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; Time: ’ % ' H % NATIONAL CATHOLIC FORENSIC LEAGUE
~ 10 min. wi 30 sec. gradd period Critique Sheet for

ORAL INTERPRETATION OF LITERATURE i Mok Wit in thic Snaca

Round _J___ Room ﬁl. Student’s Name: . Code SV /13 Rank ‘7[ of &

Selection Title: A ‘,(‘“/ "‘C)\ ar+ Author: _ Ec,ﬁm - Allen pO(‘Z
Judge’s Name: ) e S Lk . Judge’s Code:
Judge’s School !League. (oot \" \'L\\(\

Criteria for judging;

e Introduction: The introduction must name the work and author, provide necessary background
information and establish the mood. If using a teaser, or if lines from the selection are used in the
introduction, the speakers must adhere to the rules of the event.

s Proiection of Literature; The interpreter should demenstrate a clear understanding of the literature and
project its meaning, message and tone. The speaker should capture and convey the plot and/or
development. Imagery should be carefully colored so as to promote audience understanding and
appreciation, In a presentation of a collection, there should be a unity to the program as a whole, made
clear by the introduction and transitional material. Congideration should be given to the literary merit
of the selection.

¢ Narrator/Character Creation: The narrator should be believable and conversational. The narrator
should be able to lead the audience through the details of the literature, keeping a consistent and clear
attitude toward people, objects and events within the literature. In collections, the interpreter should
develop and maintain unique and distinct narrative voices for each selection within the program. If they
are utilized, character voices should be distinctive, consistent and appropriate to the character. The
interprater should be able to demonsirate the characters’ feelings and thoughts through the use of vocal
inflections, facial expressions including visualization, and appropriate intensity.

e Visualization; The interpreter should help the audience to see the particular world of the narrator. The
interpreter should establish a strong sense of environment. The interpreter should be able to see and
replay the events described or recalled in the literature. The interpreter should use facial expressions
and gestures appropriately to bring the script to life.

¢ Vocal Variety: The interpreter should appropriately vary pitch, volume, rate, and intensity to convey the
various moods and messages in the literature. Appropriate words should be stressed for clarity and
understanding. The interpreter should appropriately play with sound devices such as alliteration, and
attend to the sound and meaning of every word. For poetry, the interpreter should capture and
effectively vary existing poetic rythmn, making use of rhyme when necessary and avoiding it when not.

« Audience and Script Contact: The interpreter should invite the audience into the presentation, directing
eve contact and expressing his or her feelings to individual audience members when appropriate and
necessary and consulting the script when it is not. The interpreter should focus away from the audience
and the script effectively during moments of internal and private thoughts. There should be a natural
balance between the audience and script where one does not take precedence over the other. The
interpreter should stay in the moment, with facial expression and emotional consistency, when making
contact with the manuscript.

o Overall Effect: The overall performance should build te various moments and have a climax. The
performance should be easy to follow and complete. The performance should display another world
outside of the performance space. '

PLEASE USE THE REVERSE TO COMMENT ON POSITIVE ASPECTS OF THE PERFORMANCE, AND TO PROVIDE
SUGGESTIONS FOR IMPROVEMENTS. BE CERTAIN TO INCLUDE JUSTIFICATION FOR YOUR RANKING.



-

¢ geeat O Cotact:
\‘(}’”00{ poa X Bt on
o & necranC

(bfoocl 3&5\/"““3

‘ W Cucial  Oxfleessons,

-
RIS e O
we tuponant & Lelp o g,
Lrolons (o4,

“(Av (< dzgem—, bul need o
[l rxst e

ek (oud” Vit gl ol
v SMESS ”c{ﬂfc' ”,,

el [y need b ¢y, down
i gy (ast oo Slow fufngsg o
Norvzn—, Lo aLéo/aﬂfbwf |
Wl Sl s for
Condaor. e Aors no g(,‘m/@;;,
(lwackt® 1ed toctoe
VOCal weince 0 oVl woue
‘ @J&"‘j {ida's  (eel [k endiay |
Qo a9 Lus 35y Ag\,«%g}
Frre e dL/MDS S
:'SL\/ fhe TSCend - h)f\,@

I reall WasPt  Morfoe
+ el Pt{



Code: S M1 T Round: A __Room:
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Topic: % /U f

BALTIMORE CATHOLIC FORENSICS LEAGUE
AUXILIARY SPEECH BALLOT

Children’s Literature

“#
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School: ¢ e

Criteria for judging:

Presentation: use of vocal variety, good pitch, projection, articulation and pace used fo convey the ideas,
mood, and argument. |s the material enhanced by the use of character development? Is the language used
to the fullest potential? Are the characters distinct? Woulld the presentation appeal to the children in the
age group? ls there a balance of eye contact with the script and the audience

Content: s the selection appropriate for the age group? Is the language ciear-to the audience of age group
children for which it is chosen?

Body Language; Does the gestures enhance the presentation? Do the facial expressions reinforce the
selection? Does the movement enhance the characterization’

Overall Effect: Is the presentation an effective interpretation’?

PLEASE USE THE REVERSE TO COMMENT AND EXPLAIN YOUR RANKING THROUGH SUGGESTIONS FOR
IMPROVEMENT.,

Revised September 11, 2614
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BALTIMORE CATHOLIC FORENSICS LEAGUE
AUXILIARY SPEECH BALLOT

Children’s Literature

Code: ‘Mm 'jle Round: i _mWRggfg Rank: g ] out of é:;
Speaker's Name! *-_ _ﬂmm__l '
Top_L 2 DB (auonS (AUt by Drew Pagua it

Judge: ) School__ -8,

e’,

Criteria for iudging: ‘
«  Presentation: use of vocat variety, good pitch, projection, articulation and pace used to convey the ideas,

mood, and argument. Is the material enhanced by the use of character development? Is the language used
to the fullest potentiai? Are the characters distinct? Would the presentation appeal to the children in the
age group? |s there a balance of eye contact with the script and the audience :

» Cantent: Is the selection appropriate for the age group? Is the language clear.fo the audience of age group
children for which it is chosen?

+ Body Language: Does the gestures enhance the presentation? Do the facial expressions reinforce the
selection? Does the movement enhance the charactetization?

o Overall Effect: Is the presentation an effective interpretation?

o FASE USE THE REVERSE TO COMMENT AND EXPLAIN YOUR RANKING THROUGH SUGGESTIONS FOR

IMPROVEMENT.
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BALTIMORE CATHOLIC FORERSICS LEAGUE
AUXILIARY SPEECH BALLOT

Impromptu

Code RC 812- Round A3 ____Room 30l . Rank: b out of b

Speaker's Name: . w
Topic: W M 477[ ﬁ\L W

School: OJL{'DHSW lle HM)'/L

Judge:

Criteria for judging;
» Presentation: use of vocal variety, good pitch, projection, articulation and pace used to convey the ideas,

mood, and argument, The manner of speaking sholtid be relaxed and assured, Noles, if used, shotid not
infringe on the speaking style and flow of the presentation.
»  Content: exhibif the ability to be original and fresh with liitie preparation time, contestant is expected {o stay
within the topic and have an organized approach to the presentation. This is not unrelated stand up jokes.
»  Audience Response: the speech should entertain or Inform, and contestant should show sensitivity to the
mood of the audience in the conclusion.

PLEASE USE THE REVERSE TO COMMENT AND EXPLAIN YOUR RANKING THROUGH SUGGESTIONS FOR
IMPROVEMENT.

Revised September 11, 2014
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Since this is a learning process, feel free to make additional comments on the back.




NATIONAL CATHOLIC FORENSICES LEAGUE
STUDENT CONGRESS BALLOT FOR SPEAKERS

Speaker: Judge: Time of Day: '

- DIRECTIONS: Rank each speech 1-6 in each category. Use one ballot for each speech. Feel encouraged to comment on
the back of this ballot. In scoring, use whole numbers only —~ no decimals. 6 is the highest (best) rank).

CRITERIA AND COMMENTS ' SCORING (1-6;
-~ 1=low; 6 = high )

DELIVERY. Sericusness of purpose, style, poise, coherency.

ORIGINALITY OF THOUGHT. Does the speech advance debate?

ORGANIZATION AND UNITY OF SPEECH. Does it ramble? Does it
~develop?

EVIDENCE AND LOGIC BASIS FOR STATEMENT. Breadth of
knowledge on subject.

OVERAL IMPACT AND IMPRESSION. Were you persuaded to his/her
view?

TOTAL SCORE
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NATIONAL CATHOLIC FORENSICES LEAGUE
STUDENT CONGRESS BALLOT FOR SPEAKERS

A Speakcr: ) . Judge: . Time of Day:' :

DIRECTIONS: Rank each speech 1-6 in each category. Use one ballot for each speech. Feel encouraged to comment on
the back of this batlot. In scoring, use whole numbers only — no decimals. 6 is the highest (best) rank). ’

CRITERIA AND COMMENTS ' SCORING (1-6;
1=low; 6 = high)

DELIVERY. Seriousness of purpose, style, poise, coherency.

ORIGINALITY OF THOUGHT. Does the speech advance debate?

ORGANIZATION AND UNITY OF SPEECH. Does it ramble? Daoes it
'| develop? '

EVIDENCE AND LOGIC BASIS FOR STATEMENT. Breadib of
knowledge on subject.

OVERAL IMPACT AND IMPRESSION, Were you persuaded to histher
view?

TOTAL SCORE




