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LINCOLN-DOUGLAS DEBATE

JUDGES QUICK REFERENCE GUIDE

DISCLAIMER: The judge guides are shortened versions of the information contained in the FCDI Handbook. All judges
should read the judge guidelines and event rules in the handbook before participating. Contact tournament staff as soon
as possible if any issues arise. Do not discuss with students.

Your decision and scores must be submitted within 5 minutes of the conclusion of the round. Comments and “Reasons for
Decisions” are due by 11:59 PM on the day of.

OVERVIEW

Lincoln-Douglas Debate (LD) is a one-on-one format that emphasizes the ethics and moral aspects of a topic or issue. LD
focuses heavily on the competing principles presented by each debater and how they should be considered when
evaluating the resolution.

Lincoln-Douglas debates often include the terms below:

® Value: A principle that the debater uses to support or oppose the resolution. For example, utilitarianism, liberty or
equality of opportunity.

e Criterion: This is how the debaters ask the judge to measure the values presented.

RESOLUTIONS
The topics the students debate in LD are released on a bimonthly basis at civicsanddebate.com/upcoming.

EVIDENCE
All evidence should be cited orally. Students and judges may request to review an opponent’s source, but this should not
significantly delay the round.

PROHIBITED CONTENT

Profanity, explicit or suggestive sexual content and the promotion, glorification or graphic depiction of violence, self-harm,
illegal activity or drug/alcohol use are strictly prohibited. Report prohibited content to tournament staff. Do not discuss
with the student.

Speech Goal Time Limit
Affirmative Constructive (1AC) Provide affirmative constructive arguments 6 minutes
Negative Cross Examination Negative questions affirmative 3 minutes
Negative Constructive (1NC) Provide negative constructive arguments; 7 minutes
may offer initial rebuttals

Affirmative Cross Examination Affirmative questions negative 3 minutes

Affirmative Rebuttal (1AR) Affirmative responds to negative’s 4 minutes
constructive and counter arguments

Negative Rebuttal (NR) Negative responds to affirmative’s 6 minutes
arguments; summarizes debate

Second Affirmative Rebuttal Affirmative responds to negative's 3 minutes

(2AR) arguments; summarizes debate

Prep time 4 minutes per student; used as desired.

Competitors may use an electronic device or handheld timer to time themselves, but the judge is the official timekeeper.

JUDGING

FOLLOW THE DEBATE
Keep a flow (notes) throughout the round. Your flow should track main arguments and the major points of clash between
the two sides. It's helpful to track arguments by their:
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e Claims: Tagline; what the argument is

e Warrants: The logical reason why the claim is true

® Impact: The effect of the argument on the world and why the argument matters

Track clash through the responses made to main arguments (rebuttals/counterarguments).

DETERMINE THE WINNER
At the end of the debate, review your flow to determine which arguments remain standing and which have been
effectively refuted or neutralized by the opponent. Consider which side won the major points of clash and the relative
importance (weight) of the impacts of the remaining arguments. Ultimately, compare the two “worlds” presented in the
debate: What would the world look like if the resolution were adopted (affirmation) versus if it were rejected (negation)?
The winner is the competitor who does the better job of demonstrating that their world produces the preferred outcome
based on the arguments made in the round. You must make this determination based on the debate itself, not on

personal beliefs.

WRITE YOUR REASON FOR DECISION (RFD)
Use your flow to explain why you chose the winner. Your RFD should highlight the specific arguments that won or lost the
round for each competitor and explain how those arguments affected the overall outcome.

Speaker Points 2 3 a 5 5
(2-6) POOR BELOW AVERAGE AVERAGE ABOVE AVERAGE EXCELLENT

Delivery Vocal delivery and physical Delivery occasionally impedes Delivery generally supports Delivery consistently enhances | Polished, delivery- engaging
presence interfere with understanding. Vocal and understanding. Rate, communication. Clear, and highly effective. Vocal
understanding and nonverbal communication are volume, pronunciation, eye confident vocal delivery. Eye and physical communication
persuasion (i.e. rate, volume, inconsistent, with limited use contact and nonverbal contact, purposeful posture maximize clarity, credibility,
eye contact, movement or of eye contact, vocal variety, communication are and movement, reinforces persuasion and audience
nonverbal communication) emphasis or purposeful adequate, with some arguments and improves engagement, enhancing the
are distracting or ineffective. movement. effective use of vocal variety. | audience understanding. arguments.

Organization Organization is unclear. Organization is inconsistent. Organization is generally Organization is clear and Organization is highly clear
Constructive speeches lack Structure of constructive clear. Arguments include consistent. Arguments are and strategic. Arguments
structure and key speeches and arguments lack claim-warrant-impact well-structured with claim, have a distinct claim, warrant
argument components. clarity. Roadmap for rebuttals structure. Rebuttals and warrant and impact. and impact. Structure of
Rebuttals and summaries and summaries unclear or not summaries follow explicit Rebuttals and summaries rebuttals and summaries
lack roadmap or clear followed. roadmap but may lack follow a clear and effective enhances clarity.
structure. consistent adherence. structure.

Argumentation Arguments are unclear, Arguments are Presents well-supported Develops well-supported Consistently advances
underdeveloped or inconsistently developed. arguments. Demonstrates arguments with strong compelling, strategic
unsupported. Claims lack Some claims include an understanding of the warrants, meaningful arguments-exceptional
logical warrants or meaningful | warrants or impacts, but resolution and develops impacts and powerful reasoning, impactful analysis
impacts. Missing or inaccurate | analysis is incomplete or offensive arguments that evidence. Demonstrates and persuasive evidence.
use of evidence. Little analysis uneven. Evidence is limited, address issues in the round. critical analysis of Demonstrates sophisticated
of the resolution or weakly explained or Lacks sophistication of resolution. Challenges understanding of the
misinterpretation of inconsistently applied. weighing arguments or opponent’s claims. Clearly resolution and generates
resolution. presenting compelling presents a framework for tight framework.

framework. judge.

Rebuttal & Rarely responds to opposing Addresses some opposing Effectively responds to Skillfully refutes opposing Consistently demonstrates

Questioning arguments or questions. arguments but responses major opposing arguments arguments through exceptional rebuttal and
Refutation is minimal, are incomplete. through rebuttal and well-reasoned responses, defensive strategy. Questions
inaccurate or off-topic. Questioning or rebuttal questioning. Demonstrates strategic questioning and and refutations expose
Cross-examination and identifies a few weaknesses sound defensive strategy by | effective defense. Identifies critical weaknesses,
questioning is ineffective or but often misses significant identifying weaknesses, logical flaws, evidentiary neutralize attacks.
unproductive. opportunities. answering attacks and weaknesses and Outstanding responsiveness

maintaining responsiveness. | inconsistencies. throughout.

Conduct Conduct is inappropriate or Conduct is occasionally Conduct is generally Conduct is consistently Conduct exemplifies
disrespectful. Negative inappropriate or respectful and professional. respectful, professional and outstanding professionalism,
interactions with opponents, unprofessional. Respect for Interactions are appropriate courteous. Demonstrates respect and sportsmanship.
partners or judges detract. others or event procedures is and follow event good sportsmanship Contributes positively and

inconsistent. expectations. throughout. serves as a model.

ADDITIONAL CONSIDERATIONS FOR LINCOLN-DOUGLAS
Your RFD should include arguments on the value and criteria proposed. Make sure to compare each side’s value

framework and determine which debater more effectively justifies their value and best meets the criterion when
weighing the contrasting arguments in the round.
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PUBLIC FORUM
JUDGES QUICK REFERENCE GUIDE

DISCLAIMER: The judge guides are shortened versions of the information contained in the FCDI Handbook. All judges
should read the judge guidelines and event rules in the handbook before participating. Contact tournament staff as soon
as possible if any issues arise. Do not discuss with students.

Your decision and scores must be submitted within 5 minutes of the conclusion of the round. Comments and “Reasons for
Decisions” are due by 11:59 PM on the day of.

OVERVIEW

Public Forum Debate (PF) is a two-on-two team event in which competitors debate current events and policy
issues before a general audience. The focus is on clear communication and persuasive arguments rather than
the technical aspects of debate.

Each member of the two-person PF team must maintain their role as 1st or 2nd speaker for the whole round.

RESOLUTIONS
The topics the students debate in PF are released on a bimonthly basis at civicsanddebate.com/upcoming.

COINTOSS

The students will toss a coin (or use coin toss software) to determine the sides and speaking order for the
debate. The team who wins the coin toss chooses either the side of the resolution they will argue (affirmation
or negation) or whether their team will speak first. The team that loses the coin toss then makes the remaining
determination.

EVIDENCE

All evidence should be cited orally. Students and judges may request to review an opponent’s source, but this
should not significantly delay the round.

PROHIBITED CONTENT

Profanity, explicit or suggestive sexual content and the promotion, glorification or graphic depiction of violence, self-harm,
illegal activity or drug/alcohol use are strictly prohibited. Report prohibited content to tournament staff. Do not discuss

with the student.

Speech Goal Time Limit
Constructive (1st Speaker, Team A)| Provide Team A’s constructive arguments 4 minutes
Constructive (1st Speaker, Team B)| Provide Team B's constructive arguments; 4 minutes

may offer initial rebuttals
Crossfire - 1st Speakers The first speakers exchange questions 3 minutes
Rebuttal (2nd Speaker, Team A) 4 minutes
Provide counter arguments/rebuttal
Rebuttal (2nd Speaker, Team B) 4 minutes
Crossfire - 2nd Speakers The second speakers exchange questions 3 minutes
Summary (1st Speaker, Team A) 3 minutes
Summarize key arguments/clash
Summary (1st Speaker, Team B) 3 minutes
Grand Crossfire (all) All speakers exchange questions 3 minutes
Final Focus (2nd Speaker, Team A) Final appeal: offer final rebuttals, weigh 2 minutes
Final Focus (2nd Speaker, Team B) | key arguments 2 minutes
Prep time 3 minutes per team; used as desired.

Competitors may use an electronic device or handheld timer to time themselves, but the judge is the official timekeeper.


https://ef2108c8-4c07-4e04-b389-e8ece232ece9.usrfiles.com/ugd/ec3230_50968001ee6d457d929f0d8bfe1daa24.pdf
civicsanddebate.com/upcoming
www.civicsanddebate.com/upcoming
https://ef2108c8-4c07-4e04-b389-e8ece232ece9.usrfiles.com/ugd/ec3230_50968001ee6d457d929f0d8bfe1daa24.pdf

FLORIDA
CIVICS@DEBATE

X Ak k k& INITIATIVE

PUBLIC FORUM
JUDGES QUICK REFERENCE GUIDE

JUDGING

FOLLOW THE DEBATE
Keep a flow (notes) throughout the round. Your flow should track main arguments and the major points of clash between
the two sides. It's helpful to track arguments by their:

® Claims: Tagline; what the argument is

e Warrants: The logical reason why the claim is true

e Impact: The effect of the argument on the world and why the argument matters

Track clash through the responses made to main arguments (rebuttals/counterarguments).

DETERMINE THE WINNER
At the end of the debate, review your flow to determine which arguments remain standing and which have been effectively
refuted or neutralized by the opponent. Consider which side won the major points of clash and the relative importance
(weight) of the impacts of the remaining arguments. Ultimately, compare the two “worlds” presented in the debate: What
would the world look like if the resolution were adopted (affirmation) versus if it were rejected (negation)? The winner is the
team that does the better job of demonstrating that their world produces the preferred outcome based on the arguments
made in the round. You must make this determination based on the debate itself, not on personal beliefs.

WRITE YOUR REASON FOR DECISION (RFD)
Use your flow to explain why you chose the winner. Your RFD should highlight the specific arguments that won or lost the
round for each competitor and explain how those arguments affected the overall outcome.

Speaker Points 2 3 4 5 6
(2-6) POOR BELOW AVERAGE AVERAGE ABOVE AVERAGE EXCELLENT

Delivery Vocal delivery and physical Delivery occasionally impedes Delivery generally supports Delivery consistently enhances | Polished, delivery- engaging
presence interfere with understanding. Vocal and understanding. Rate, communication. Clear, and highly effective. Vocal
understanding and nonverbal communication are volume, pronunciation, eye confident vocal delivery. Eye and physical communication
persuasion (i.e. rate, volume, inconsistent, with limited use contact and nonverbal contact, purposeful posture maximize clarity, credibility,
eye contact, movement or of eye contact, vocal variety, communication are and movement, reinforces persuasion and audience
nonverbal communication) emphasis or purposeful adequate, with some arguments and improves engagement, enhancing the
are distracting or ineffective. movement. effective use of vocal variety. | audience understanding. arguments.

Organization Organization is unclear. Organization is inconsistent. Organization is generally Organization is clear and Organization is highly clear
Constructive speeches lack Structure of constructive clear. Arguments include consistent. Arguments are and strategic. Arguments
structure and key speeches and arguments lack claim-warrant-impact well-structured with claim, have a distinct claim, warrant
argument components. clarity. Roadmap for rebuttals structure. Rebuttals and warrant and impact. and impact. Structure of
Rebuttals and summaries and summaries unclear or not summaries follow explicit Rebuttals and summaries rebuttals and summaries
lack roadmap or clear followed. roadmap but may lack follow a clear and effective enhances clarity.
structure. consistent adherence. structure.

Argumentation Arguments are unclear, Arguments are Presents well-supported Develops well-supported Consistently advances
underdeveloped or inconsistently developed. arguments. Demonstrates arguments with strong compelling, strategic
unsupported. Claims lack Some claims include an understanding of the warrants, meaningful arguments-exceptional
logical warrants or meaningful | warrants orimpacts, but resolution and develops impacts and powerful reasoning, impactful analysis
impacts. Missing or inaccurate analysis is incomplete or offensive arguments that evidence. Demonstrates and persuasive evidence.
use of evidence. Little analysis uneven. Evidence is limited, address issues in the round. critical analysis of Demonstrates sophisticated
of the resolution or weakly explained or Lacks sophistication of resolution. Challenges understanding of the
misinterpretation of inconsistently applied. weighing arguments or opponent’s claims. Clearly resolution and generates
resolution. presenting compelling presents a framework for tight framework.

framework. judge.

Rebuttal & Rarely responds to opposing Addresses some opposing Effectively responds to Skillfully refutes opposing Consistently demonstrates

Questioning arguments or questions. arguments but responses major opposing arguments arguments through exceptional rebuttal and
Refutation is minimal, are incomplete. through rebuttal and well-reasoned responses, defensive strategy. Questions
inaccurate or off-topic. Questioning or rebuttal questioning. Demonstrates strategic questioning and and refutations expose
Cross-examination and identifies a few weaknesses sound defensive strategy by | effective defense. Identifies critical weaknesses,
questioning is ineffective or but often misses significant identifying weaknesses, logical flaws, evidentiary neutralize attacks.
unproductive. opportunities. answering attacks and weaknesses and Outstanding responsiveness

maintaining responsiveness. | inconsistencies. throughout.

Conduct Conduct is inappropriate or Conduct is occasionally Conduct is generally Conduct is consistently Conduct exemplifies
disrespectful. Negative inappropriate or respectful and professional. respectful, professional and outstanding professionalism,
interactions with opponents, unprofessional. Respect for Interactions are appropriate courteous. Demonstrates respect and sportsmanship.
partners or judges detract. others or event procedures is and follow event good sportsmanship Contributes positively and

inconsistent. expectations. throughout. serves as a model.
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EXTEMPORANEOUS DEBATE
JUDGES QUICK REFERENCE GUIDE

DISCLAIMER: The judge guides are shortened versions of the information contained in the FCDI Handbook. All judges
should read the judge guidelines and event rules in the handbook before participating. Contact tournament staff as soon
as possible if any issues arise. Do not discuss with students.

Your decision and scores must be submitted within 5 minutes of the conclusion of the round. Comments and “Reasons for
Decisions” are due by 11:59 PM on the day of.

OVERVIEW

Extemporaneous Debate (EXD) is a one-on-one debate with the resolution and the competitor’s side (proposition or opposition)
provided 30 minutes before each round. Due to the limited preparation time, this event emphasizes brief, logical arguments
rather than arguments based on robust evidence. Some resolutions for EXD are designed to facilitate more logic-based
argumentation rather than arguments using traditional evidence.

RESOLUTIONS

Competitors are given 30 minutes prior to the debate to prepare the topic and side assigned to them. Prep time has already
taken place prior to the student arriving to the competition room. Do not provide additional prep time.

EVIDENCE
All evidence should be cited orally. Students and judges may request to review an opponent’s source, but this should not
significantly delay the round.

PROHIBITED CONTENT

Profanity, explicit or suggestive sexual content and the promotion, glorification or graphic depiction of violence, self-harm,
illegal activity or drug/alcohol use are strictly prohibited. Report prohibited content to tournament staff. Do not discuss
with the student.

Speech Goal Time Limit

Proposition (Prop) Constructive Provide Proposition constructive arguments 2 minutes
Opposition (Opp) Cross Opposition cross questions Proposition 1 minute
Examination

Opposition Constructive Provide Opposition constructive arguments 2 minutes
Proposition Cross Examination Proposition questions Opposition 1 minute
Mandatory Prep Time The debate pauses for prep 1 minute
Proposition Rebuttal 2 minutes

Respond to arguments and rebuttals

Opposition Rebuttal 2 minutes
Mandatory Prep Time The debate pauses for prep 1 minutes
Proposition Rebuttal Provide final rebuttals and round 2 minutes
Opposition Rebuttal summary 2 minutes

JUDGING

FOLLOW THE DEBATE
Keep a flow (notes) throughout the round. Your flow should track main arguments and the major points of clash between
the two sides. It's helpful to track arguments by their:

® Claims: Tagline; what the argument is
e Warrants: The logical reason why the claim is true
e Impact: The effect of the argument on the world and why the argument matters

Track clash through the responses made to main arguments (rebuttals/counterarguments).
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DETERMINE THE WINNER

At the end of the debate, review your flow to determine which arguments remain standing and which have been effectively
refuted or neutralized by the opponent. Consider which side won the major points of clash and the relative importance
(weight) of the impacts of the remaining arguments. Ultimately, compare the two “worlds” presented in the debate: What
would the world look like if the resolution were adopted (affirmation) versus if it were rejected (negation)? The winner is the
team that does the better job of demonstrating that their world produces the preferred outcome based on the arguments

made in the round. You must make this determination based on the debate itself, not on personal beliefs.

WRITE YOUR REASON FOR DECISION (RFD)
Use your flow to explain why you chose the winner. Your RFD should highlight the specific arguments that won or lost the
round for each competitor and explain how those arguments affected the overall outcome.

Speaker Points 2 3 4 5 6
(2-6) POOR BELOW AVERAGE AVERAGE ABOVE AVERAGE EXCELLENT

Delivery Vocal delivery and physical Delivery occasionally impedes Delivery generally supports Delivery consistently enhances | Polished, delivery- engaging
presence interfere with understanding. Vocal and understanding. Rate, communication. Clear, and highly effective. Vocal
understanding and nonverbal communication are volume, pronunciation, eye confident vocal delivery. Eye and physical communication
persuasion (i.e. rate, volume, inconsistent, with limited use contact and nonverbal contact, purposeful posture maximize clarity, credibility,
eye contact, movement or of eye contact, vocal variety, communication are and movement, reinforces persuasion and audience
nonverbal communication) emphasis or purposeful adequate, with some arguments and improves engagement, enhancing the
are distracting or ineffective. movement. effective use of vocal variety. | audience understanding. arguments.

Organization Organization is unclear. Organization is inconsistent. Organization is generally Organization is clear and Organization is highly clear
Constructive speeches lack Structure of constructive clear. Arguments include consistent. Arguments are and strategic. Arguments
structure and key speeches and arguments lack claim-warrant-impact well-structured with claim, have a distinct claim, warrant
argument components. clarity. Roadmap for rebuttals structure. Rebuttals and warrant and impact. and impact. Structure of
Rebuttals and summaries and summaries unclear or not summaries follow explicit Rebuttals and summaries rebuttals and summaries
lack roadmap or clear followed. roadmap but may lack follow a clear and effective enhances clarity.
structure. consistent adherence. structure.

Argumentation Arguments are unclear, Arguments are Presents well-supported Develops well-supported Consistently advances
underdeveloped or inconsistently developed. arguments. Demonstrates arguments with strong compelling, strategic
unsupported. Claims lack Some claims include an understanding of the warrants, meaningful arguments—-exceptional
logical warrants or meaningful | warrants or impacts, but resolution and develops impacts and powerful reasoning, impactful analysis
impacts. Missing or inaccurate analysis is incomplete or offensive arguments that evidence. Demonstrates and persuasive evidence.
use of evidence. Little analysis uneven. Evidence is limited, address issues in the round. critical analysis of Demonstrates sophisticated
of the resolution or weakly explained or Lacks sophistication of resolution. Challenges understanding of the
misinterpretation of inconsistently applied. weighing arguments or opponent’s claims. Clearly resolution and generates
resolution. presenting compelling presents a framework for tight framework.

framework. judge.
Rebuttal & Rarely responds to opposing Addresses some opposing Effectively responds to Skillfully refutes opposing Consistently demonstrates
o] arguments or questions. arguments but responses major opposing arguments arguments through exceptional rebuttal and
Questioning R Lo ; L ; ;
efutation is minimal, are incomplete. through rebuttal and well-reasoned responses, defensive strategy. Questions
inaccurate or off-topic. Questioning or rebuttal questioning. Demonstrates strategic questioning and and refutations expose
Cross-examination and identifies a few weaknesses sound defensive strategy by | effective defense. Identifies critical weaknesses,
questioning is ineffective or but often misses significant identifying weaknesses, logical flaws, evidentiary neutralize attacks.
unproductive. opportunities. answering attacks and weaknesses and Outstanding responsiveness
maintaining responsiveness. | inconsistencies. throughout.

Conduct Conduct is inappropriate or Conduct is occasionally Conduct is generally Conduct is consistently Conduct exemplifies
disrespectful. Negative inappropriate or respectful and professional. respectful, professional and outstanding professionalism,
interactions with opponents, unprofessional. Respect for Interactions are appropriate courteous. Demonstrates respect and sportsmanship.
partners or judges detract. others or event procedures is and follow event good sportsmanship Contributes positively and

inconsistent. expectations. throughout. serves as a model.

ADDITIONAL CONSIDERATIONS FOR EXTEMPORANEOUS DEBATE

Be cognizant of the limited time students have to speak. Students may NOT exceed speaking times. Say "time" when time
has elapsed. The judge is the official timekeeper. Competitors may speak quickly, but they may not spread (speed-read),
and all speeches must remain intelligible. Arguments may be based on logic and reasoning rather than traditional
sources (i.e. publications or data). Different resolutions may lend themselves to different types of evidence, and students
should not be penalized for lacking traditional sources as long as arguments are logical, relevant and well-developed.
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RONALD REAGAN PRESIDENTIAL DEBATE
JUDGES QUICK REFERENCE GUIDE

DISCLAIMER: The judge guides are shortened versions of the information contained in the FCDI Handbook. All judges
should read the judge guidelines and event rules in the handbook before participating. Contact tournament staff as soon
as possible if any issues arise. Do not discuss with students.

Your decision and scores must be submitted within 5 minutes of the conclusion of the round. Comments and “Reasons for
Decisions” are due by 11:59 PM on the day of.

OVERVIEW

Ronald Reagan Presidential Debate (RPD) is a one-on-one debate event that simulates a U.S. Presidential debate. It focuses
on civil discourse, rhetorical appeal, engaging delivery and persuasive discussion of public policy inspired by President
Reagan's communication style.

Electronic devices are NOT permitted in RPD (except for Zoom only during online qualifiers). Students may only time

themselves using a handheld timer.
Speech Time Limit

RESOLUTIONS

The topics the students debate in RPD are released on a bimonthly . . .
. .. . Affirmative Opening 5 minutes
basis at civicsanddebate.com/upcoming. Statement
EVIDENCE Negative Opening 5 minutes
All evidence should be cited orally. Students and judges may request | Statement
to review an opponent’s source, but this should not significantly Crossfire 3 minutes
delay the round.
Affirmative Rebuttal 4 minutes
PROHIBITED CONTENT
Profanity, explicit or suggestive sexual content and the promotion, Negative Rebuttal 4 minutes
glorification or graphic depiction of violence, self-harm, illegal Moderator Questioning* | 3 minutes
activity or drug/alcohol use are strictly prohibited. Report prohibited - -
content to tournament staff. Do not discuss with the student. Affirmative Closing 3 minutes
Statement
Negative Closing 3 minutes
JUDGING Statement
FOLLOW THE DEBATE Prep Time 2 minutes per student

Keep a flow (notes) throughout the round. Your flow should track
main arguments and the major points of clash between the two
sides. It's helpful to track arguments by their:

Competitors may use a handheld timer ONLY to time themselves, but
the judge is the official timekeeper.

e Claims: Tagline; what the argument is
® Warrants: The logical reason why the claim is true
* Impact: The effect of the argument on the world and why the argument matters

Track clash through the responses made to main arguments (rebuttals/counterarguments).

DETERMINE THE WINNER

At the end of the debate, review your flow to determine which arguments remain standing and which have been effectively
refuted or neutralized by the opponent. Consider which side won the major points of clash and the relative importance
(weight) of the impacts of the remaining arguments. Ultimately, compare the two “worlds” presented in the debate: What
would the world look like if the resolution were adopted (affirmation) versus if it were rejected (negation)? The winner is the
team that does the better job of demonstrating that their world produces the preferred outcome based on the arguments
made in the round. You must make this determination based on the debate itself, not on personal beliefs.

WRITE YOUR REASON FOR DECISION (RFD)
Use your flow to explain why you chose the winner. Your RFD should highlight the specific arguments that won or lost the
round for each competitor and explain how those arguments affected the overall outcome.
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Speaker Points 2 3 4 5 6
(2-6) POOR BELOW AVERAGE AVERAGE ABOVE AVERAGE EXCELLENT

Delivery Vocal delivery and physical Delivery occasionally impedes Delivery generally supports Delivery consistently enhances | Polished, delivery- engaging
presence interfere with understanding. Vocal and understanding. Rate, communication. Clear, and highly effective. Vocal
understanding and nonverbal communication are volume, pronunciation, eye confident vocal delivery. Eye and physical communication
persuasion (i.e. rate, volume, inconsistent, with limited use contact and nonverbal contact, purposeful posture maximize clarity, credibility,
eye contact, movement or of eye contact, vocal variety, communication are and movement, reinforces persuasion and audience
nonverbal communication) emphasis or purposeful adequate, with some arguments and improves engagement, enhancing the
are distracting or ineffective. movement. effective use of vocal variety. | audience understanding. arguments.

Organization Organization is unclear. Organization is inconsistent. Organization is generally Organization is clear and Organization is highly clear
Constructive speeches lack Structure of constructive clear. Arguments include consistent. Arguments are and strategic. Arguments
structure and key speeches and arguments lack claim-warrant-impact well-structured with claim, have a distinct claim, warrant
argument components. clarity. Roadmap for rebuttals structure. Rebuttals and warrant and impact. and impact. Structure of
Rebuttals and summaries and summaries unclear or not summaries follow explicit Rebuttals and summaries rebuttals and summaries
lack roadmap or clear followed. roadmap but may lack follow a clear and effective enhances clarity.
structure. consistent adherence. structure.

Argumentation Arguments are unclear, Arguments are Presents well-supported Develops well-supported Consistently advances
underdeveloped or inconsistently developed. arguments. Demonstrates arguments with strong compelling, strategic
unsupported. Claims lack Some claims include an understanding of the warrants, meaningful arguments—exceptional
logical warrants or meaningful | warrants or impacts, but resolution and develops impacts and powerful reasoning, impactful analysis
impacts. Missing or inaccurate | analysis is incomplete or offensive arguments that evidence. Demonstrates and persuasive evidence.
use of evidence. Little analysis uneven. Evidence is limited, address issues in the round. critical analysis of Demonstrates sophisticated
of the resolution or weakly explained or Lacks sophistication of resolution. Challenges understanding of the
misinterpretation of inconsistently applied. weighing arguments or opponent’s claims. Clearly resolution and generates
resolution. presenting compelling presents a framework for tight framework.

framework. judge.

Rebuttal & Rarely responds to opposing Addresses some opposing Effectively responds to Skillfully refutes opposing Consistently demonstrates

Questioning arguments or questions. arguments but responses major opposing arguments arguments through exceptional rebuttal and
Refutation is minimal, are incomplete. through rebuttal and well-reasoned responses, defensive strategy. Questions
inaccurate or off-topic. Questioning or rebuttal questioning. Demonstrates strategic questioning and and refutations expose
Cross-examination and identifies a few weaknesses sound defensive strategy by | effective defense. Identifies critical weaknesses,
questioning is ineffective or but often misses significant identifying weaknesses, logical flaws, evidentiary neutralize attacks.
unproductive. opportunities. answering attacks and weaknesses and Outstanding responsiveness

maintaining responsiveness. | inconsistencies. throughout.

Conduct Conduct is inappropriate or Conduct is occasionally Conduct is generally Conduct is consistently Conduct exemplifies
disrespectful. Negative inappropriate or respectful and professional. respectful, professional and outstanding professionalism,
interactions with opponents, unprofessional. Respect for Interactions are appropriate courteous. Demonstrates respect and sportsmanship.
partners or judges detract. others or event procedures is and follow event good sportsmanship Contributes positively and

inconsistent. expectations. throughout. serves as a model.

ADDITIONAL CONSIDERATIONS FOR RONALD REAGAN PRESIDENTAL DEBATE
In addition to considering the clash between arguments, RPD also places emphasis on effective public communication.
Judges should also consider the extent to which competitors use:

o Effective Communication: Word choice, tone, body language, style and rhetorical appeals.

* American Values: Liberty, justice, freedom, the rule of law, etc.

Civic and Historical Context: Founding documents, historical events/figures and contemporary news.

*During Moderator Questioning, ask both competitors questions about the debate. You may use the stems below to help

develop questions.
Moderator Question Stems

Who Who is affected? Who benefits or is harmed?
What
Where
When
Why

How

What is the problem? What are the solutions?

Where is this issue occurring? Where are similar examples?

When did this begin? When should action be taken?

Why is this issue important? Why does it matter today?

How does this affect society? How could it be improved?
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JUDGES QUICK REFERENCE GUIDE

DISCLAIMER: The judge guides are shortened versions of the information contained in the FCDI Handbook. All judges
should read the judge guidelines and event rules in the handbook before participating. Contact tournament staff as soon
as possible if any issues arise. Do not discuss with students.

Your ranks and scores must be submitted within 5 minutes of the conclusion of the round. Comments and “Reasons for
Decisions” are due by 11:59 PM on the day of.

OVERVIEW

Congressional Debate (CD) is much different from the other forms of debate. Instead of following a round format consisting of
different speeches given by the same students, CD involves a group of students speaking on legislation alternating between
affirmation and negation speeches. Congressional Debate is a simplified simulation of the federal legislative branch and
Florida’s state legislature. CD uses parliamentary procedure adapted to govern the round (to determine the order of business,
who speaks when, etc.). You do not need to know parliamentary procedure to judge —you just need focus and a listening ear.

You will submit a rank and a maximum of two speech scores per student (one score per speech), including the Presiding Officer
(PO). A lower rank indicates a better performance (1 = best competitor in the round). Congressional Debate is a blend of speech
and debate—judges should consider both elements when ranking and scoring.

HOW TO RANK COMPETITORS IN CONGRESSIONAL DEBATE

¢ Follow the debate: Keep a flow (notes) throughout the round. Your flow should track main arguments and the major points
of clash between the affirmation and negation - and who is making the arguments and clash. It's helpful to track arguments
by their:

o Claims: Tagline; what the argument is
o Warrants: The logical reason why the claim is true
o Impact: The effect of the argument on the world and why the argument matters

Track clash through the responses made to main arguments (rebuttals/counterarguments). At the end of the round, take a
few minutes to review your flow before raking. Recall which competitors made which arguments and the ultimate outcome
of the clash (i.e. who won or lost?).

e Reward “yardage”: Every argument should shift or move the debate forward. Look for moments that make you think,
“Hmm. This changes things.” Strong arguments should feel like meaningful progress toward deciding what the right course
of action is.

¢ Discourage rehash: Penalize competitors whose arguments have already been stated or do not advance the debate. If an
argument has already been given, subsequent speakers must refute or add to it in order to advance the debate.

e Reward relevance and clash: Competitors should reference and refute the arguments made by other competitors. Reward
competitors who advance the debate in this way, especially by directly engaging with the logic/warrant of other arguments.

¢ Competitors must demonstrate that their arguments hold up against the arguments made by other competitors: If
an argument given previously directly contradicts or undermines an argument a competitor is currently making, they should
address it. They are not advancing the debate otherwise.

® Consider round structure: Speeches given early on a piece of legislation should establish major arguments (constructive
speeches), while later speeches should increasingly emphasize refutation, weighing, summary and crystallization. Evaluate
speeches in the context of when they occur in the debate.

o Halfway rule of thumb: Competitors should generally stop introducing new constructive arguments after the halfway point of
debate on a piece of legislation (e.g., after the 6th speech in a chamber of 12 speakers). After this point, speeches should focus on
weighing, extending and resolving the major clash points or issues in the debate.

* Do not consider votes on legislation: Whether a bill passes or fails should not affect ranks or scores.

e Consider activity: Beyond speaking, competitors will make motions, ask questions and have a round presence. Reward
active, positive competitors making meaningful and helpful contributions.
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PROHIBITED CONTENT

Profanity, explicit or suggestive sexual content and the promotion, glorification or graphic depiction of violence,
self-harm, illegal activity or drug/alcohol use are strictly prohibited. Report prohibited content to tournament staff. Do
not discuss with the student.

SCORING

HOW TO SCORE IN CONGRESSIONAL DEBATE
Use the rubrics to provide a maximum of two speech scores for each speaker (one speech score per speech) and two
scores for the Presiding Officer.

SPEAKERS
Score DESCRIPTION

2-Poor Speech lacks organization, development or clarity. Limited evidence, analysis or engagement
with the debate. Limited control of delivery and poor conduct may detract from the speech.

3-Below Speech demonstrates basic organization and argumentation. Some evidence and analysis are

Average present, but arguments may be underdeveloped. Limited responsiveness to the debate.

4 - Average | Speech is clear and organized with relevant evidence and analysis. Demonstrates engagement
with the debate and responds to prior arguments. Delivery is generally controlled.

5-Above Speech is well-organized and persuasive. Claims and warrants create solid arguments substantiated

Average by evidence and analysis and the speaker effectively engages in clash. Robust delivery enhances
understanding.

6 - Excellent | Speech is exceptionally clear, persuasive and/or thematic. Arguments are thoroughly developed
through strong evidence and analysis. Refutation targets opposing warrants. Delivery is polished,
compelling and memorable.

PRESIDING OFFICER

Score DESCRIPTION

2-Poor Demonstrates limited knowledge of parliamentary procedure. Chamber management is
improper or inconsistent. Recognizing speakers/questioners and motions is confusing or unfair.
3-Below Demonstrates basic procedural knowledge and chamber management. Some errors or
Average inconsistencies occur in recognizing speakers/questioners and handling motions.
4 - Average | Demonstrates competent knowledge of parliamentary procedure and generally maintains
control. Recognition of speakers/questioners and handling motions mostly follows procedure.
5-Above Demonstrates strong procedural knowledge and efficiently manages the chamber. Recognition of
Average speakers/questioners is fast and accurate. Communicates clearly; motions handled effectively.
6 - Excellent | Demonstrates exceptional command of parliamentary procedure and chamber leadership.
Recognition of speakers/questioners is efficient and accurate, communication is clear and
professional, all motions are handled expeditiously and the chamber operates smoothly.

Assign two speech scores to the Presiding Officer.
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ORIGINAL ORATORY
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DISCLAIMER: The judge guides are shortened versions of the information contained in the FCDI Handbook. All judges
should read the judge guidelines and event rules in the handbook before participating. Contact tournament staff as soon
as possible if any issues arise. Do not discuss with students.

Your ranks and scores must be submitted within 5 minutes of the conclusion of the round. Comments and "Reason for
Decision" are due by 11:59 PM on the day of.

OVERVIEW

In Original Oratory (O0), competitors perform an original, memorized speech about a topic of their choosing. The speech
has a central theme, purpose or message, and is often inspiring or persuasive. Speeches should be a combination of
original thought supported by orally cited information.

RULES

e Time limit: Speeches are limited to 10 minutes with a grace period of 30 seconds. Competitors exceeding 10:30 may
not be ranked first. Note speech times in your ballot. A competitor may ask the judge for time signals or time
themselves using a handheld timer ONLY. The judge is the official timekeeper.

e Memorization: Speeches must be fully memorized. The use of a script or note card is not allowed. A competitor using
notes must be ranked last.

¢ Visual aids, props and costumes are not permitted. Competitors may not use electronic devices.

e Prohibited content: Profanity, explicit or suggestive sexual content, and the promotion, glorification or graphic
depiction of violence, self-harm, illegal activity or drug/alcohol use are strictly prohibited. Report prohibited content to
tournament staff. Do not discuss with the student.

JUDGING

Rank each student according to their performance (smaller rank = better performance; 1 = best performance in the
round) and assign a speech score on a scale of 50-100 using the rubric (evaluation criteria).

VOCAL PERFORMANCE
Proper rate, volume, pronunciation and enunciation contribute to clear communication. Emphasis, tone and vocal variety
are used to improve audience understanding and maintain engagement.

PHYSICAL PERFORMANCE
Eye contact, facial expressions, body language and gestures reinforce delivery. Stance and posture are confident and
controlled, and movement is purposeful. Repetitive or unintentional movement does not distract from the performance.

ORGANIZATION

The organization of the OO is explicitly explained in the introduction using a roadmap and should be easily recognizable
throughout the speech. The way the speaker chooses to organize the speech should logically fit the topic and contribute
to audience understanding. All structural elements are present, body sections are clearly defined, and the conclusion
effectively summarizes and circles back to the introduction. Transitions are used as effective tools to connect ideas,
enhance cohesion and maintain audience interest.

CONTENT

Speakers identify a clear problem or need for change and persuade the audience through a well-developed and central
message. Speeches clearly demonstrate a problem or need for change that can be meaningfully addressed through a
speech and responds with logical reasoning, credible evidence and emotional and ethical appeals. Strong speeches
demonstrate awareness of the rhetorical situation, including audience beliefs, values and constraints and adapt
accordingly. Evidence, examples and narratives should illustrate the problem, support a compelling solution or change
and encourage reflection or action.
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JUDGING

OVERALL PERFORMANCE
Judges should consider the length of the speech and how effectively the available time is used. Strong performances
demonstrate appropriate pacing and balanced development of ideas throughout the speech. Creativity, individuality, and
the integration of vocal, physical and content elements, may be taken into account when evaluating the overall
effectiveness of the performance.

Speaker Points
(10-20)

Vocal
Performance

10-11
POOR

Rate, volume,
pronunciation and/or
enunciation frequently
interfere with
understanding. No use of
tone, emphasis and/or
vocal variety.
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12-13
BELOW AVERAGE

Rate, volume,
pronunciation and/or
enunciation sometimes
impedes understanding.
Limited/ineffective use of
tone, emphasis and/or
vocal variety.

14-15
AVERAGE

Rate, volume,
pronunciation and/or
enunciation are generally
well-suited. Some use of
tone, emphasis and vocal
variety to support
understanding.

16-17
ABOVE AVERAGE

Clear and consistent
rate, volume,
pronunciation and
enunciation. Tone,
emphasis and vocal
variety enhances
audience interest and
understanding.

18-20
EXCELLENT

Outstanding rate,
volume, pronunciation
and enunciation. Tone,
emphasis and vocal
variety skillfully aid
understanding and
engagement.

Physical
Performance

No/limited eye contact and
use of facial expressions,
body language or gestures.
Posture and movement
may detract from
performance.

Inconsistent eye contact
and use of facial
expressions, body language
or gestures. Posture or
movement may sometimes
support delivery but may
also distract.

Consistent eye contact,
facial expressions, body
language and gestures
generally support delivery.
Posture and movement
appear mostly purposeful.

Eye contact and use of facial
expressions, body language
and gestures reinforce
understanding well. Posture
and movement are
controlled and confident.

Eye contact and dynamic
facial expressions, body
language and gestures
elevate delivery. Confident
posture and strategic
movement improve
engagement.

Organization

No clear or explicit
organizational structure or
roadmap; lacks introduction,
body and/or conclusion.
Ideas and/or support are
disconnected.

Explicit structure with some
structural elements present,
but ineffective or poorly
developed. Limited
transitions; ideas or support
not well connected.

Logically organized,
explicit structure with a
hook, introduction, body
and conclusion. Ideas and
support generally connect
and transitions are
somewhat effective.

Explicit structure is easy to
follow and well-fit to the
topic. Structural elements
are clear and cohesive.
Transitions effectively
connect and support ideas.

Organization is highly clear,
cohesive and reflects the
topic. Structural elements
synergize to reinforce
information with vivid
transitions.

Content

Problem or need for change
is missing or unclear. Central
message is weak or
unsupported. Little or no
use of examples or rhetorical
appeals.

Problem is identified but
unclear, underdeveloped or
ill-suited. Message is weakly
supported by examples and
rhetorical appeals. Limited
rhetorical awareness.

Problem and central
message are generally clear
and developed. Examples
and rhetorical appeals

present but may lack depth.

Basic rhetorical awareness.
Evidence/support is cited
properly.

Clear and manageable
problem and strong central
message. Relevant examples
with rhetorical appeals.
Adapts to the rhetorical
situation. Powerful
evidence/support is woven
throughout.

Compelling problem and
exceptional central message.
Sophisticated examples and
rhetorical appeals
persuasively call the
audience to action.
Rhetorical situation fully
addressed. Powerful
evidence legitimizes.

Overall

Speech time is
significantly under- or
over-time. Poor pacing
or uneven
development. Limited
control of delivery.

Speech time is under 7
minutes or over 10 minutes.
Inconsistent pacing and
uneven or ineffective use of
time. Most ideas or support
are underdeveloped.

Speech time is within 7-8
minutes. Mostly balanced
pacing and development.
Absence of effective
thematic or stylistic flair.

Speech time is within 9-10
minutes. Well-paced,
consistent development of
ideas. Presence is controlled
and engaging.

Appropriate time with
excellent pacing and
development. Delivery
confidently integrates
vocal, physical and
content elements.
Includes style and theme.
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IMPROMPTU SPEAKING
JUDGES QUICK REFERENCE GUIDE

DISCLAIMER: The judge guides are shortened versions of the information contained in the FCDI Handbook. All judges
should read the judge guidelines and event rules in the handbook before participating. Contact tournament staff as soon
as possible if any issues arise. Do not discuss with students.

Your ranks and scores must be submitted within 5 minutes of the conclusion of the round. Comments and "Reason for
Decision" are due by 11:59 PM on the day of.

OVERVIEW

In Impromptu Speaking (IMP), competitors are given a prompt and have 7 minutes (with 30 seconds grace) to prepare
and deliver a speech supporting, qualifying or disproving the prompt’s overall meaning.

RULES

® Competitors will take turns preparing and speaking for 7 minutes (with 30 seconds grace) total in the speaking order
listed on your ballot. Call upon the first student listed on your ballot to draw three prompts from the envelope. The
student will have 20 seconds to select one prompt and must return the remaining slips to the envelope. After the
student completes their speech, call the next student in the speaking order and continue until all competitors have
spoken.

® A competitor may ask the judge for time signals or time themselves using a handheld timer ONLY. The judge is the
official timekeeper. No electronic devices are permitted.

e Competitors may use an FCDI/FDI branded note card provided by the tournament. Competitors may not supply their
own note card.

e Prohibited content: Profanity, explicit or suggestive sexual content and the promotion, glorification or graphic
depiction of violence, self-harm, illegal activity or drug/alcohol use are strictly prohibited. Report prohibited content to
tournament staff. Do not discuss with the student.

e Online tournaments: Prompts will be brought to you in the breakout room you are assigned to.

JUDGING

Rank each student according to their performance (smaller rank = better performance; 1 = best performance in the
round) and assign a speech score on a scale of 50-100 using the rubric (evaluation criteria).

VOCAL PERFORMANCE
Proper rate, volume, pronunciation and enunciation contribute to clear communication. Emphasis, tone and vocal variety
are used to improve audience understanding and maintain engagement.

PHYSICAL PERFORMANCE
Eye contact, facial expressions, body language and gestures reinforce delivery. Stance and posture are confident and
controlled and movement is purposeful. Repetitive or unintentional movement does not distract from the performance.

ORGANIZATION

The speech demonstrates a clear and logical structure that supports the speaker's central message. The introduction contains a
hook or attention-grabbing device and a roadmap or preview of the speech. The body is clearly defined and contains the central
message and examples, and the conclusion effectively summarizes the speech. Transitions help ideas feel distinct but connected
and cohesive.

CONTENT

The speech has a meaningful, well-supported central theme or message developed in response to the prompt. The stude”1‘[12.1.'F)S://redh'”S
interpretation of the prompt’s meaning is insightful, creative, entertaining and/or logical and well-established. A stance

(support, disprove or qualify) on the meaning of the prompt is clearly taken and effectively crafted into a central theme or

message. Well-selected anecdotes, examples or evidence directly develop the connection between examples and the central

theme or message. Effective content demonstrates depth of thought, logical development of ideas and thematic style.
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JUDGING

OVERALL PERFORMANCE
Judges should consider the length of the speech and how effectively the available time is used. Strong performances

demonstrate appropriate pacing and balanced development of ideas throughout the speech. Consideration should also
be given to the speaker’s reliance on notes. Additionally, creativity, individuality, and the integration of vocal, physical and
content elements, may be taken into account when evaluating the overall effectiveness of the performance.

Speaker Points

(10-20)

Vocal
Performance

10-11
POOR

Rate, pace, volume,
pronunciation and/or
enunciation frequently
interfere with
understanding. No use of
tone, emphasis and/or
vocal variety.
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12-13
BELOW AVERAGE

Rate, pace, volume,
pronunciation and/or
enunciation sometimes
impedes understanding.
Limited/ineffective use of
tone, emphasis and/or
vocal variety.

14-15
AVERAGE

Rate, pace, volume,
pronunciation and/or
enunciation are generally
well-suited. Some use of
tone, emphasis and vocal
variety to support
understanding.

16-17
ABOVE AVERAGE

Clear and consistent
rate, pace, volume,
pronunciation and
enunciation. Tone,
emphasis and vocal
variety enhances
audience interest and
understanding

18-20
EXCELLENT

Outstanding rate, pace,
volume, pronunciation
and enunciation. Tone,
emphasis and vocal
variety skillfully aid
understanding and
engagement.

Physical
Performance

No/limited eye contact and
use of facial expressions,
body language or gestures.
Posture and movement
may appear distracting,
awkward or unintentional.

Inconsistent eye contact
and use of facial
expressions, body language
or gestures. Posture or
movement may sometimes
support delivery but may
also distract.

Consistent eye contact,
facial expressions, body
language and gestures
generally support delivery.
Posture and movement
appear mostly purposeful.

Eye contact and use of
facial expressions, body
language and gestures
reinforce understanding
well. Posture and
movement are controlled
and confident.

Eye contact and dynamic
facial expressions, body
language and gestures
elevate delivery. Confident
posture and strategic
movement improve
engagement.

Organization

No clear organizational

structure; lacks introduction,

body and/or conclusion. No
transitions; ideas and
support are disconnected.

Some structural elements
are present, but are unclear
or poorly developed.
Limited transitions; ideas or
support are not well
connected.

Recognizable structure
with a hook, introduction,
body and conclusion.
Examples/support
generally connect and
transitions are somewhat
effective.

Logically organized and
easy to follow. Structural
elements are clear and
cohesive. Transitions
effectively connect and
support ideas.

Organization is highly clear,
cohesive and may connect
to a theme. Structural
elements synergize to
reinforce message with
vivid transitions.

Content

Interpretation of the prompt
is unclear or nonsensical.
Unclear or off-topic stance
or message/theme. Little or
no use of relevant
examples/support.

Poor or unclear
interpretation of the
prompt. Underdeveloped or
unclear stance or central
message. Weak or irrelevant
examples/support.

Clear and reasonable
interpretation of the
prompt. Stance and
message/theme mostly
supported by some

relevant examples/support.

Interpretation of the prompt
is insightful, creative or
logical. Well-developed
message/theme supported
by relevant
examples/support.

Interpretation of the prompt
is highly insightful, creative
or logical. Message/theme is
significant/meaningful and
supported effectively.

Overall

Less than 2 minutes is
spent speaking and/or
total time exceeds grace
period. Poor pacing or
uneven development.
Heavy reliance on notes.
Limited control of
delivery.

2-3 minutes is spent
speaking. Inconsistent
pacing and uneven or
ineffective use of time.
Most ideas are
underdeveloped.
Distracting reliance on
notes.

3-4 minutes is spent
speaking. Mostly
balanced pacing and
development. Absence of
effective thematic or
stylistic flair. Moderate
reliance on notes.

4-5 minutes is spent
speaking. Speech is
well-paced with consistent
development of ideas.
Minimal reliance on notes.
Controlled and engaging
delivery.

More than 5 minutes is
spent speaking with
excellent pacing and
development. Little/no use
of notes. Delivery
confidently integrates vocal,
physical and content
elements. Includes style or
theme.




D —

FLORIDA
CIVICSé’;DEBATE

* Xk Kk k X INITIATIVE

EXTEMPORANEOUS SPEAKING
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DISCLAIMER: The judge guides are shortened versions of the information contained in the FCDI Handbook. All judges
should read the judge guidelines and event rules in the handbook before participating. Contact tournament staff as soon
as possible if any issues arise. Do not discuss with students.

Your ranks and scores must be submitted within 5 minutes of the conclusion of the round. Comments and "Reason for
Decision" are due by 11:59 PM on the day of.

OVERVIEW

In Extemporaneous Speaking (EXT), competitors draw a question related to current events, public policy or contemporary
issues, prepare their response for 30 minutes, and then deliver a speech to the judge. Strong speeches clearly answer the
question, develop well-organized arguments and use relevant evidence and thoughtful analysis.

RULES

® Students will have already prepped in another location. Do not provide any additional prep time. As soon as the
student arrives, please ask them to begin their speech and adjudicate.

® Speeches are limited to 7 minutes with a 30 second grace period. Competitors exceeding 7:30 may not be ranked first.

Note the speaking time on each ballot. Contestants will enter the room one-by-one approximately every 7 minutes.
Students who have spoken may remain in the room to listen to subsequent speakers, or they may leave.

® A competitor may ask the judge for time signals or use a handheld timer ONLY. Competitors may not use electronic
devices. The judge is the official timekeeper.

¢ Competitors may use an FCDI/FDI branded note card provided by the tournament. Competitors may not supply their
own note card.

® Prohibited content: Profanity, explicit or suggestive sexual content and the promotion, glorification or graphic
depiction of violence, self-harm, illegal activity or drug/alcohol use are strictly prohibited. Report prohibited content to
tournament staff. Do not discuss with the student.

JUDGING

Rank each student according to their performance (smaller rank = better performance; 1 = best performance in the
round) and assign a speech score on a scale of 50-100 using the rubric (evaluation criteria).

VOCAL PERFORMANCE
Proper rate, volume, pronunciation, and enunciation contribute to clear communication. Emphasis, tone and vocal variety are
used to improve audience understanding and maintain engagement.

PHYSICAL PERFORMANCE
Eye contact, facial expressions, body language and gestures reinforce delivery. Stance and posture are confident and
controlled and movement is purposeful. Repetitive or unintentional movement does not distract from the performance.

ORGANIZATION

The speech demonstrates a clear and logical structure that effectively frames the speaker’s arguments. The introduction
contains a hook or attention-grabbing device and a roadmap or preview of the main arguments. The main arguments are
clearly presented and defined in the body of the speech, and the conclusion effectively summarizes the answer through the
main points. Transitions help ideas feel distinct but connected and cohesive.

CONTENT
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main arguments.The body develops the main arguments with strong, relevant evidence and thoughtful analysis to reinforce
the speaker’s claims and substantiate the central answer. Effective use of style, voice and rhetorical or literary devices
enhances audience engagement. The conclusion reinforces the speaker’s response to the question, reiterates the key
arguments and circles back to the introduction or hook.
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JUDGING

OVERALL PERFORMANCE
Judges should consider the length of the speech and how effectively the available time is used. Strong performances
demonstrate appropriate pacing and balanced development of ideas throughout the speech. Creativity, individuality, and
the integration of vocal, physical and content elements, may be taken into account when evaluating the overall
effectiveness of the performance.

Spe(aker Pcinints

Vocal
Performance

10-11
POOR

Rate, pace, volume,
pronunciation and/or
enunciation frequently
interfere with
understanding. No use of
tone, emphasis and/or
vocal variety.

12-13
BELOW AVERAGE

Rate, pace, volume,
pronunciation and/or
enunciation sometimes
impedes understanding.
Limited/ineffective use of
tone, emphasis and/or
vocal variety.

14-15
AVERAGE

Rate, pace, volume,
pronunciation and/or
enunciation are generally
well-suited. Some use of
tone, emphasis and vocal
variety to support
understanding.

16-17
ABOVE AVERAGE

Clear and consistent
rate, pace, volume,
pronunciation and
enunciation. Tone,
empbhasis and vocal
variety enhances
audience interest and
understanding.

18-20
EXCELLENT

Outstanding rate, pace,
volume, pronunciation
and enunciation. Tone,
emphasis and vocal
variety skillfully aid
understanding and
engagement.

Physical
Performance

No/limited eye contact and
use of facial expressions,
body language or gestures.
Posture and movement
may appear distracting,
awkward or unintentional.

Inconsistent eye contact
and use of facial
expressions, body language
or gestures. Posture or
movement may sometimes
support delivery but may
also distract.

Consistent eye contact,
facial expressions, body
language and gestures
generally support delivery.
Posture and movement
appear mostly purposeful.

Eye contact and use of
facial expressions, body
language and gestures
reinforce understanding
well. Posture and
movement are controlled
and confident.

Eye contact and dynamic
facial expressions, body
language and gestures
elevate delivery. Confident
posture and strategic
movement improve
engagement.

Organization

No clear or explicit structure,
roadmap or answer to the
question; lacks introduction,
body and/or conclusion.
Transitions are absent or
confusing.

Explicit structure with some
structural elements present,
but ineffective or poorly
developed. Limited
transitions; ideas or support
not well connected.

Logically organized,
explicit structure.
Examples/evidence
generally connect and
transitions are somewhat
effective.

Logically organized, explicit
structure is easy to follow.
Structural elements are
clear and cohesive.
Transitions effectively
connect and support ideas.

Organization is
exceptionally clear,
cohesive and logical.
Transitions flow smoothly
and structural elements
synergize to reinforce
arguments.

Content

Lacks a clear answer to the
question. Claims, evidence
and analysis are weak,
irrelevant or unclear.

Attempts to answer the
question, but claims are
underdeveloped or
ineffectively supported by
weak evidence and analysis.

Clear answer supported by
relevant evidence and
analysis, though ideas may
be underdeveloped or
connections unclear.

Well-developed answer
supported by strong
evidence and thoughtful
analysis. Style and rhetorical
choices enhance
effectiveness.

Persuasive answer
supported by strong,
well-integrated evidence
and insightful analysis. Style
and creativity strengthen
impact.

Overall

Less than 2 minutes is
spent speaking. Poor
pacing or uneven
development. Limited
control of delivery.

2-4 minutes is spent
speaking. Inconsistent
pacing and uneven or
ineffective use of time.
Most ideas are
underdeveloped.

4-6 minutes is spent
speaking. Mostly
balanced pacing and
development. Absence of
effective thematic or
stylistic flair.

6-7 minutes is spent
speaking. Well-paced with
consistent development of
ideas. Controlled and
engaging delivery.

About 7 minutes is spent
speaking with excellent
pacing and development.
Delivery integrates vocal,
physical and content
elements. Includes style
and/or theme.
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INFORMATIVE SPEAKING

JUDGES QUICK REFERENCE GUIDE

DISCLAIMER: The judge guides are shortened versions of the information contained in the FCDI Handbook. All judges
should read the judge guidelines and event rules in the handbook before participating. Contact tournament staff as soon
as possible if any issues arise. Do not discuss with students.

Your ranks and scores must be submitted within 5 minutes of the conclusion of the round. Comments and "Reason for
Decision" are due by 11:59 PM on the day of.

OVERVIEW

In Informative Speaking (INF), competitors deliver an original, memorized speech designed to inform the audience about
a concept, process, event or other topic. Effective speeches educate the audience in an engaging, expressive and creative
manner while communicating information about the subject.

RULES

e Time limit: Speeches are limited to 10 minutes with a grace period of 30 seconds. Competitors exceeding 10:30 may
not be ranked first. Note speech times in your ballot. A competitor may ask the judge for time signals or time
themselves using a handheld timer ONLY. The judge is the official timekeeper. Competitors may not use electronic
devices.

® Memorization: Speeches must be fully memorized. The use of a script or note card is not allowed. A competitor using
notes must be ranked last.

e Visual aids: Encouraged but not required. Commonly, boards are placed on a tripod stand, rotated in and out and
interacted with throughout the performance. Visual aids must be clean and professional and may not be digital or
virtual (i.e. slides) or contain lights or sound.

® Prohibited content: Profanity, explicit or suggestive sexual content and the promotion, glorification or graphic
depiction of violence, self-harm, illegal activity or drug/alcohol use are strictly prohibited. Report prohibited content to
tournament staff. Do not discuss with the student.

JUDGING

Rank each student according to their performance (smaller rank = better performance; 1 = best performance in the
round) and assign a speech score on a scale of 50-100 using the rubric (evaluation criteria).

VOCAL PERFORMANCE

Proper rate, volume, pronunciation and enunciation contribute to clear communication. Emphasis, tone and vocal variety
are used to improve audience understanding and maintain engagement.

PHYSICAL PERFORMANCE
Eye contact, facial expressions, body language and gestures reinforce delivery. Stance and posture are confident and
controlled, and movement is purposeful. Repetitive or unintentional movement does not distract from the performance.

ORGANIZATION

The organization of an informative speech should be explicitly explained in the introduction using a roadmap and remain
easily recognizable throughout the speech. The way the speaker chooses to organize the speech should logically fit the
topic and contribute to audience understanding. All structural elements are present, body sections are clearly defined
and the conclusion effectively summarizes and circles back to the introduction. Transitions are used as effective tools to
connect ideas, enhance cohesion and maintain audience interest.

CONTENT

2 &tx=0 The speaker clearly and accurately informs the audience about a topic that can be effectively explored in the 10-minute
time limit. Information is relevant, well researched and presented in an engaging manner that promotes audience
understanding. The introduction effectively contextualizes the topic and provides a clear roadmap for the body.
Examples, explanations and visual aids work together to clarify key concepts and reinforce the speech’s educational
purpose. The most effective speeches demonstrate depth of knowledge, clear explanations and effective use of visual
aids and thematic transitions to enhance comprehension and maintain audience interest.


https://ef2108c8-4c07-4e04-b389-e8ece232ece9.usrfiles.com/ugd/ec3230_50968001ee6d457d929f0d8bfe1daa24.pdf
https://ef2108c8-4c07-4e04-b389-e8ece232ece9.usrfiles.com/ugd/ec3230_50968001ee6d457d929f0d8bfe1daa24.pdf

JUDGING

OVERALL PERFORMANCE
Judges should consider the length of the speech and how effectively the available time is used. Strong performances
demonstrate appropriate pacing and balanced development of ideas throughout the speech. Creativity, individuality, and
the integration of vocal, physical and content elements, may be taken into account when evaluating the overall
effectiveness of the performance.

Spe?ker Pl))il‘lts

Vocal
Performance

10-11
POOR

Rate, volume,
pronunciation and/or
enunciation frequently
interfere with
understanding. No use of
tone, emphasis and/or
vocal variety.
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12-13
BELOW AVERAGE

Rate, volume,
pronunciation and/or
enunciation sometimes
impedes understanding.
Limited/ineffective use of
tone, emphasis and/or
vocal variety.

14-15
AVERAGE

Rate, volume,
pronunciation and/or
enunciation are generally
well-suited. Some use of
tone, emphasis and vocal
variety to support
understanding.

16-17
ABOVE AVERAGE

Clear and consistent
rate, volume,
pronunciation and
enunciation. Tone,
emphasis and vocal
variety enhances
audience interest and
understanding.

18-20
EXCELLENT

Outstanding rate,
volume, pronunciation
and enunciation. Tone,
emphasis and vocal
variety skillfully aid
understanding and
engagement.

Physical
Performance

No/limited eye contact and
use of facial expressions,
body language or gestures.
Posture and movement
may appear distracting,
awkward or unintentional.

Inconsistent eye contact
and use of facial
expressions, body language
or gestures. Posture or
movement may sometimes
support delivery but may
also distract.

Consistent eye contact,
facial expressions, body
language and gestures

Posture and movement
appear mostly purposeful.

generally support delivery.

Eye contact and use of
facial expressions, body
language and gestures
reinforce understanding
well. Posture and
movement are controlled
and confident.

Outstanding rate, volume,
pronunciation and
enunciation. Tone, emphasis
and vocal variety skillfully
aid understanding and
engagement.

Organization

No clear or explicit
organizational structure or
roadmap; lacks introduction,
body and/or conclusion.
Ideas and/or support are
disconnected.

Explicit structure with some
structural elements present,
but ineffective or poorly
developed. Limited
transitions; ideas or support
not well connected.

Logically organized,
explicit structure with a
hook, introduction, body
and conclusion. Ideas and
support generally connect
and transitions are
somewhat effective.

Explicit structure is easy to
follow and well-fit to the
topic. Structural elements
are clear and cohesive.
Transitions effectively
connect and support ideas.

Organization is highly clear,
cohesive and reflects the
topic. Structural elements
synergize to reinforce
information with vivid
transitions.

Content

The topic or scope is very
poorly suited. Information is
unclear, inaccurate or
difficult to follow.
Ineffective/little use of visual
aids.

The topic or scope is too
broad or narrow.
Information is limited in
clarity or depth. Visual aids
provide minimal support.

Appropriate topic and
scope. Information is clear,
accurate and well
explained. Visual aids
support understanding.
Evidence/support is cited
properly.

Topic and scope well
explored in time limit.
Information is clear and well
developed. Visual aids
effectively enhance
understanding. Powerful
evidence/support is woven
throughout.

Topic and scope is optimal
for time allotted. Information
is insightful, fully developed
and engaging. Seamless use
of visual aids. Compelling
evidence/ support enhances
and legitimizes message.

Overall

Speech time is
significantly under- or
over-time. Poor pacing
or uneven
development. Limited
control of delivery.

Speech time is under 7
minutes or over 10
minutes. Inconsistent
pacing and uneven or
ineffective use of time.
Most ideas or information
are underdeveloped.

Appropriate topic and
scope. Information is
clear, accurate and well
explained. Visual aids
support understanding.
Evidence/support is cited
properly.

Speech time is within 9-10
minutes. Well-paced,
consistent development of
ideas. Presence is controlled
and engaging.

Appropriate time with
excellent pacing and
development. Delivery
confidently integrates vocal,
physical and content
elements. Includes style and
theme.
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ORAL INTERPRETATION
JUDGES QUICK REFERENCE GUIDE

DISCLAIMER: The judge guides are shortened versions of the information contained in the FCDI Handbook. All judges
should read the judge guidelines and event rules in the handbook before participating. Contact tournament staff as soon
as possible if any issues arise. Do not discuss with students.

Your ranks and scores must be submitted within 5 minutes of the conclusion of the round. Comments and "Reason for
Decision" are due by 11:59 PM on the day of.

OVERVIEW

Competitors perform one of two creative programs of published literature: one prose and one poetry, using a
manuscript in a binder. Prose emphasizes storytelling and narration, while poetry emphasizes the performance of
poetic language, rhythm and imagery.

QUALIFIER TOURNAMENTS

Interpretation events require competitors to transform published literature into a
performance. Competitors accomplish this by selectively performing certain
portions of a larger work to create a complete performance within the time limit,
called cutting. Competitors use very limited movement and rely primarily on Round 3 Prose
posture, gestures and facial expressions to represent the emotions, characters
and meaning of the text to the audience. Competitors use their voice, physicality
and the creative assembly of their material to create an engaging interpretation Judges should consider how effectively
all of these choices combined communicate the meaning of the text.

RULES

Round 1 Prose

Round 2 Poetry

Round 4 Poetry

e Alternating rounds: Each round, competitors will alternate between performing prose and performing poetry. All
tournaments will start with prose.

e Time limit: Performances are limited to 10 minutes with a 30 second grace period. Speeches over 10:30 or under 5
minutes may not be ranked first. Note speech times in your ballot.

® Memorization: Performances should be well-rehearsed and polished but need not be memorized. All competitors
must use a handheld binder during their performance (A5 mini, 5.5 x 8.5 Inches). Competitors should not read directly,
word for word from the binder - they should maintain the illusion of reading from it while utilizing it in the
performance.

® Visual aids, props and costumes are not permitted. Competitors may not use electronic devices.

® Prohibited content: Profanity, explicit or suggestive sexual content, and the promotion, glorification or graphic
depiction of violence, self-harm, illegal activity or drug/alcohol use are strictly prohibited. Report prohibited content to
tournament staff. Do not discuss with the student.

JUDGING

Rank each student according to their performance (smaller rank = better performance; 1 = best performance in the
round) and assign a speech score on a scale of 50-100 using the rubric (evaluation criteria).

VOCAL PERFORMANCE
Proper rate, volume, pronunciation and enunciation contribute to clear communication. Emphasis, tone and vocal variety
are used to improve audience understanding and maintain engagement.

PHYSICAL PERFORMANCE
Purposeful, nuanced physical expression fully supports the interpretation. Confident, seamless execution immerses the
audience in the text.


https://ef2108c8-4c07-4e04-b389-e8ece232ece9.usrfiles.com/ugd/ec3230_50968001ee6d457d929f0d8bfe1daa24.pdf
https://ef2108c8-4c07-4e04-b389-e8ece232ece9.usrfiles.com/ugd/ec3230_50968001ee6d457d929f0d8bfe1daa24.pdf

D —

FLORIDA
CIVICS@DEBATE

* * * * * % INITIATIVE

ORAL INTERPRETATION
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ORGANIZATION

For prose, the program follows an effective storytelling structure with progression through a clear beginning, climax and
conclusion or end. The story, themes, emotions or ideas of the piece(s) are clear and easy to follow. In both prose and
poetry, the order of selected passages and transitions between sections contributes to logical progression and supports
the audience’s understanding of the overall interpretation. The arrangement of passages from the original text effectively
interprets and communicates the meaning and significance of the literature, creating strong imagery, emotions and
impact on the audience. Strong performances preserve the intent of the text while making purposeful choices that
enhance the audience’s understanding and connection to the text.

All performances should include an introduction that provides the title and author of the selection(s) and any necessary
background information.

CONTENT INTERPRETATION

Sophisticated interpretation brings the text to life. Every editorial choice strengthens meaning, emotion, imagery and
audience impact with exceptional artistry. Student analyses of the texts in their programs should be demonstrated
through editing, order, vocal and physical performance decisions as well as explicitly stated in the introduction
and-when applicable-transitions.

PROGRAM CONSTRUCTION

The selection, organization and adaptation of the text should effectively communicate the meaning, themes and
significance of the text. This includes the quality of introductions, teasers, transitions and selected passages, as well as
how seamlessly they work together to create a cohesive and engaging performance. Strong program construction
enhances audience understanding, emotional impact and connection while preserving the integrity and intent of the
source material.

OVERALL PERFORMANCE

Judges should consider the length of the speech and how effectively the available time is used. Strong performances
demonstrate appropriate pacing and balanced development of ideas throughout the speech. Creativity, individuality, and
the integration of vocal, physical and content elements, may be taken into account when evaluating the overall
effectiveness of the performance. The student’s use of the binder as a storytelling tool should also be considered.



Speaker Points
(10-20)
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BELOW AVERAGE

AVERAGE

ABOVE AVERAGE

EXCELLENT

Vocal Rate, volume, emphasis, Rate, volume, enunciation Rate, volume, Strategic use of rate, Exceptional vocal control

Performance tone, pronunciation and/or | or stylistic choices enunciation and stylistic volume, tone, emphasis and stylistic vocal choices
enunciation frequently sometimes impede choices support and vocal variety seamlessly enhance
interfere with understanding/impact interpretation. Use of strengthens characterization, setting
understanding and interpretation. variety in tone, characterization, mood and mood demonstrating
interpretation or no emphasis help establish and audience creative interpretation
attempt is made to use characters, setting and understanding for creative | and maximum audience
voice for interpretation. mood. interpretation. engagement.

Physical Little eye contact or Inconsistent eye contact, Effective eye contact, Skillful use of eye contact, | Purposeful, nuanced

Performance purposeful facial facial expression, body facial expression, body facial expression, posture physical expression fully
expression, body language | language or gestures. language and gestures and movement supports the
or gestures. Posture and Posture and movement generally support the strengthen the interpretation. Confident,
movement are distracting sometimes support, but interpretation. Posture interpretation and draw seamless execution
or awkward. may distract from, the and movement are the audience into the immerses the audience in

interpretation. purposeful. text. the text.

Organization Limited understanding of Conveys some meaning, Clearly communicates Thoughtful interpretation Sophisticated
the text. Meaning, themes, | but interpretation lacks the meaning, themes, conveys the meaning, interpretation brings the
tone, imagery or emotion depth or consistency. tone and emotion of the themes, imagery, tone text to life. Every editorial
are unclear. Selection Themes, tone, imagery text. Interpretation is and emotion of the text. choice strengthens
choices fail to engage the and emotion are uneven, generally consistent and Purposeful editorial meaning, emotion,
audience or communicate limiting audience supports audience choices deepen audience imagery and audience
the significance of the connection. Editorial understanding. Editorial understanding and impact with exceptional
text. choices are confusing. choices make sense. connection. artistry.

Content Introductions, teasers, Introductions, teasers, Introductions, teasers, Introductions, teasers, Introductions, teasers,
transitions and selected transitions and selected transitions and selected transitions and selected transitions and selected
passages do not passages communicate passages communicate passages effectively passages powerfully
effectively communicate some elements and the main ideas, themes communicate meaning demonstrate the meaning
the meaning, meaning of the text but and emotions of the and significance of the and significance of the
significance or emotions lack consistency or original text. The text. Editorial choices text. Novel choices create
of the text. effective connection. audience feels connected enhance imagery, vivid imagery, powerful

to the texts. emotion and audience emotion and lasting
connection. connection.
Overall Speech time is significantly | Performance timeis under | Performance timeis Performance is greater Appropriate performance

under or overtime. Poor
pacing or uneven
development. Heavy
reliance on script. Limited
control of delivery.

7 minutes or over 10
minutes. Inconsistent
pacing and uneven or
ineffective use of time.
Most ideas are
underdeveloped.

within 7-8 minutes.
Mostly balanced pacing
and development.
Delivery and structure
are passable. Moderate
reliance on script.

than 9-10 minutes and
well-paced with consistent
development of ideas.
Minimal reliance on script.
Controlled and engaging
delivery.

length with excellent
pacing and development.
Delivery strategically
utilizes the binder.
Performance creates a
heavy impact.
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WE THE PEOPLE: A CITIZEN SHOWDOWN

JUDGES QUICK REFERENCE GUIDE

We the People: A Citizen Showdown is a trivia event that allows students to demonstrate their knowledge of American
history, government and civics in a game-show style competition. Competitors use buzzers to respond to rapid fire
questions and earn the most points.

PROCEDURE
ROUND STRUCTURE

1. The buzzer system will be set up prior to the arrival of judges  One round consists of three 10-minute periods of
or competitors. The judge(s) should locate the moderator’s competition with 5-minute breaks between each period.

Fllcker aqd any paper materlals provided (scoring sheet, PERIOD 1 10 minutes
judge guide and questions and answers sheet). The
moderator’s clicker is a lever-shaped button attached to the BREAK 5 minutes
main system console with a cord. When pressed, the clicker PERIOD 2 10 minutes
resets the buzzers.

BREAK 5 minutes

2. Thejudge(s) will read each question on the question and :

answer sheet one at a time. The judge(s) should start a timer PERIOD 3 10 minutes

once a question has been fully read.

3. The competitors will click their buzzers to indicate a desire to answer. The competitor who buzzes in fastest is
given the opportunity to answer, as indicated by the light on top of the competitor’s buzzer.

4. If a competitor answers incorrectly or hesitates/pauses (and does not reveal the correct answer in the process),
reset the buzzers and allow the other competitors to buzz in to answer the same question. If the second
competitor does not answer correctly, skip the question.

5. If no competitor buzzes 5 seconds after reading the question, the judge(s) may repeat the question. If no student
buzzes in after 10 seconds, skip the question.

6. Use the scoring sheet to mark each correct and incorrect answer for each competitor. At the end of period 3, tally
the total questions correct and incorrect across each period. Calculate total points for each competitor by adding
2 points for each correct answer and subtracting 1 point for each incorrect answer.

RULES

e The question must be fully read: If a competitor buzzes in before the question is fully read, the competitor may
not answer the question. Reset the buzzers and try again. This does not apply to questions being repeated.

® Cooldown: If a student is the first to buzz in on five consecutive questions, the student enters a cooldown period
for the next two questions and may not buzz during those questions. Reset the buzzers and try again.

® Must be ready to answer: Students must answer immediately once recognized. If a student pauses or hesitates,
count the answer as incorrect.

¢ Accuracy: The judge(s) determines whether an answer is correct or incorrect. Not all acceptable answers are listed
on the question and answer sheet. The judge’s determination is final.

e No outside help: Students must answer without external assistance or communication. Notes, books, electronic
devices or other forms of assistance are prohibited.

¢ One answer only: Once a student provides an answer, it may not be changed or supplemented.



