Policy Debate Ballot

Round Room

FitzGerald, M

RM LR vs REN NL

Room: C 104  Start: $:00 am
Novice Policy - Rd 1
Judge

Affirmative Code

Negative Code

RATE ecach debater by taking into consideration each debaters’ individual performance using the following scale:

EXCELLENT GOOD

37 36 35

SUPERIOR
40 39 38

34 33 32

*Judges may rate debaters on delivery, logic, evidence,

refutation, cross-examination, and/or ethics

RANK each debater in order of excellence: 1 for best, 2 next hest, ete. no ties allowed) Ranking should be consistent with debater points.
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Decision based on: (considerations may include: topicality, harms, ifiherency, solvercy, advantages, disadvantages, etc.)
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room upon completion of the round.

If an Idaho Debate Code violation occurs, mark the violation, judge the round regardless, then inform and confer with the tab

Code pev w1
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Policy Debate Ballot ~ ReNTswminNvHK

Room: C 131  Start: 8:00 am

Round { Room Cor Judge _ Novice Policy — Rd 1

Affirmative Code Negative Code __ s, 1/ ot

RATE each debater by taking into consideration each debaters’ individual performance using the following scale:
SUPERIOR EXCELLENT GOOD *Judges may rate debaters on delivery, logic, evidence,

40 39 38 37 36 35 34 33 32 refirtation, cross-examination, and/or ethics

RANK each debater in order of excellence: 1 for best, 2 next best, etc. no ties allowed) Ranking should be consistent with debater miﬁs.
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WR NL vs REN GD

Room: C 105  Start: 8:00 am

Judge Novice Policy --Rd 1
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Ren C)
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RATE each debater by taking into consideration each debaters’ individoal performance using the following scale:

SUPERIOR EXCELLENT GOOD
40 39 38 37 36 35 34 33 32
RANK each debater in order of excellence: 1 for best, 2 next best,

*Judges may rate debaters on delivery, logic, evidence,
refutation, cross-examination, and/or ethics

ete. no ties allowed) Ranking should be cousistent with debater points.
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roomn upon compietion of the round.

If an Idaho Debate Code violation occurs, mark the violation, judge the round regardless, then inform and confer with the tab

fla pHf.

Code Rf’n CD

Debate Code Violation7¥*




Jonnston
Policy Debate Ballot REN BT vs BOR HF
Round j,

Room: C 100 Start: 8:00 am
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3
RATE each debater by taking into consideration each debaters’ individual performanece usingB theRfollowing scale:
SUPERIOR EXCELLENT GOOD *Judges may rate debaters on delivery, logic, evidence,
40 39 38 37 36 35 34 33 32 refutation, cross-examination, and/or ethics
RANK each debater in order of excellence: 1 for best, 2 next best, ete. no ties allowed) Ranking should be consistent with debater points.
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if an Idaho Debate Code violation occurs, mark the violation, judge the round regardless, then inform and confer with the tab
room upon compietion of the round.




