NTDA Judge Paradigm Form

Contact Information:									
Name: 												
Best Way(s) to Contact: 	 Home	 Cell		 Work 	 Email
Home:							Cell: 					
Work: 							Fax: 					
Email: 												


Affiliations											
High schools I have coached/attended (in past 4 years): 					
												
Speech/Debate Camps I have worked: 							
												
Schools You Should Not Judge: 								
												


Experience/Conflicts:									
Years as competitor:					Years as judge: 			
Judging Experience: 										
Coaching Experience: 									
Events I Coach: 										
Events I Competed in: 									


CX Debate:					   No/Unlikely		   Yes/Likely	
1. CX Debate Judging Paradigm:
 Policy-Maker	 Stock Issues	 Tabula Rasa	 Other: 	
Comments: 										
2. I vote on Topicality:				1	2	3	4	5
Comments: 										
3. I vote on Disadvantages:			1	2	3	4	5
Comments: 										
4. I vote on Counterplans			1	2	3	4	5

Counterplans must be Non-Topical		1	2	3	4	5
Comments: 										
5. I vote on Kritiks				1	2	3	4	5
Comments: 										
6. I allow conditional arguments		1	2	3	4	5
Comments: 										
7. I like to give oral critiques: 			1	2	3	4	5
Comments: 										
8. Communication Skills vs. 			1	2	3	4	5
Resolution of Issues:			Communication		    Resolution
Comments: 										
9. Rate of Delivery should be:			1	2	3	4	5
						Slower			    Faster

	General Comments: 									
												
												

LD Debate:											
1. I feel qualified to judge LD Debate		1	2	3	4	5
						No			         Yes
2. 
3. Communication Skills vs. 			1	2	3	4	5
Resolution of Issues:			Communication		    Resolution
Comments: 										
4. Rate of Delivery should be:			1	2	3	4	5
						Slower			    Faster
Comments: 										
5. Amount of Evidence I prefer is:		1	2	3	4	5
						Little			        Lots
Comments: 										
6. Appeals should be:				1	2	3	4	5
						Emotional		  Factual
Comments: 										
7. Criteria/Standard is:				1	2	3	4	5
						Unnecessary		Essential
Comments: 										
8. Approach to Topic should be:		1	2	3	4	5
					  Philosophical	                 Pragmatic
Comments: 										
9. If the Neg can show Neg value is equal 	1	2	3	4	5
to Aff value, then Neg should win 		No			          Yes
(i.e., Balanced Neg)

	General Comments: 									
												
												

Public Forum Debate									
10. Communication Skills vs. 			1	2	3	4	5
Resolution of Issues:			Communication	                  Resolution
Comments: 										
11. Amount of Evidence I prefer is:		1	2	3	4	5
						Little			        Lots
Comments: 										
12. Approach to Topic should be:		1	2	3	4	5
					  Philosophical	                  Pragmatic

	General Comments: 									
												
												

Informative & Persuasive Extemporaneous Speaking: 				
13. I feel qualified to judge Extemp		1	2	3	4	5
						No			          Yes

14. Amount of Sources I prefer is:		1	2	3	4	5
						A few			      Many
Comments: 										
15. I typically rank more on:			1	2	3	4	5
						Delivery		 Content

	General Comments: 									
												
												


Oral Interpretation: 									
16. I feel qualified to judge Poetry/Prose	1	2	3	4	5
						No			          Yes

17. I prefer interpretation to be more: 		1	2	3	4	5
				          physical movement           vocal interpretation
Comments: 										
18. Piece/performance must conform 		1	2	3	4	5
to “community standards”			No			          Yes
Comments: 										
19. I feel qualified to judge HI/DI/Duo		1	2	3	4	5
						No			          Yes

20. In HI/DI/DUO, when a student enters the grace period, I take the following action:  										

	General Comments: 									
												
												

Oratory: 											
21. I feel qualified to judge Oratory (OO)	1	2	3	4	5
						No			          Yes
Comments: 										
22. I prefer that an Oratory include the following: 					

											

	General Comments: 									
												
												

Student Congress: 					No				Yes	
23. I feel qualified to judge Student Congress	1	2	3	4	5
Comments: 										
24. I value speeches more than procedure
	in my rankings 			1	2	3	4	5
Comments: 										
25. I strongly value evidence during 
	affirmation/negation speeches	1	2	3	4	5
Comments: 										

	General Comments: 									
												
												


R ——

s
e

BtV oCoat Ol DGl Owek Ot
e =

s
. —————

[ —

[Eo————

o




