	
	Detailed Assessment of Judging Performance-Singles &Pairs


[image: image1.jpg]sgifzgnada





	Name:
	     
	Section:
	     

	Judging Level:
	     
	Date of Event:
	     

	Competition:
	     
	Location:
	     

	
	
	
	
	

	Event Judged:
	     
	Assessor’s Name:
	     

	
	
	

	Reason for report:
	
	
	

	Exam Candidate   FORMCHECKBOX 

	Report requested   FORMCHECKBOX 

	Strong potential   FORMCHECKBOX 

	Assessment necessary   FORMCHECKBOX 


	Please rate the judge on the following skills using the four-point assessment scale (VG = Very Good, G = Good, F = Fair, NI = Needs Improvement).  Please make comments, particularly in the event of an assessment of "Needs Improvement". 


	
	
	

	
	
	VG
	G
	F
	NI
	NA
	Comments

	1. Assessment Process

	
	Technical Knowledge
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	     

	
	Knowledge of Current Rules and Trends
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	

	
	Integration of Quality in Assessment
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	

	
	Effective use of positive (+) GOEs
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	

	
	Accuracy of reductions of GOEs
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	

	
	Appropriately assigns PC scores
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	

	
	Appropriately reflects differences in PCs
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	

	
	Decisiveness (keep pace with panel)
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	

	2. Communication

	
	Participation in Discussions
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	     

	
	Ability to explain/defend GOEs and PCs
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	

	
	Open-mindedness to other opinions
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	

	
	Interacts well with other judges
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	

	3. Deportment

	
	Respect for Athletes, Fellow Officials and Stakeholders
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	     

	
	Ability to manage stress
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	

	
	Organization during the competition
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	

	4. Leadership

	
	Commitment to work at the competition
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	     

	
	Acts appropriately in situations
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	

	
	Is a role model for other judges
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	

	BASED ON THIS EVENT:

	This judge is competent at his/ her level
	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Yes
	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 No

 FORMCHECKBOX 
 No

 FORMCHECKBOX 
 No
	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Unsure
	     

	This judge is suited to the judging process
	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Yes
	
	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Unsure
	     

	This judge is in need of further training/experience at/ below this level
	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Yes
	
	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Unsure
	     ____________________ 


DETAILED PROTOCOL ASSESSMENT:
1.   Grades of Execution (GOEs):

a) For elements in the Short Program, did the judge mark correctly:
	
	Number of Occurrences
	Correct GOE Awarded - Yes/No

	Downgraded Elements?
	
	

	Second Jump Missing:  Jump+C?
	
	

	Pairs:  Jumps with unequal rotations?
	
	

	Incorrect Elements?
	
	


Comments:      























b) In cases where the GOE must be a -3, did the judge mark correctly?    Yes / No

If not, explain      






















c) Did the judge use an appropriate GOE range (+3 to -3), and award + GOEs where warranted?  Yes / No
d) Comment on the judge’s general overall GOE accuracy:      


























  

2.   Program Components (PCs):
a) Select two programs where you, as Referee, felt there was diversity amongst the 5 PCs
(i.e. Performance much lower/higher than Skating Skills).  Comment on these programs according to the marks awarded by the judge:
     
















































b) Select two skaters/teams with high PC marks.
Skater/Team: 
	
	Skating Skills
	Transitions
	Performance
	Choreography
	Interpretation

	Trimmed Mean
	
	
	
	
	

	Referee Marks
	
	
	
	
	

	Judge Marks
	
	
	
	
	


Skater/Team: 
	
	Skating Skills
	Transitions
	Performance
	Choreography
	Interpretation

	Trimmed Mean
	
	
	
	
	

	Referee Marks
	
	
	
	
	

	Judge Marks
	
	
	
	
	


Comment on whether the judge recognized the quality of these skaters/teams and used an appropriate range of PCs?      
































c) Select two skaters/teams with low PC marks.
Skater/Team: 
	
	Skating Skills
	Transitions
	Performance
	Choreography
	Interpretation

	Trimmed Mean
	
	
	
	
	

	Referee Marks
	
	
	
	
	

	Judge Marks
	
	
	
	
	


Skater/Team: 
	
	Skating Skills
	Transitions
	Performance
	Choreography
	Interpretation

	Trimmed Mean
	
	
	
	
	

	Referee Marks
	
	
	
	
	

	Judge Marks
	
	
	
	
	


Comment on whether the judge recognized the quality (or lack thereof) of these skaters/teams and used an appropriate range of PCs?      










































*Feel free to provide more examples if needed.

	What is your overall assessment of this trial judge?
	

	Segment 1:
	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Very Good
	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Good
	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Acceptable
	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Fair
	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Needs Improvement

	Segment 2:
	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Very Good
	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Good
	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Acceptable
	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Fair
	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Needs Improvement

	Segment 3:

(if applicable)
	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Very Good
	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Good
	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Acceptable
	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Fair
	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Needs Improvement

	Overall:
	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Very Good
	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Good
	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Acceptable
	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Fair
	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Needs Improvement

	Additional Comments:
	

	     _______________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________ 


If promotion is being sought:

This judge is ready for promotion 
Yes  FORMCHECKBOX 


No  FORMCHECKBOX 


Other  FORMCHECKBOX 
 ___________

	
	
	

	Name of Assessor:      
	
	Position at the Event:      

	
	
	

	
	
	

	Signature of Assessor: 
	
	Date of Assessment:      
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