FLORIDA FORENSIC LEAGUE
LINCOLN-DOUGLAS DEBATE BALLOT

Round/Flight _ /  Room___ Date_  Judge/Affiliation /
AFFIRMATIVE NEGATIVE

Name: Name:

Code: Points: Code: Points:

INSTRUCTIONS TO JUDGES

1. Unlike Policy Debate, the resolution to be debated will be a proposition of value rather than a proposition of policy. Values are ideals
held by individuals, societies, governments, etc. that serve as the highest goals to be considered or achieved within the context of the
resolution in question. A proposition of value concerns itself with what ought to be instead of what is. Thus the debaters are encouraged to
develop argumentation or conflicting underlying principles to support their positions. To that end, they are not responsible for practical
applications; there is no need for a plan (or for plan attacks).
2. Each debater has the burden to prove his or her side of the resolution more valid as a general principle.
3. Communication in LD debate should emphasize clarity. Throughout the debate, the competitors should display civility as well as a
professional demeanor and style of delivery. Accordingly, judges should only evaluate those arguments that were presented in a manner
that was clear and understandable to them.
4. Neither debater should be rewarded for presenting a speech completely unrelated to the arguments of his or her opponent; there
must be clash concerning the major arguments in the debate. Cross-examination should clarify, challenge, and/or advance concept.
5. The judge shall disregard new arguments introduced in rebuttal. This does not include the introduction of new evidence in support
of points already advanced or the refutation of arguments introduced by opponents.
6. In making your decisions, you must ask yourself the following questions;

a. Which debater persuaded me that his/her position was more valid? (Which debater communicated more effectively?)

b. Did the debater support his/her position appropriately, using logical argumentation throughout the round and evidence

where necessary?
7. Rate each debater’s performance according to the following scale:

20-21 (Needs Work) 22-23 (Below Average) 24-26 (Average)  27-28 (Above Average) 29-30 (Outstanding)
*The points you award must correlate with your decisions (speaker point ties are acceptable but low point wins are not

8. Speech order and time limits:

1. Affirmative Constructive: 6 minutes 5. First Affirmative Rebuttal: 4 minutes
2. Cross-Examination by Negative: 3 minutes 6. Negative Rebuttal: 6 minutes
3. Negative Constructive: 7 minutes 7. Second Affirmative Rebuttal: 3 minutes
4. Cross-Examination by Affirmative: 3 minutes ***PREP TIME: 3 minutes per debater

JUDGE COMMENTS & REASON FOR DECISION
(Your comments must include the specific reason(s) why one debater won and the other lost the debate.)

In my opinion, this debate was won by on the
(CODE #) (AFF or NEG)

Judge’s Signature: Judge’s School:
Please PRINT your name in the bottom margin if your signature is difficult to decipher.




FLORIDA FORENSIC LEAGUE

POLICY DEBATE BALLOT

Round: Room:

Judge:

AFFIRMATIVE

Team Code:;

Names

Ranks Points

NEGATIVE

Team Code:;

Names

Ranks Points

TEAM TOTALS:

TEAM TOTALS:

INSTRUCTIONS TO JUDGES

1. Speed Ballot: The top copy should be used as a speed ballot. Judges who choose to give an oral critique must fill
out the grid above, the decision section at the bottom, and then turn the ballot in before beginning the critique. The
rest of the ballot should be submitted later.
2. Oral Critigues: A ten minute oral critique session is permitted after the round. Judges are not required to give an
oral critique; those who do not give a critique should include more written details of the round on the ballot.

3. Low Point Wins: Low point wins are not permitted; the winning team’s ranks and points must be better than or
equal to the losing team’s ranks and points.
4. Time Limits: Constructives—8 min.; Cross Ex—3 min.; Rebuttals—5 min.; Prep Time—~8 min. per team

JUDGE COMMENTS & REASON FOR DECISION

(Your comments must include the specific reason(s) why one team won and the other lost the debate.)

In my opinion, this debate was won by

on the

(CODE #)

(AFF or NEG)

L1 Check this box if an oral critique will be given to the debaters in this round. (see # 1 and # 2 above)

Judge’s Signature:

Judge’s School:

Please PRINT your name in the bottom margin if your signature is difficult to decipher.



Round: Room: Judge:

FLORIDA FORENSIC LEAGUE
PUBLIC FORUM DEBATE BALLOT

INSTRUCTIONS TO JUDGES

1. Please consult the State of Florida Uniform Manual for Judges to read the rules of this event. If you have questions,
please inquire at the ballot check table.

2. Before every round, flip a coin to determine the side and speaking order of the debate. The team that wins the flip
has the option of choosing either the side (Pro or Con) or the speaking order (Team A or Team B) in the round.
The team that loses the flip makes the remaining choice, either side or speaking order. After the coin flip, record
contestant names. Put the Pro team on the left side of the ballot and the Con team on the right side.

3. For the first two Crossfire sessions, the speakers should stand. For the Grand Crossfire, the speakers should sit.

4. Plans, counterplans, and kritiks are not permitted in this event.

5. New arguments in the Final Focus must be ignored. The Final Focus must be based on arguments and issues
previously addressed in the debate.

6. Speech order and time limits:

1. 1st Speaker, Team A: 4 minutes 7. Summary, Team A: 2 minutes
2. 1st Speaker, Team B: 4 minutes 8. Summary, Team B: 2 minutes
3. Crossfire (1st Speakers): 3 minutes 9. Grand Crossfire (all 4): 3 minutes
4. 2nd Speaker, Team A: 4 minutes 10. Final Focus, Team A: 1 minute
5. 2nd Speaker, Team B: 4 minutes 11. Final Focus, Team B: 1 minute
6. Crossfire (2nd Speakers): 3 minutes ***PREP TIME: 2 minutes per team

7. Assign speaker points on the basis of analysis, evidence, reasoning, cross fire, rebuttal, and delivery.

20-23: Below Average 24-26: Average 27-28: Above Average 29-30: Excellent

Scores below 20 should be reserved for extreme cases and be justified in writing below.

PRO TEAM CON TEAM

Team Code: Team Code:

Speaker Niames Points Speaker Names Points

Pro 1st: Con 1st:

Pro 2nd: Con 2nd:

In my opinion, this debate was won by on the .

(CODE #) (PRO or CON)
FEEDBACK TO DEBATERS
Comments for Pro Speaker 1: Comments for Con Speaker 1.
Comments for Pro Speaker 2: Comments for Con Speaker 2:

These are the reasons for my decision:

Judge’s Signature: Judge’s School:

Please PRINT your name in the bottom margin If you are not affiliated with/hired by a
if your signature is difficult to decipher. school, please list your occupation.



