe used to support arguments. How effective was the evidence? /
• O R G A N I Z A T I O N : /
How well did the debater organize both the constructive and rebuttal speeches? /
• V A L U E C L A S H : /
How clearly did the debater emphasize the value being supported by his/her si<(e, and how well was that value measured''
( C r i t e r i o n ) /
• R E F U T A T I O N : /
How thoroughly did the debater refute the arguments of the opposition /aA rebuild his/Tier own side?
• D E L I V E R Y / C O U R T E S Y : /
Did each debater speak in communicative style that was pleasant, atkily understandable, and civil?

Using the above criteria, please offer compliments and/or suggestions for improvement to
e a c h d e b a t e r : /

Affirmat ive:

S P E A K E R C O D E # :

REASON FOR DECISION

13 n the ftK/T wins this debate.
(AFF or Î EG)



S i n e e s h K e s h a v ( * 2 2 ) ^
R o u n d 4 B 3 : 3 0 p m A 2 L I N C O L N D O U G L A S D e b a t e
A f f : 2 N a d l e r J u d g e ' s N a m e : J ^ > \ K - > . H H - a V
Neg; 1 RamirezN o v i c e L - D D e b a t e J u d g e ' s S c h o o l A f fi l i a t i o n : V

Speaker Code #:
2 - N E G :

pts ^ ' Speaker Code #:

Please award each speaker points based on the following scale: /
30 = Perfect 29 = Outstanding 28 = Very Good /

27 = Good (but possibly not good enough to qualify for elimination rounds) /
26-25 = Fair 24-20 = Poor <20 = Reserved for rude or inappropriat/behavior

J u d g i n g C r i t e r i a /
Using the above criteria, please offer compliments and/or suggestions for improvement for
e a c h d e b a t e r : /
• C A S E A N A L Y S I S : /
How well did the debater develop a case in response to the resolution? /
• E V I D E N C E : /
Although value debating emphasizes logic and persuasion, evidence (quoted material, contempon(̂  or historical examples) should
be used to support arguments. How effective was the evidence? /
• O R G A N I Z A T I O N : /
How well did the debater organize both the constructive and rebuttal speeches? /
• V A L U E C L A S H : /
How clearly did the debater emphasize the value being supported by his/her side, and hqîv well was that value measured*̂
( C r i t e r i o n ) /
• R E F U T A T I O N : /
How thoroughly did the debater refute the arguments of the opposition and rebuild̂s/hcr own side?
• D E L I V E R Y / C O U R T E S Y : /
Did each debater speak in communicative style that was pleasant, easily underspldable, and civil?

Using the above criteria, please offer compliments
each deba te r :

A f fi r m a t i v e : N e g a t

i w i i a J M . /
■ DsXuueAA ■■ rvo usivJa j .

CcrvJto) y

anmor suggestions for improvement to

n v e

SPEAKER CODE #:

REASON FOR DECISION

> '■ " © t - A O r I V l e r M U N * - ♦ r ^ d b i X c X - n i L ^
Negawve

r v J j u L ^ e t A '
^ Y ^ n ^ O j a l s L

7- t ^ C r \ ^ r ^
on the A ̂  wins this debate.

(AFF or NEG)

^ VA-fl>V''C3»-iz» /""v̂ywcĵ  cJLlAyvû
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■{juu-e^
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^̂ -ewJ£ YvN-A-efijL 't't/̂
Cev^«JU/iA/cXol^€ .
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K)̂E:6̂
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W t X A / ^ •
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Sineesh Keshav (*22)
Round 4A 3:30pm A2
A f f : 9 Wa t e r s o n

Neg: 19 Romero
N o v i c e L - D D e b a t e

Speaker Code #:

LINCOLN DOUGLAS Debate
Judge's Name: S (lO g grs t-V

Judge's School Affiliation:

N E G :
Speaker Code

Please award each speaker points based on the following scale: /
30 = Perfect 29 = Outstanding 28 = Very Good /

27 = Good (but possibly not good enough to qualify for eliminân rounds)
26-25 = Fair 24-20 = Poor <20 = Reserved for rude ô nappropriate behavior

Judging Criteria /Using the above criteria, please offer compliments and/or sugâtions for improvement for
e a c h d e b a t e r : /
• C A S E A N A L Y S I S : /
How well did the debater develop a case in response to the resolution? /
• E V I D E N C E : /
Although value debating emphasizes logic and persuasion, evidence (quoted ihaterial, contemporary or historical examples) should
be used to support arguments. How effective was the evidence? /
• O R G A N I Z A T I O N : /
How well did the debater organize both the constructive and rebuttal smfeches?
• V A L U E C L A S H : /
How clearly did the debater emphasize the value being supported bv/his/her side, and how well was that value measured?
( C r i t e r i o n ) /
• R E F U T A T I O N : /
How thoroughly did the debater refute the arguments of the ôsition and rebuild his/her own side?
• DELIVERY/COURTESY: J
Did each debater speak in communicative style that was plofcant, easily understandable, and civil?

Using the above criteria, please offer ĉpliments and/or suggestions for improvement to
e a c h d e b a t e r : /

A f fi r m a t i v e : / N e c r a t i v e

r ^

k) cJrvcl

• Q u j n /
pcrcvdt- c x L - o - w J ^

' r r v u u e J h c S r v c C c A /
' ^ r r - y o M .

- • " W o r v v V A C - V s c r n

t^uujr VYV-OYUVflLJAj(~ t ^ C/VO-V>
N e g a t i v e . ^ ^

U r t H v Av F ^ -
- Vr» i -v^ o-»^ l "ev t -ov \

. ̂ ajTs clomsxA- ̂  eAA;̂ cxad( .

REASON FOR DECISION
( A F F o r N E Q

wins this debate.

- >XJU4M AiU.^e .v^
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" ^-49^ n/wv*'UaeA><s .
K > e ^

tJU*ok rv%<5v>Jwij(~

^>ve-irs oyeJS •

c = J ^
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LINCOLRDOUGL/̂  DebateJudge's Name: ̂  ia-Z. \ <

Judge's School Affiliation: C j Cz^cr N

Speaker Code #: Speaker Code
N E G :

Please award each speaker points based on the following scale:
30 = Perfect 29 = Outstanding 28 = Very Good /

27 = Good (but possibly not good enough to qualify for elimination rounds)
26-25 — Fair 24-20 = Poor <20 = Reserved for rude or inapproprî  behavior

J u d g i n g C r i t e r i a /
Using the above criteria, please offer compliments and/or suggestions forimprovement for
e a c h d e b a t e r : /
• C A S E A N A L Y S I S : /
How well did the debater develop a case in response to the resolution? /
• E V I D E N C E ; /
t̂hough value debating emphasizes logic and persuasion, evidence (quoted material, cont̂iporary or historical examples) shouldbe used to support arguments. How effective was the evidence? /
• O R G A N I Z A T I O N : /
How well did the debater organize both the constructive and rebuttal speeches? /
• V A L U E C L A S H : /
How clearly did the debater emphasize the value being supported by his/her sîand how well was that value measured''
( C r i t e r i o n ) /
• R E F U T A T I O N : /
How thoroughly did the debater refute the arguments of the opposition ârebuild his/her own side?
• D E L I V E R Y / C O U R T E S Y : /
Did each debater speak in communicative style that was pleasant, êy understandable, and civil?
Using the above criteria, please offer complîiUs and/or suggestions fhr improvement to
e a c h d e b a t e r : ^

Affinnative: Welf̂ W^ ̂ JegatiJ "̂

,)J r+i'D tAA^
u i c ? v A , v

t l 4 NJ/V. - .L IO-
jonp̂cf

^ P\WA
f \ ) r

r M l
if'o

REASON FOR DECISK

SPEAKER CODE #:̂  ̂  on the _Â _̂ ]_wins this debate. /\ ̂  C0\ \/\Q^
( A F F o r N E G ) , , . I ) )

R E A S O N r o g ^ E o s i Q S i r : : ^ \ n { j
firit I-IcmJUJ J Loi'fly I^'/J V^llAi- f^ \ v . ^ a .

c ^ l v q h i M ^ r M 6 \ / / c ( j i v [ U u ^ ^ W p Q r ^ J5 1
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Uai

NCCr Iau,^ M ^ Ci\,^\^J\/r(L>Kir-
, 5 U u t J v . « U o r , 4 ^ - k ^ o

Op pr«3vvv,«J;/v^ yv\tu lApf P°^
UJV\<VV f)ebo(.^:,vyj oF 54rp.ij rd-M

+ 1 ^ o f . r



Suzie Kito (*9)
Round 4A 3:30pm P1
A f f ; 20 Ka re t i

Neg: 22 Habib
N o v i c e L - D D e b a t e

Speaker Code

LINCOL]>pOUGLAS DebateJudge ' s Name : k / 0

Judge's School Affiliation: cl GLC

■.M Speaker Code #:
Please award each speaker points based on the following scale: /

30 = Perfect 29 = Outstanding 28 = Very Qwd
27 = Good (but possibly not good enough to qualify for eumination rounds)

26-25 = Fair 24-20 = Poor <20 = Reserved foj/mde or inappropriate behavior

Judging Criteria /Using the above criteria, please offer compliments and/suggestions for improvement for
e a c h d e b a t e r : /
• C A S E A N A L Y S I S : /
How well did the debater develop a case in response to the resolution? /
• E V I D E N C E : /
t̂hough value debating emphasizes logic and persuasion, evidencêuoted material, contemporary or historical examples) shouldbe used to support arguments. How effective was the evidence? /
• O R G A N I Z A T I O N : /
How well did the debater organize both the constructive and rebmttal speeches?
• V A L U E C L A S H : 7
How clearly did the debater emphasize the value being supirorted by his/her side, and how well was that value measured*̂
( C r i t e r i o n ) 7
• R E F U T A T I O N : /
How thoroughly did the debater reftite the argumentsthe opposition and rebuild his/her own side?
• D E L I V E R Y / C O U R T E S Y: /
Did each debater speak in communicative style th7was pleasant, easily understandable, and civil?

Using the above criteria, please ̂ er compliments and/or suggestions for improvement to i /{e a c h d e b a t e r : / J - < . 1 . , / ^
Affirmat ive:

US /Lt r^
<tiz

H6. r

I I

ê>oj
T s / I A . ^

i i / t i h * -
o n t h e

( S J , N e g a t i v e r 1 ■ " l l h

b<5tv\v\i»jO «v]) (A4. Ĉ W\ V/JIVA ir̂ jô

' Cl'iJ ZoVy, Jr. ' c^kJ
, ( ^ ; • p r e x i s ^ ' "

^ - ' r ^ 1 , ■ ) L i

F o r N E G ) J
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SuCcfe

/ K e . / / I ■
' / , n . . A i )

U R B A S O N F O R U K C l S l O r l c ' , . , ,

fj />/4t7YA nliUI V " IK i<
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Danielle Kelly (MS)
Round 4B 3;30pm P2
Af f : 2 L i t t l esun

Neg: 8 Tang
N o v i c e L - D D e b a t e

L I N C O m D O U G L A S D e b a t e
Judge's Name: ' K/>\'p.'U Uy

Judge's School Affiliation: P\/U c

Speaker Code #: Speaker Code #:

Please award each speaker points based on the following scale:
30 = Perfect 29 = Outstanding 28 = Very Good

27 = Good (but possibly not good enough to qualify for elimination rounds)
26-25 = Fair 24-20 = Poor <20 = Reserved for rude or inappropriate behavior

Judging CriteriaUsing the above criteria, please offer compliments and/or suggestions for improvement for
each deba te r :
• C A S E A N A L Y S I S : y
How well did the debater develop a case in response to the resolution? z'
• E V I D E N C E : /
Although value debating emphasizes logic and persuasion, evidence (quoted material, contemporary or historical exampî) should
be used to support arguments. How effective was the evidence? /
• O R G A N I Z A T I O N : /
How well did the debater organize both the constructive and rebuttal speeches? /
• V A L U E C L A S H : /
How clearly did the debater emphasize the value being supported by his/her side, and how well was that ydue measured*'
( C r i t e r i o n ) /
• R E F U T A T I O N : /
How thoroughly did the debater refute the arguments of the opposition and rebuild his/her own sjd̂
• D E L I V E R Y / C O U R T E S Y : /Did each debater speak in communicative style that was pleasant, easily understandable, an̂vil?

Using the above criteria, please offer compliments and/or suĝstions for improvement to
e a c h d e b a t e r : /

Affirmat ive:

pc-r/i' s u/i'4K

" Spc'Y'-c 1

Negative /

C / z S S ^ p o K - C
A . , v k

\lo\CC^ VvOV^ e<| c
/

^ \ \ L i r J y y f r x 1 /

SPEAKER CODE #: ̂
REASON FOR DECISION

on the l\lP wins this debate.
(AFF or NEG)



Danielle Kelly ("*^19)
Round 4A 3:30pm P2
A f f : 22 Khan

Neg: 2 Poten
N o v i c e L - D D e b a t e

Speaker Code #:

LINCOt̂  DOUGLAS DebateJ u d g e ' s N a m e : 1 ^ / L

Judge's School Affiliation:

Speaker Code #:
N E G :

_pts3^
Please award each speaker points based on the following scale:

30 = Perfect 29 = Outstanding 28 = VeiyGaM
27 = Good (but possibly not good enough to qualify for êination rounds)26-25 — Fair 24-20 = Poor <20 = Reserved for̂ de or inappropriate behavior

Judging Criteria /Using the above criteria, please offer compliments and/or̂ggestions for improvement for
e a c h d e b a t e r : /
• C A S E A N A L Y S I S : /
How well did the debater develop a case in response to the resolution? /
• E V I D E N C E : /
t̂hough value debating emphasizes logic and persuasion, evidence ({nfoted material, contemporary or historical examples) shouldhe used to support arguments. How effective was the evidence? /
• O R G A N I Z A T I O N : /
How well did the debater organize both the constructive and rehîl speeches?
• V A L U E C L A S H : /
ŵ clearly did the debater emphasize the value being supported b>' his/her side, and how well was that value measured''

( C n t e r i o n ) /
• R E F U T A T I O N : /
How thoroughly did the debater refute the arguments of/e opposition and rebuild his/'hcr own side?
• D E L I V E R Y / C O U R T E S Y : /
Did each debater speak in communicative style that Whs pleasant, easily understandable, and civil?

Using the above criteria, please of̂  compliments and/or suggestions for improvement to
e a c h d e b a t e r : /

A f fi r m a t i v e : /

- P g / q r U c / ( J . / , J ) j
o ^ h i / c l U ^ C e ^ { / i a ^ c n I 1 I

, 1 • J ' ^ L ' X U / I f h

£.V\d. W\̂ \ri CoYW/iCyl'iĥ  ̂  v.fĈ r S>dt.
SPEAKER CODE #: "^3- on the N £-G- wins this debate.

(AFF or NEG)
R E A S O N F O R D E C I S I O N a j i , ) I

Negative

• ^ i 6 A c

: on the N9-G- wins this debate.
(AFF or NEG)

nc e, I -5,

ViM

Cev\K/ii:.]rrĉ  ̂ h ]1



IndtrKandasamy
Round 4 3:30pm P3 (single flight)
A f f : 1 9 J e r e z

Neg: 22 Cheng
N o v i c e L - D D e b a t e

Speaker Code #:

LINCOLN DOUGLAS Debate
Judge's Name: \ U (l.

Judge's School Affiliation

N E G :
Speaker Code #:

Please award each speaker points based on the following scale: /
30 = Perfect 29 = Outstanding 28 = Very Good /

27 = Good (but possibly not good enough to qualify for elimination rounds)
26-25 = Fair 24-20 = Poor <20 = Reserved for rude or inapprâ ate behavior

J u d g i n g C r i t e r i a /Using the above criteria, please offer compliments and/or suggestions ft̂mprovement for
e a c h d e b a t e r : /
• C A S E A N A L Y S I S : /
How well did the debater develop a case in response to the resolution? /
• E V I D E N C E : /
t̂hough value debating emphasizes logic and persuasion, evidence (quoted material, con̂nporary or historical examples) shouldbe used to siqiport arguments. How effective was the evidence? /
• O R G A N I Z A T I O N : /
How well did the debater organize both the constructi\ e and rebuttal speeches? /
• V A L U E C L A S H : /
How clearly did the debater emphasize the value being supported by his/her side/and how well was that value measured'̂
( C r i t e r i o n ) /
• R E F U T A T I O N : /
How thoroughly did the debater refute the arguments of the opposition an̂build his/her own side?
• D E L I V E R Y / C O U R T E S Y : 7
Did each debater speak in communicative style that was pleasant, easiiyunderstandable, and civil?

Using the above criteria, please offer compliments and/or suggestions for improvement to
e a c h d e b a t e r : /

A f fi r m a t i v e : ^ y N e g a t i v e , / / -
^trh . &70[>d o'l /

. / ,

poJ-lu-MVi -
o U s i y / c C ^ ^ r i A d - o / A y r v i ^

I / c
S P E A K E R C O D E # : o n t h e w i n s t h i s d e b a t e .

(AFF or NEG)
REASON FOR DECISIONI h i s \ f - ^ ^ d J o S A i d 4 , ' d x x i ~

- P h - c U r T k - e ^ ^ 5 ' A ^ u j a S


